
ANNOTATED MINUTES 
Thursday, September 21,2006-9:00 AM 

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

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Chair Diane Linn convened the meeting at 9:00 a.m., with Vice-Chair 
Lonnie Roberts and Commissioners Lisa Naito, Serena Cruz Walsh and Maria 
Rojo de Steffey present. 

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

Commissioner Rojo was excused at 9:01a.m. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION HELD. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:26a.m. 

Thursday, September 21,2006-9:30 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

REGULAR MEETING 

Chair Diane Linn convened the meeting at 9:30 a.m., with Vice-Chair 
Lonnie Roberts and Commissioners Lisa Naito, Serena Cruz Walsh and Maria 
Rojo de Steffey present. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER ROBERTS, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER CRUZ, THE 
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CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS C-1 THROUGH C-4) 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Appointment of Thomas Guiney to the Multnomah County DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION COMMITTEE 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-2 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. CLENDENON 

RESOLUTION 06-158 

C-3 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to · 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 

RESOLUTION 06-159 

C-4 Intergovernmental Revenue Contract 0607049 with the Oregon Department 
of Transportation for the 2005 and 2006 Rural Fund Exchange Agreement 

REGULAR AGENDA 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

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

NO ONE WISHED TO COMMENT. 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT 

R-1 PROCLAMATION Proclaiming the Week of September 29 to October 6, 
2006, as Minority Enterprise Development Week in Multnomah County, 
Oregon 

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-1. GAIL RUBIN EXPLANATION. MS. RUBIN 
READ PROCLAMATION. HERMAN BRAME 
REPORTED ON PLANNED MINORITY 
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ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT 
ACTIVITIES. PROCLAMATION 
UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED 

WEEK 
06-160 

R-2 NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for National Endowment to the Humanities 
(NEH) Grant for Stabilizing Humanities Collections at County Archives 

AT THE REQUEST OF THE DEPARTMENT AND 
. UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER CRUZ, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER ROBERTS, R-2 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY POSTPONED 
INDEFINITELY. 

R-3 Reallocation of Facilities Capital Project Funds FPM-07-01 for Courthouse 
Cold Water High Rise Plumbing Project and Budget Carry-over Adjustment 
for MCIJ Chiller Emergency Replacement Project 

COMMISSIONER ROJO MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER NAITO SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-3. JOHN LINDENTHAL EXPLANATION. 
CHAIR LINN COMMENTS IN SUPPORT. 
REALLOCATION UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY JUSTICE 

R-4 Budget Modification DCJ-01 Appropriating $137,420 in Behavioral 
Rehabilitation Services Revenue to Add Services for Three Additional 
Youth at DCJ's Juvenile Secure Residential Alcohol and Drug Treatment 
Unit (RAD) 

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-4. WAYNE SCOTT INTRODUCED BRUCE 
BAKER OF MORRISON CENTER. . MR. SCOTT 
EXPLANATION AND RESPONSE TO QUESTION OF 
COMMISSIONER NAITO REGARDING WAIT LIST 
FOR TREATMENT UNIT. CHAIR LINN COMMENT 
ON ALCOHOL ABUSE. BUDGET MODIFICATION 
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R-5 Budget Modification DCJ-02 Reconciling Fiscal Year 2007 Adopted Budget 
Reductions to Adult Services Misdemeanor Supervision 
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COMMISSIONER CRUZ MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER NAITO SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-5. STEVE LIDAY EXPLANATION. 
COMMISSIONER NAITO COMMENTED IN 
APPRECIATION FOR THE EXTRAORDINARY JOB 
PROBATION OFFICERS ARE PROVIDING UNDER. 
GREAT CHALLENGES DUE TO BUDGET 
REDUCTIONS. COMMISSIONER NAITO 
EXPRESSED CONCERN OVER LACK OF PUBLIC 
SAFETY RESOURCES AND ITS IMPACT ON THE 
COMMUNITY. MR. LIDAY ADVISED THE LOCAL 
PUBLIC SAFETY COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
WERE INFORMED THE COURTS ARE LOOKING 
INTO POSSIBLE PRIVATE, NON-GOVERNMENTAL 
SUPERVISION. IN RESPONSE TO A COMMENT OF 
CHAIR LINN, MR. LIDAY ADVISED THE FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT DOES NOT SUPPORT NON­
GOVERNMENTAL SUPERVISION. BUDGET 
MODIFICATION UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

R-6 Second Reading and Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC 
Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 and 37 to Allow for the Review and Approval of 
Certain Past "Unlawfully Divided" Lots and Parcels and to Allow for the 
Issuance of Certain Building Permits to be Considered Verification of 
Compliance with Zoning and Land Division Laws in the Determination of 
"Lots of Record" 

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. COPIES 
AVAILABLE. COMMISSIONER CRUZ MOVED 
AND COMMISSIONER ROBERTS SECONDED, 
APPROVAL OF SECOND READING AND 
ADOPTION. GARY CLIFFORD EXPLANATION, 
ADVISING THIS ORDINANCE TRIES TO CORRECT 
WHAT IS A STATEWIDE PROBLEM. MR. 
CLIFFORD REPORTED THAT IN ITS NOVEMBER 
MEETING THE PLANNING COMMISSION IS 
SCHEDULED TO DISCUSS POSSIBLE CODE 
AMENDMENTS CORRECTING ISSUES BROUGHT 
UP IN LAST WEEK'S TESTIMONY THAT WERE 
NOT ADDRESSED IN THIS ORDINANCE. NO ONE 
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WISHED . TO TESTIFY. 
UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED. 

ORDINANCE 1080 

R-7 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35 and 
36 to Allow Alternative Reduced Rear Yards (Setbacks) for Certain 
Agricultural Buildings in the Exclusive Farm Use and Multiple Use 
· Agriculture~20 Zoning Districts 

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. COPIES 
AVAILABLE. COMMISSIONER ROBERTS MOVED 
AND. COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, 
APPROVAL OF FIRST READING. GARY 
CLIFFORD EXPLANATION. EULIA MISHIMA 
TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF ORDINANCE AND IN 
APPRECIATION FOR THE EFFORTS OF MR. 
CLIFFORD AND PLANNING STAFF. FIRST 
READING UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. SECOND 
READING THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2006. 

R-8 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 
and 3 7 to Change the "Variance" Parts of the Zoning Code Chapters and 
Add "Adjustments" as Another Zoning Provision for Modifying 
Dimensional Standards 

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. COPIES 
AVAILABLE. COMMISSIONER NAITO MOVED 
AND COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, 
APPROVAL OF FIRST READING. GARY 
CLIFFORD EXPLANATION, ADVISING THE 
PROPOSED ORDINANCES ADDRESSES PROPERTY 
OWNER CONCERNS · AND PROVIDES MORE 
FLEXIBILITY. NO ONE WISHED TO TESTIFY. 
CHAIR LINN AND COMMISSIONER NAITO 
COMMENTED IN SUPPORT OF ORDINANCE AND 
THE EFFORTS OF MR. CLIFFORD AND 
PLANNING STAFF. FIRST READING 
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. SECOND READING 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2006. 

R-9 PUBLIC HEARING and Consideration of an ORDER Authorizing 
Legalization of Deverell Road from NE Louden Road, Easterly 
Approximately 2.2 Miles to NE Larch Mountain Road as County Road No. 
5021 
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COMMISSIONER ROBERTS MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-9. ROBERT HOVDEN EXPLANATION. NO 
ONE WISHED TO TESTIFY. ORDER 06-161 
UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED. 

R-10 PUBLIC HEARING and Consideration of an ORDER Authorizing 
Legalization of Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road, Easterly 
Approximately 1.1 Miles to SE Kerslake Road, as County Road No. 5022 

COMMISSIONER ROJO MOVED AND . 
COMMISSIONER NAITO SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-10. -ROBERT HOVDEN EXPLANATION OF 
ORDER AND REQUEST THAT THE BOARD 
CORRECT AN ERROR FROM ORDER 1 STRIKING 
THE WORD "LARCH" IN FRONT OF KERSLAKE 
ROAD. COMMISSIONER ROBERTS MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, 
AMENDMENT STRIKING THE WORD "LARCH" 
FROM ORDER 1. AMENDMENT UNANIMOUSLY 
APPROVED. NO ONE WISHED TO TESTIFY. 
FOLLOWING DISCUSSION WITH COUNTY 
ATTORNEY AGNES SOWLE AND UPON MOTION 
OF COMMISSIONER ROBERTS, SECONDED BY 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ, ORDER 06-162 WAS 
UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED, AS AMENDED. 

R-11 RESOLUTION Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and 
Preparation of a Special Ordinance Regarding the Proposed Renaming of 
NE 207th Avenue, a County Road in the City of Fairview to Fairview 
Parkway 

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER NAITO SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-11. ROBERT MAESTRE AND ASSISTANT 
l;OUNTY ATTORNEY MATTHEW RYAN 
EXPLANATION. COMMISSIONER ROBERTS 
ASKED THAT THE BOARD SUPf:ORT THIS 
REQUEST OF THE CITY OF FAIRVIEW. 
RESOLUTION 06-163 UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED 
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING ON A SPECIAL 
ORDINANCE FOR FIRST READING ON 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 5, 2006. 
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DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES 

R-12 Budget Modification DCHS-06 Reclassifying a Data Technician to Program 
Development Specialist in the Mental Health and Addiction Services 
Division, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit of Central Human 
Resources 

COMMISSIONER CRUZ MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER ROBERTS SECONDED, 
APPROVAL OF R-12. KARL BRIMNER 
EXPLANATION. BUDGET MODIFICATION 
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R-13 NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for a Grant to Evaluate the Impact of 
Housing Stability on Children Exposed to Domestic Violence 

COMMISSIONER . ROBERTS MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-13. CHIQUITA ROLLINS EXPLANATION. 
NOTICE OF INTENT UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY PARTNERSIDPS 

R-14 Budget Modification OSCP-02 Increasing the Department of School and 
Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 2007 Budget by $96,065 in 
Weatherization Grant Funding for Energy Services 

COMMISSIONER CRUZ MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER NAITO SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-14. KATHY TINKLE EXPLANATION. 
BUDGET MODIFICATION UNANIMOUSLY 
APPROVED. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 

R-15 NOTICE OF INTENT to Submit a Proposal to the Health Resources and 
Services Administration's Ryan White CARE Act Title I HIV Emergency 
Relief Grant Competition 

COMMISSIONER CRUZ MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER ROJO SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-15. LOREEN NICHOLS AND JOHN MOTTER, 
WITH KALISSA CANYON SCOPES, EXPLANATION 
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AND RESPONSE TO QUESTION OF 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ REGARDING RECENT 
RYAN WHITE MORTALITY RATES AND OTHER 
STATISTICS. COMMISSIONER ROJO EXPRESSED 
HER APPRECIATION FOR THE TIRELESS . 
EFFORTS OF MR. MOTTER. NOTICE OF INTENT 
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

R-16 RESOLUTION Appointing a School-Age Services Task Force 

COMMISSIONER ROJO MOVED AND 
COMMISSIONER CRUZ SECONDED, APPROVAL 
OF R-16. DIANNE IVERSON AND BARBARA 
WILLER EXPLANATION AND COMMENTS IN 
SUPPORT. CHAIR LINN AND COMMISSIONER 
NAITO EXPRESSED THEIR SUPPORT AND 
APPRECIATION. RESOLUTION 06-164 
UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:24 a.m. 

BOARD CLERK FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

(})e6orah £. (jjoostatf 
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Multnottlah Cou.nty Oregon 

B~oard of' Comm~issio~ners & Ag~end:a 
connecting citizens with ;nformation a·nd ser11ices 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

Diane Linn, Chair 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 · 

Portland, Or 97214 
Phone: (503) 988-3308 FAX (503) 988-3093 

Email: mult.chair@co.multnomah.or.us 

Maria Rojo de Steffey, Commission Dist. 1 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 

Portland, Or 97214 
Phone: (503) 988-5220 FAX (503) 988-5440 

Email: district1 @co.multnomah.or.us 

Serena Cruz Walsh, Commission Dist. 2 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 

Portland, Or 97214 
Phone: {503) 988-5219 FAX (503) 988-5440 

Email: serena@co.multnomah.or.us 

Lisa Naito. Commission Dist. 3 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 

Portland, Or 97214 
Phone: (503) 988-5217 FAX (503) 988-5262 

Email: district3@co.multnomah.or.us 

Lonnie Roberts, Commission Dist. 4 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 

Portland, Or 97214 
Phone: (503) 988-5213 FAX (503) 988-5262 
Email: lonnie.j.roberts@co.multnomah.or.us 

On-line Streaming Media, View Board Meetings 
www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/live broadcast.sht 
ml 
On-line Agendas & Agenda Packet Material 
www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/agenda.shtml 
Americans with Disabilities Act Notice: If you need this 

agenda in an alternate format, or wish to participate in 

a Board Meeting, please call the Board Clerk (503) 988· 

3277, or the City/County Information Center TOO 

number (503) 823·6868, for information on available 

services and accessibility. 

SEPTEMBER 21 2006 
BOARD MEEYING 

FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS OF 
INTEREST. 

Pg 9:00a.m. Executive Session 
2 
Pg 9:30 a.m. Public Comment Opportunity 
3 
Pg 9:30 a.m. Proclaiming September 29 to 
3 October 6 Minority Enterprise Development 

Week 

Pg 9:45a.m. Second Reading and Adoption of 
3 Ordinance Amending County Zoning Code 

Pg 9:47 a.m. First Readings of Two Ordinances 
3 Amending County Zoning Code 

Pg 9:52 a.m. Public Hearings and Orders 
4 

Legalizing Deverell Road & Sweetbriar Road 

Pg 9:58 a.m. Setting a Hearing, Directing Notice 
4 and Preparation of a Special Ordinance 

Regarding Proposed Renaming of NE 207th 
Avenue to Fairview Parkway 

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

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

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

Produced through MetroEast Community Media 
(503) 667-8848, ext. 332 forfurther info ~ 

or: http://www.mctv.org 



Thursday, September 21,2006-9:00 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Conference Room 112 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

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

Thursday, September 21,2006-9:30 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

REGULAR MEETING 

CONSENT CALENDAR-9:30AM 
NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Appointment of Thomas Guiney to the Multnomah County DEFERRED 
COMPENSATION COMMITTEE 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-2 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. CLENDENON 

C-3 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 

C-4 Intergovernmental Revenue Contract 0607049 with the Oregon Department 
of Transportation for the 2005 and 2006 Rural Fund Exchange Agreement 

REGULAR AGENDA-9:30AM 
PUBLIC COMMENT-9:30AM 
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Opportunity for Public Comment on non-agenda matters. Testimony is 
limited to three minutes per person. Fill out a speaker form available in the 
Boardroom and tum it into the Board Clerk. 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT-9:30AM 

R-1 PROCLAMATION Proclaiming the Week of September 29 to October 6, 
2006, as Minority Enterprise Development Week in Multnomah County, 

Oregon 

R-2 NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for National Endowment to the Humanities 
(NEH) Grant for Stabilizing Humanities Collections at County Archives 

R-3 Reallocation of Facilities Capital Project Funds FPM-07-01 for Courthouse 
Cold Water High Rise Plumbing Project and Budget Carry-over Adjustment 
for MCIJ Chiller Emergency Replacement Project 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY JUSTICE-9:40AM 

R-4 Budget Modification DCJ-01 Appropriating $137,420 in Behavioral 
Rehabilitation Services Revenue to Add Services for Three Additional 
Youth at DCJ's Juvenile Secure Residential Alcohol and Drug Treatment 
Unit(RAD) 

R-5 Budget Modification DCJ-02 Reconciling Fiscal Year 2007 Adopted Budget 
Reductions to Adult Services Misdemeanor Supervision 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES-9:45AM 

R-6 Second Reading and Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC 
Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 and 37 to Allow for the Review and Approval of 
Certain Past "Unlawfully Divided" ·Lots and Parcels and to Allow for the 
Issuance of Certain Building Permits to be Considered Verification of 
Compliance with Zoning and Land Division Laws in the Determination of 
"Lots of Record" 

R-7 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35 and \ 
36 to Allow Alternative Reduced Rear Yards (Setbacks) for Certain 
Agricultural Buildings in the Exclusive Farm Use and Multiple Use 
Agriculture-20 Zoning Districts 

R-8 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 
' and 3 7 to Change the "Variance" Parts of the Zoning Code Chapters and 
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------------------- ----

Add "Adjustments" as Another Zoning Provision for Modifying 
Dimensional Standards 

R-9 PUBLIC HEARING and Consideration of ·an ORDER Authorizing 
Legalization of Deverell Road from · NE Louden Road, Easterly 
Approximately 2.2 Miles to NE Larch Mountain Road as County Road No. 
5021 

R-1 0 PUBLIC HEARING and Consideration of an ORDER Authorizing 
Legalization of Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road, Easterly 
Approximately 1.1 Miles to SE Kerslake Road, as County Road No. 5022 

R-11 RESOLUTION Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and 
Preparation of a Special Ordinance Regarding the Proposed Renaming of 
NE 207th Avenue, a County Road in the City of Fairview to Fairview 
Parkway 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES- 10:00 AM 

R-12 Budget Modification DCHS-06 Reclassifying a Data Technician to Program 
Development Specialist in the Mental Health and Addiction Services 
Divi~ion, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit of Central Human 
Resources 

R-13 NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for a Grant to Evaluate the Impact of 
Housing Stability on Children Exposed to Domestic Violence 

SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY PARTNERSIDPS -10:05 AM 

R-14 Budget Modification OSCP-02 Increasing the Department of School and 
Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 2007 Budget by $96,065 in 
Weatherization Grant Funding for Energy Services, 

DEPARTMENTOFHEALm-10:10AM 

R-15 NOTICE OF INTENT to Submit a Proposal to the Health Resources and 
Services Administration's Ryan White CARE Act Title I HIV Emergency 
Relief Grant Competition 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL -10:15 AM 

R-16 RESOLUTION Appointing a School-Age Services Task Force 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/_06 ___ _ 
Agenda Item#: _E_-_1 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:00AM 
Date Submitted: 09/13/06 

__.:..:-'---''---------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda Executive Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(e) and/or (h) 
Title: 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21, 2006 

Department: Non-Departmental 

Time 
Requested: 

Division: 

15 -30 mins 

County Attorney's Office 

Contact(s): _A---""gn_e_s_S_o_w_1_e ________________________ _ 

Phone: 503 988-3138 Ext. 83138 
-'-'-'-'---'--'-----

110 Address: 503/500 -------------
Presenter(s): Agnes Sowle and Invited Others 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

No Final Decision will be made in the Executive Session. 

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

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

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

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

ORS 192.660(2)(e) and/or (h) 

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

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 09/13/06 

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

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

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

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/_06 ___ _ 
Agenda.Item #: _C_-1 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 09/06/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

Appointment of Thomas Guiney to the Multnomah County Deferred 
Compensation Committee 

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

Date Time 
Requested: 9/2112006 Requested: Consent Calendar 

Department: Non-De(!artmental Division: Chair's Office 

Contact(s): Chair Diane Linn, Andy Smith 

Phone: 503/988-3308 Ext. 83308 110 Address: 503/600 

Presenter(s): N/A 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Request the Board approve the appointment of Thomas Guiney to the Multnomah County Deferred 
Compensation Committee 

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

The Deferred Compensation Committee is comprised of five members- the County's Chief 
Financial Officer and four plan participants. The Committee oversees the employee deferred 
compensation plan. 

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

No current year/ongoing fiscal impact. 

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

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

N/A 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
. Agency Director: Date: 9/6/2006 

Budget Analyst: -------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 

Department HR: -------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 

Countywide HR: Date: -------------------------------------- --------------
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MULTNOMAH CO,UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT RE.QUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 09/21/06 -------
Agenda Item#: _C_-2 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 08/28/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. CLENDENON 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21, 2006 

Time 
Requested: Consent Item 

Department: Community Services Division: Tax Title 

Contact(s): _G...::....::.:.ary_L_T-'-h ___ o=--m---a'-"s'---------------------------

Phone: 503-988-3590 Ext. 22591 110 Address: 503/4/TT -------- ------------
Presenter(s): _G_a_.ryc_T_h_o_m_as ___ '-------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Tax Title Section is requesting the Board to approve the private sale of a tax foreclosed property 
to DANIEL M. & EFFIE F. CLENDENON. 

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

The subject property is a strip that came into county ownership through the foreclosure of delinquent 
tax liens on November 3, 1986. The strip is approximately 5.5' x 68.97' and contains approximately 
380 square feet. It is located between 2300 and 2312 SE 1541

h Ave. Research on the property 
revealed that the strip was at one time omitted from the legal description of the property at 2312 SE 
1541

h Ave and eventually came into county ownership. The aerial photo, although not exact, shows 
the strip to be a part of the rear yard area of the 2312 SE 154th Ave property. We propose to sell the 
strip to the owner of the 2312 SE 154th property. 

The attached plat map, Exhibit A, shows the location of the strip. Exhibit B, an aerial photo, shows 
the parcel in relation to the two adjacent properties. 

Although no written confirmation was received from the City of Portland, the Tax Title Division is 
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confident that the shape and size of the property approximately 380 sq.ft. make it unsuitable for the 

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

as provided under ORS 275.225. 

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

The Private Sale will allow for the recovery of the delinquent taxes, fees and expenses (see Exhibit 

C). 

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

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

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

No citizen or government participation is anticipated. 
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EXHIBITC 
PROPOSED PROPERTY LISTED FOR PRIVATE SALE 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: . 

Located in Section 1 IS 2E, Multnomah County, Oregon; and described in that certain 
TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated November 3, 1986, and recorded at Book 1952 
and Page 1705 in the Multnomah County Deed Records; being the eleventh property 
interest listed on Page 1714 of said TAX FORECLOSURE DEED. 

ADJACENT PROPERTY ADDRESS: 2312 SE 154th Ave 

TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: R331833 

GREENSPACE DESIGNATION: No designation 

SIZE OF PARCEL: Approximately 380 square feet 

ITEMIZED .EXPENSES FOR TOTAL PRICE OF PRIVATE SALE 

BACK TAXES & INTEREST: 

TAX TITLE MAINTENANCE COST & EXPENSES: 

RECORDING FEE: 

SUB-TOTAL 

MINIMUM PRICE REQUEST OF PRIVATE SALE 

5 

$73.69 

$-0-

$26.00 

$99.69 

$175.00 



Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/29/06 

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

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

Date: -------------------------------------- --------------
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. 
CLENDENON. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County acquired through the foreclosure of liens for delinquent real property 
taxes has acquired the following property: 

Located in Section 1 1 S 2E, Multnomah County, Oregon; and described in that 
certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated November 3, 1986, and recorded at 
Book 1952 and Page 1705 in the Multnomah County Deed Records; being the 
eleventh property interest listed on Page 1714 of said TAX FORECLOSURE 
DEED. 

b. The property has an assessed value of $400 on the County's current tax roll. 

c. Although no written confirmation from the City of Portland was obtained, the Tax Title 
Division is confident that the irregular shape and size of the property, which is estimated to 
be approximately 380 square feet; make it unsuitable for the construction or placement of a 
dwelling thereon under current zoning ordinances and building codes, as provided under 
ORS 275.225. 

d. DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. CLENDENON have agreed to pay $175, an amount the Board 
finds to be a reasonable price for the property in conformity with ORS 275.225. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. Upon Tax Title's receipt of the payment of $175 the Chair on behalf of Multnomah County, is 
authorized to execute a Bargain and Sale deed conveying to DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. 
CLENDENON, the above described real property. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

Page 1 of 2 - Resolution and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements 
Shall be sent to the following address: 
DANIEL M. & EFFIE F. CLENDENON 
2312 SE 154TH AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97233-3440 

Deed 0072090 for R331833 

After recording, return to: 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
TAX TITLE 503/4 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to Daniel M. and 
EFFIE F. CLENDENON, Husband & Wife, Grantees, the following property: 

Located in Section 1 1 S 2E, Multnomah County, Oregon; and described in that certain 
TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated November 3, 1986, and recorded at Book 1952 and 
Page 1705 in the Multnomah County Deed Records; being the eleventh property interest 
listed on Page 1714 of said TAX FORECLOSURE DEED. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $175. 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 

SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. THIS 

INSTRUMENT DOES 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, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR 

FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930 AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF 

NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MUL TNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be executed by the 

Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners the 21st day of September 2006, by authority of 

a Resolution of the Board of County Commissioners heretofore entered of record. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TN TY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 21st day of September 2006, by Diane M. Linn, to me personally 

known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah 

County Board of Commissioners. 

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 



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

RESOLUTION NO. 06-158 

Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. 
CLENDENON 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County, through the foreclosure of liens for delinquent real property taxes, has 
acquired the following property: 

Located in Section 1 1S 2E, Multnomah County, Oregon; and described in that 
certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated November 3, 1986, and recorded at 
Book 1952 and Page 1705 in the Multnomah County Deed Records; being the 
eleventh property interest listed on Page 1714 of said TAX FORECLOSURE 
DEED. 

b. The property has an assessed value of $400 on the County's current tax roll. 

c. Although no written confirmation from the City of Portland was obtained, the Tax Title 
Division is confident that the irregular shape and size of the property, which is estimated to 
be approximately 380 square feet; make it unsuitable for the construction or placement of a 
dwelling thereon under current zoning ordinances and building codes, as provided under 
ORS 275.225. 

d. DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. CLENDENON have agreed to pay $175, an amount the Board 
finds to be a reasonable price for the property in conformity with ORS 275.225. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. Upon Tax Title's receipt of the payment of $175 the Chair on behalf of Multnomah County, is 
authorized to execute a Bargain and Sale deed conveying to DANIEL M. and EFFIE F. 
CLENDENON, the above described real property. 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Page 1 of 2 - Resolution 06-158 and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements 
Shall be sent to the following address: 
DANIEL M. & EFFIE F. CLENDENON 
2312 SE 154th AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97233-3440 

Deed 0072090 for R331833 

After recording, return to: 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
TAX TITLE 503/4 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to Daniel M. and 
EFFIE F. CLENDENON, Husband & Wife, Grantees, the following property: 

Located in Section 1 1 S 2E, Multnomah County, Oregon; and described in that certain 
TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated November 3, 1986, and recorded at Book 1952 and 
Page 1705 in the Multnomah County Deed Records; being the eleventh property interest 
listed on Page 1714 of said TAX FORECLOSURE DEED. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $175. 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. THIS 
INSTRUMENT DOES 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, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR 
FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930 AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF 
NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MUL TNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be executed by the 
Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners the 21st day of September 2006, by authority of 
a Resolution of the Board of County Commissioners heretofore entered of record. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TN COUNTY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 21st day of September 2006, by Diane M. Linn, to me personally 
known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah 
County Board of Commissioners. 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution 06-158 and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements 
Shall be sent to the following address: 
DANIEL M. & EFFIE F. CLENDENON 
2312 SE 154th AVE 
PORTLAND OR 97233-3440 

Deed 0072090 for R331833 

After recording. return to: 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
TAX TITLE 503/4 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to Daniel M. and 

EFFIE F. CLENDENON, Husband & Wife, Grantees, the following property: 

Located in Section 1 1S 2E, Multnomah County, Oregon; and described in that certain 

TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated November 3, 1986, and recorded at Book 1952 and 

Page 1705 in the Multnomah County Deed Records; being the eleventh property interest 

listed on Page 1714 of said TAX FORECLOSURE DEED. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $175. 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 

SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. THIS 

INSTRUMENT DOES 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, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR· 

FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930 AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF 

NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNO UNTY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
)ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 21st day of September 2006, by Diane M. linn, to me personally 

known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah 

County Board of Commissioners. 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD 

NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 392621 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 27, 2009 

~<;)(La~ 4{c-.l~ fu{=>~ 
Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 



MULTNOMAH CO~UNTY 
AGEND~A PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/0_6 ___ _ 
Agenda Item #: ---"-C_-3 _____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 08/23/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 

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

Date Time 
Requested: Se~tember 21, 2006 Requested: Consent Item 

Department: Community Services Division: Tax Title 

Contact(s): Gary Thomas 

Phone: 503-988-3590 Ext. 22591 110 Address: 503/4/TT 

Presenter(s): Gary Thomas 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Tax Title Section is requesting the Board to approve the private sale of a tax foreclosed property 
to MURRELL T & NORMA MILLER. 

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

The subject property is a strip that came into county ownership through the foreclosure of delinquent 
tax liens on October 17,2005. The strip is approximately 8' x 107' and contains approximately 856 
square feet. It is located between 13707 and 13801 NE Marine Dr. I spoke with Dave Hendricks at 
Multnomah County Drainage District, since the parcel is covered by the district, asking if he had any 
knowledge of the strip and he recalled some years ago talking with a property owner wishing to set 
aside a narrow strip for a future boat launch. The party foreclosed on was a member of the family of 
one of the original developers of the subdivision. 

A letter was sent to both adjacent property owners asking if they had an interest in purchasing the 
subject parcel and inquiring about the history of the strip. Both property owners spoke between 
themselves and it was decided that Mr. Miller should purchase the strip as Mr. Geil has a larger ·size 
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property. 

The attached plat map, Exhibit A, shows the location of the strip. Exhibit B, an aerial photo, shows 

the parcel in relation to the two adjacent properties. 

Although no written confmnati9n was received from City of Portland, the Tax Title Division is 
confident that the shape and size of the property approximately 856 sq.ft. make it unsuitable for the 
construction or placement of a dwelling thereon under current zoning ordinances and building codes, 
as provided under ORS 275.225. 

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

The Private Sale will allow for the recovery of the delinquent taxes, fees and expenses (see Exhibit 

C). 

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

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

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

No citizen or government participation is anticipated. 
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EXHIBITC 
PROPOSED PROPERTY LISTED FOR PRIVATE SALE 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

EXCEPT THEE 32' & EXCEPT THEW 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS MOUNTAIN VIEW PLAT 2 

ADJACENT PROPERTY ADDRESS: 13 707 NE Marine Dr 

TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: R254000 

GREENSPACE DESIGNATION: No designation 

SIZE OF PARCEL: Approximately 856 square feet 

ASSESSED VALUE: $900 

ITEMIZED EXPENSES FOR TOTAL PRICE OF PRIVATE SALE 

BACK TAXES & INTEREST: $292.10 

TAX TITLE MAINTENANCE COST & EXPENSES: $257.50 

RECORDING FEE: $26.00 

SUB-TOTAL $575.60 

MINIMUM PRICE REQUEST OF PRIVATE SALE $750.00 
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Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/23/06 

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

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

Date: ------------------------------------- --------------
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County acquired the real property described below through the foreclosure of 
liens for delinquent real property taxes. 

b. The property has an assessed value of $900 on the County's current tax roll. 

c. Although no written confirmation from the City of Portland was obtained, the Tax Title 
Division is confident that the shape and size of the property, approximately 856 square 
feet, make it unsuitable for the construction or placement of a dwelling thereon under 
current zoning ordinances and building codes, as provided under ORS 275.225. 

d. MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER have agreed to pay $750, an amount the Board finds 
to be a reasonable price for the property in conformity with ORS 275.225. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. Upon Tax Title's receipt of the payment of $750, the Chair on behalf of Multnomah 
County, is authorized to execute a Bargain and Sale deed conveying to MURRELL T. & 
NORMA MILLER the following described real property in Multnomah County, Oregon: 

EXCEPT THE E 32' & EXCEPT THEW 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS 
MOUNTAIN VIEW PLAT 2 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOM UNTY, OREGON 

Page 1 of 2- Resolution and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements 
Shall be sent to the following address: 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 
13707 N.E. MARINE DRIVE 
PORTLAND OR 97230 

Bargain and Sale Deed 0072088 FOR R254000 

After recording. return to: 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
TAX TITLE 
503/4 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER, Grantees, the following described real property in Multnomah 
County, Oregon: · 

EXCEPT THEE 32' & EXCEPT THEW 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS MOUNTAIN VIEW PLAT 2 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $750 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. THIS 
INSTRUMENT DOES 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, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR 

· FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930 AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF 
NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MULTNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be executed by the 
Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners the 21st day of September 2006, by authority of 
a Resolution of the Board of County Commissioners heretofore entered of record. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH-eOl:JN, Y, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 21st day of September 2006, by Diane M. Linn, to me personally 
known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah 
County Board of Commissioners. 

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 



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

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

RESOLUTION NO. 06-159 

Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County acquired the real property described below through the foreclosure of 
liens for delinquent real property taxes. 

b. The property has an assessed value of $900 on the County's current tax roll. 

c. Although no written confirmation from the City of Portland was obtained, the Tax Title 
Division is confident that the shape and size of the property, approximately 856 square 
feet, make it unsuitable for the construction or placement of a dwelling thereon under 
current zoning ordinances and building codes, as provided under ORS 275.225. 

d. MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER have agreed to pay $750, an amount the Board finds 
to be a reasonable price for the property in conformity with ORS 275.225. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. Upon Tax Title's receipt of the payment of $750, the Chair on behalf of Multnomah 
County, is authorized to execute a Bargain and Sale deed conveying to MURRELL T. & 
NORMA MILLER the following described real property in Multnomah County, Oregon: 

EXCEPT THE E 32' AND EXCEPT THEW 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS 
MOUNTAIN VIEW PLAT 2 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Page 1 of 2 - Resolution 06-159 and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements 
Shall be sent to the following address: 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 
13707 N.E. MARINE DRIVE 
PORTLAND OR 97230 

Bargain and Sale Deed 0072088 FOR R254000 

After recording. return to: 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
TAX TITLE 
503/4 

' 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER, Grantees, the following described real property in Multnomah 
County, Oregon: 

EXCEPT THEE 32' & EXCEPT THEW 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS MOUNTAIN VIEW PLAT 2 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $750 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. THIS 
INSTRUMENT DOES 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, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR 
FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930 AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF 
NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MUL TNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be executed 
by the Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners the 21st day of September 
2006, by authority of a Resolution of the Board of County Commissioners heretofore entered of 
record. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 21st day of September 2006, by Diane M. Linn, to me personally 
known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah 
County Board of Commissioners. 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution 06-159 and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements 

Shall be sent to the following address: 
MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER 
13707 N.E. MARINE DRIVE 
PORTLAND OR 97230 

Bargain and Sale Deed 0072088 FOR R254000 

After recording, return to: 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
TAX TITLE 
503/4 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to 

MURRELL T. & NORMA MILLER, Grantees, the following described real property in Multnomah 

County, Oregon: 

EXCEPT THEE 32' & EXCEPT THEW 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS MOUNTAIN VIEW PLAT 2 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $750 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 

SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. THIS 

INSTRUMENT DOES 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, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR 

FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.~30 AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF 

NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 197.352. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MUL TNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be executed 

by the Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners the 21st day of September 

2006, by authority of a Resolution of the Board of County Commissioners heretofore entered of 
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AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATIORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH 

) 
) ss 
) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 21st day of September 2006, by Diane M. Linn, to me personally 

known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah 

County Board of Commissioners. 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD 

NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 392621 

MMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 27 2009 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 



MUL.TNOMAH CO·UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/0_6 ___ _ 
Agenda Item#: _C_-4 _____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 08/24/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

Intergovernmental Revenue Contract 0607049 with the Oregon Department of 
Transportation for the 2005 and 2006 Rural Fund Exchange Agreement 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21,2006 

Time 
Requested: Consent Calendar 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Trans Program 

Contact(s): Karen Schilling 

Phone: ---'(,._50_3....:...) _98_8_-5_0_50__ Ext. 29635 1/0 Address: 455/1 st Fl. ---------------
Presenter(s): Karen Schilling 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of2005-06 Fund Exchange Agreement with the Oregon Dept. of Transportation. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action effects and how it impacts the results. 

Funding is available to the County from the State each year specifically for transportation projects in 
the rural area. The State offers an exchange to counties converting federal dollars to state dollars at 
94 cents to every dollar. The benefit to the County is that we are not required to provide matching 
funds, and the County can administer projects instead of the State. This agreement will exchange 
$291,996 federal funds for $274,476 state funds for fiscal years 2005 and 2006. In addition to funds 
that are remaining from previous years, over $500,000 will be allocated to 3 projects in the rural area 
of the County: Corbett Hill Road Shoulder repair, Newberry Road Slide and Culvert repair, and SE 
282nd Ave. at Stone Road. Any remaining funds can be spent on other qualifying rural area 
transportation projects. 

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

Rural Surface Transportation Funds (STP) are allocated to the County once a year. The amount 
varies from year to year. Each year, the County determines whether. we have a qualifying project 
and if the funds are adequate to cover the cost of the project. 
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4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 

There are no legal or policy issues involved. 

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

These projects are included in our Capital Improvement Plan and have been discussed with the 
public. Citizens and staff identify transportation improvements throughout the county. Public 
meetings are scheduled prior to the start of construction on projects. The Board of County 
Commissioners adopts the Capital Improvement Plan by conducting a public hearing and allowing 
public testimony. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/23/06 

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

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

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

Contract #: 0607049 
Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Attorney signature) [g~Attached 0Not Attached Amendment#: 

~~~~-------

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 
Based on Informal/Intermediate Based on Formal Procurement Intergovernmental Contract (IGA) Procurement 

0 Personal Services Contract 0 Personal Services Contract 0 Expenditure Contract 

PCRB Contract PCRB Contract ~ Revenue Contract 
0 Goods or Services 0 Goods or Services 0 Grant Contract 
0 Maintenance or Licensing Agreement 0 Maintenance or Licensing Agreement 0 Non-Financial Agreement 
0 Public Works I Construction Contract 0 Public Works I Construction Contract 
0 Architectural & Engineering Contract 0 Architectural & Engineering Contract 

0 Revenue Contract 0 Revenue Contract 0 INTER-DEPARTMENTAL 0 Grant Cootract 0 Grant Contract 
0 Non-Financial Agreement 0 Non-Financial Agreement AGREEMENT (IDA) 

Division/ 
Department:: Community Services Program: Land Use and Trans Program Date: ...;:8::,:/2:::;:3::..:/0:..:6:...._ __ _ 
Originator: Karen Schilling Phone: (503) 988-5050 x29635 Bldg/Room: 455/Annex 
Contact: Cathey Kramer Phone: (503) 988-5050 x22589 Bldg/Room: 455/Annex 
Description of Contract: 2005 and 2006 Fund Exchange Agreement between Multnomah County and Oregon Dept. of Transportation (Revenue 
Intergovernmental Contract-IGA)> 

RENEWAL: 0 PREVIOUS CONTRACT #(S) -·-. .. EEO CEFHIFICATION EXPIRES 

PROCUREMENT;.·~··-· ._ .. _ .. _:._.ISSUE :-· ._ -·-·-·--
EXEMPTION OR . •. . . · DATE: 

EFFECTIVE 
DATE: 

END 
DATE: 

_ ... _·_ .-.--· ·--
CITATIOi'L't· -·:-·-·· ·-· -·-. -· .-· -·-· .. -· ·>·-.-· -. ·-

·coNTAA(;;T<JR·IS:OMB~ G·VyBE ~.:ESB 0 QRF s~a.tE)(;ert#_· _. __ ·. or OSelfCE)rt [JNon~Profit · [gi;NIA(cfieckaiJboxesfhatapplyJ 

Contractor 

Address 

City/State 

ZIP Code 

Oregon Dept. of Transportation - Region 1 Remittance address 
~1_2_3_N_VV __ F-Ia-n-de_ffi __ S_t. ___________________ ~~,mfferenV ~-----------------------------t 

·"·-··------------·-----------·------·--Portland OR Payment Schedule I Terms: 
t--9-7_2_09_-4_0_3_7 _________________________ ~ 0 Lump Sum $ §-· . 0 Due on Receipt 

Phone (503) 892-3089- Debbie Burgess 0 Monthly $ 0 Net 30 
Employer ID# or SS# 0 Other $ 0 Other 
Contract Effective Date 

Amendment Effect Date 

08/01/06 * Term Date 10/15/08 * 0 Price Agreement (PA) or Requirements Funding Info: 
New Term Date 

Original PA/Requirements Amount $ Original Contract Amount $ 
1---- -----1 ---·--·-----·--·-·-------

Total Amt of Previous Amendments $ Total Amt of Previous Amendments $ ·----------1 !-----
Amount of Amendment Amount of Amendment $ 

·----------·-----·-----------.. ·---· 
$ 

REQUIRED SIGNATURES: 

v-vvS?? 
County Chair --'=----------,t7'f----r-Z------~-------

Sheriff 

DATE~~~~~-----­

DATE~~~~~L-----­

DATE_,~---.--------­

DATE~~~~~-----
DATE ______________ _ --------------------------

Contract Administration--------------------------
DATE ________________ _ 

COMMENTS: * The Contract Effective Date entered is approximate. This Agreement is effective on the date all Parties sign and 
terminates two calendar years from that date unless extended or renewed by the Parties. APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY 

DIH on 1'\C 1'1'\~H.IIQC: 11'\~H:R<:: 

Exhibit A, Rev. 1/17/06 dg AGENDA #_j__....v( DATE 0,~ 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 



Misc. Contracts & Agreements 
No.23,436 

2005 and 2006 FUND EXCHANGE AGREEMENT 
Various County Locations 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between the STATE OF OREGON, 
acting by and through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as "State"; 
and Multnomah County, acting by and through its elected officials, hereinafter referred to 
as "Agency." 

RECITALS 

1. By the authority granted in ORS 190.110, 366.572 and 366.576, State may enter into 
cooperative agreements with counties, cities and units of local governments for the 
performance of work on certain types of improvement projects with the allocation of 
costs on terms and conditions mutually agreeable to the contracting parties. 

2. 2002, 2003 & 2004 Fund Exchange Agreement #20557 expired on July 16, 2006. 
This Agreement will include funds not exchanged under the expired Agreement. 

NOW THEREFORE, the premises being in general as stated in the foregoing recitals, it is 
agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows: 

TERMS OF AGREEMENT 

1. Agency has submitted a completed and signed Part 1 of the Project Prospectus, or 
a similar document agreed to by State, outlining the schedule and costs associated 
with all phases of least three rural Agency projects, hereinafter referred to as 
"Project. The Project consists of the Corbett Hill Road Shoulder Repair, Newberry 
Road Slide and Culvert Repair & SE 282nd Ave at SE Stone Road. 

2. To assist in funding the Project, Agency has requested State to exchange Federal 
Funds in the following manner: 

Fiscal Year Federal Funds Exchange Rate State Funds 
1997 $ 64,769 94% $60,883 
1998 $ 101,889 94% $95,776 
1999 $ 89,190 94% $83,839 
2000 $ 105,314 94% $98,995 
2002 $ 111,958 94% $105,241 
2003 $ 140,190 94% $131,779 
2004 $ 136,063 94% Agency Expended 

$86,114 of the 
available State 



Agreement No. 23,436 
Multnomah County 

2005 $ 
2006 $ 

150,836 
141 '160 

Total $1,041,369 

94% 
94% 
94% 

Funds total of 
$127,899; the 
remaining balance 
available to 
Agency for 2004 is 
$41,785 
$141,786 
$132,690 
$892,766 

Agency shall exchange a total of $1,041,369 Federal Funds for State Funds at the 
ratios defined in the above table. State shall reimburse Agency up to the total of 
$892,766 State Funds for eligible costs incurred. 

3. State has reviewed Agency's prospectus, considered Agency's request for the Fund 
Exchange, and has determined that Agency's Project is eligible for the exchange 
funds. 

4. This . Agreement shall be for two (2) years beginning on the date all required 
signatures are obtained and shall terminate two (2) calendar years later on the same 
month and day, unless otherwise extended or renewed by formal agreement of the 
parties. 

5. The parties agree that the exchange is subject to the following conditions: 

A. The federal funds transferred to State may be used by State at its 
discretion. · 

B. State dollars transferred to Agency must be used for the Corbett Hill 
Road Shoulder Repair, Newberry Road Slide and Culvert Repair & SE 
282nd Ave at SE Stone Road Project. This Fund Exchange is to provide 
funding for specific roadway projects and is not intended for 
maintenance. 

C. State funds may be used for all phases of the Project, including 
preliminary engineering, right of way, utility relocations and construction. 
Said use shall be consistent with the Oregon Constitution and statutes 
(Section 3a of Article IX Oregon Constitution). Agency shall be 
responsible to account for expenditure of state funds. 

D. This Fund Exchange shall be on a reimbursement basis, with state funds 
limited to a maximum amount of $892,766. All costs incurred in excess 
of the Fund Exchange amount will be the sole responsibility of Agency. 
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.----------------~--------

Agreement No. 23,436 
Multnomah County 

E. State certifies at the time this Agreement is written that sufficient funds 
are available and authorized for expenditure to finance costs of this 
Agreement within State's current appropriation or limitation. Funds 

- available for reimbursement on or after July 1, 2007, are contingent upon 
the legislatively approved budget of State. 

F. Agency shall be responsible for all costs and expenses related to its 
employment of individuals to perform the work under this Agreement, 
including but not limited to retirement contributions, workers' 
compensation, unemployment taxes, and state and federal income tax 
withholding. 

G. Agency shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, regulations, 
executive orders and ordinances applicable to the work under this 
Agreement, including, without limitation, the provisions of ORS 279C.505, 
279C.515, 279C.520, 279C.530 and 2798.270 incorporated herein by 
reference and made a part hereof; Without limiting the generality of the 
foregoing, Agency expressly agrees to comply with (i) Title VI of Civil 
Rights Act of 1964; (ii) Title V and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 
1973; (iii) the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and ORS 659A.142; 
(iv) all regulations and administrative rules established pursuant to the 
foregoing laws; and (v) all other applicable requirements of federal and 
state civil rights and rehabilitation statutes, rules and regulations. 

H. Agency, or its consultant, shall conduct the necessary preliminary 
engineering and design work required to produce final plans, 
specifications and cost estimates; purchase all necessary right of way in 
accordance with current state and federal laws and regulations; obtain all 
required permits; be responsible for all utility relocations; advertise for bid 
proposals; award all contracts; perform all construction engineering; and 
make all contractor payments required to complete the Project. 

I. Agency shall compile accurate cost accounting records. Agency shall bill 
State in a form acceptable to State no more than once a month for costs 
incurred on the Project. State will reimburse Agency at 100 percent of 
the billing amount not to exceed $892,766. The cost records and 
accounts pertaining to the work covered by this Agreement shall be 
retained for inspection by representatives of State for a period of three (3) 
years following final payment. Copies shall be made available upon 
request. 
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Agreement No. 23,436 
Multnomah County 

J. Agency shall, upon completion of Project, maintain and operate the 
public right-of way improved by the Project at its own cost and expense. 

K. All employers, including Agency, that employ subject workers who work 
under this Agreement in the State of Oregon shall comply with ORS 
656.017 and provide the required Workers' Compensation coverage 
unless such employers are exempt under ORS 656.126. Agency shall 
ensure that each of its subcontractors complies with these requirements. 

L. This Agreement may be terminated by mutual written consent of both 
parties. 

1. State may terminate this Agreement effective upon delivery of written 
notice to Agency, or at such later date as may be established by 
State, under any of the following conditions: 

a. If Agency fails to provide services called for by this Agreement 
within the time specified herein or any extension thereof. 

b. If Agency fails to perform any of the other provisions of this 
Agreement, or so fails to pursue the work as to endanger 
performance of this Agreement in accordance with its terms, and 
after receipt of written notice from State fails to correct such 
failures within ten (1 0) days or such longer period as State may 
authorize. 

2. Either party may terminate this Agreement effective upon delivery of 
written notice to the other party, or at such later date as may be 
established by the terminating party, under any of the following 
conditions: 

a. If either party fails to receive funding, appropriations, limitations or 
other expenditure authority sufficient to allow either party, in the 
exercise of their reasonable administrative discretion, to continue 
to make payments for performance of this Agreement. 

b. If federal or state laws, regulations or guidelines are modified or 
interpreted in such a way that either the work under this 
Agreement is prohibited or either party is prohibited from paying 
for such work from the planned funding source. 

3. Any termination of this Agreement shall not prejudice any rights or 
obligations accrued to the parties prior to termination. 
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Agreement No. 23,436 
Multnomah County 

M. State and Agency hereto agree that if any term or prov1s1on of this 
Agreement is declared by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, 
unenforceable, illegal or in conflict with any law, the validity of the 
remaining terms and provisions shall not be affected, and the rights and 
obligations of the parties shall be construed and enforced as if the 
Agreement did not contain the particular term or provision held to be 
invalid. 

6. Agency shall enter into and execute this Agreement during a duly authorized 
session of its Board of County Commissioners. 

7. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts [facsimile or otherwise] all 
of which when taken together shall constitute one agreement binding on all parties, 
notwithstanding that all parties are not signatories to the same counterpart. Each 
·copy of this Agreement so executed shall constitute an original. 

8. This Agreement and attached exhibits constitute the entire agreement between the 
parties on the subject matter hereof. There are no understandings, agreements, or 
representations, oral or written, not specified herein regarding this Agreement. No 
waiver, consent, modification or change of terms of this Agreement shall bind either 
party unless in writing and signed by both parties and all necessary approvals have 
been obtained. Such waiver, consent, modification or change, if made, shall be 
effective only in the specific instance and for the specific purpose given. The failure 
of State to enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver by 
State of that or any other provision. 

SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands and their seals as of 
the day and year hereinafter written. 

The funding for this Fund Exchange program was approved by the Oregon 
Transportation Commission on August 17, 2005, as a part of the 2006-2009 Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). 

The Program and Funding Services Manager approved the fund exchange on June 30, 
2006 for the 2005 and 2006 Fund Exchange. 
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Agreement No. 23,436 
Multnomah County 

The Oregon Transportation Commission on June 18, 2003, approved Delegation Order 
No.2, which authorizes the Director to approve and execute agreements for day-to-day 
operations when the work is related to a project included in the Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program or a line item in the biennial budget approved by 
the Commission. 

On November 10, 2004, the Director of the Oregon Department of Transportation 
approved Subdelegation Order No. 2, in which the Director delegates to the Deputy 
Director, the authority to approve and sign agreements over $75,000 when the work is 
related to a project included in the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program or 
in other system plans approved by the Oregon Transportation Commission or in a line 
item in the biennial budget approved by the Director. 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, by and through STATE OF OREGON, by and through 

::elected 1:.: ~ :Department of Transportation 

,;, tv(J 
Date {j /21/6LR 
APPROVED AS TO LEGAL 
SUFFICI 

B 

Date A~ 
APPRO ED AS TO LEGAL 
SUFFICIENCY 

By ________________________ ___ 
Assistant Attorney General 

Date _________ ~---

Deputy Director, Highway Division 

Date ____________ _ 

APPROVAL RECOMMENDED 

By~--~--~----------------­
Technical Services Manager/Chief Engineer 

Date-----------------------

By--=~:::..........=· ~J_~.-~ __ .. __ 
Region 1 Manager 

Date __ _:_r_-_C>-=-t_-_o_b ___ ___ 
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MULTNOMAH CO·UNTY 
AGEND·A PLACEME.NT REQUEST 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _09_/_2_11_0_6 ___ _ 

Agenda Item #: _R_-1_-'----­
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 08/08/06 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

PROCLAMATION Proclaiming the Week of September 29 to October 6, 2006, 
as Minority Enterprise Development Week in Multnomah County, Oregon 

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

Date Time 
Requested: Se~tember 21, 2006 Requested: 10 minutes 

Department: County Management Division: CPCA 

Contact(s): Lisa Williams 

Phone: 503-988-5111 Ext. 22596 1/0 Address: 503/4 

Presenter(s): Gail Ruben and Herman Brame 

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

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of Proclamation. 

2. Please provide sufficient backgro~nd information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. 

Each year the President of the United States proclaims Minority Enterprise 
Development Week. Municipalities and Metropolitan areas throughout the nation 
plan luncheons/celebrations to honor Minority Business in conjunction with Minority 
Enterprise Development Week. 

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

None 

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

None 
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• ._;... '!...\.,, 

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

None 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/08/06 

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

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

Date: --------------------------------------- --------------
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

PROCLAMATION NO. __ ___..._ 

Proclaiming the Week of September 29 to October 6, 2006, as Minority Enterprise 
Development Week in Multnomah County, Oregon 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County's growth and prosperity depends on the full participation of all 
citizens at every level of our economy. 

b. Minority Americans contribute invaluably to our County's progress and well 
being, and minority owned businesses have emerged as a dynamic and vital 
force in our County's market places, providing both employment and training for 
hundreds of Multnomah County residents. 

c. Multnomah County takes pride in the achievements and accomplishments of our 
minority business owners; we are delighted to pay them tribute for their 
contributions on behalf of Multnomah County's economic growth. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Proclaims: 

1. September 29 to October 6, 2006, as MINORITY ENTERPRISE 
DEVELOPMENT WEEK IN MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON, to thank all our 
minority business owners for their contributions to the County and to show our 
continuing commitment to the promotion of minority business opportunities. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, County Chair 



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

· PROCLAMATION NO. 06-160 

Proclaiming the Week of September 29 to October 6, 2006, as Minority Enterprise 
Development Week in Multnomah County, Oregon · 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County's growth and prosperity depends on the full participation of all 
citizens at every level of our economy. 

b. Minority Americans contribute invaluably to our County's progress and well 
being, and minority owned businesses have emerged as a dynamic and vital 
force in our County's market places, providing both employment and training for 
hundreds of Multnomah County residents. 

c. Multnomah County takes pride in the achievements and accomplishments of our 
minority business owners; we are delighted to pay them tribute for their 
contributions on behalf of Multnomah County's economic growth. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Proclaims: 

1. September 29 to October 6, 2006, as MINORITY ENTERPRISE 
DEVELOPMENT WEEK IN MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON, to thank all our 
minority business owners for their contributions to the County and to show our 
continuing commitment to the promotion of minority business opportunities. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 



',\ 

MULTNOMAH CO,UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 09/21/06 -------
Agenda Item#: _R_-2 _____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:3 5 AM 
Date Submitted: 08/25/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for National Endowment to the Humanities 
(NEH) Grant for Stabilizing Humanities Collections at County Archives 

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

Date Time 
Requested: Se~tember 21, 2006 Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: De(!t. of County Management Division: FREDSIRECORDS 

Contact(s): Dwight Wallis 

Phone: 503-988-3741 Ext. 83741 1/0 Address: 425 

Presenter(s): · Dwight Wallis 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 
Approval to submit grant request for funds to install HV AC system in Archives 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action effects and how it impacts the results. 

The County Archives has been experiencing regular fluctuations in humidity levels since relocating 
to the Y eon Shops Facility in 2004. These fluctuations occur during weekends when the main chiller 
unit for the building is turned off, endangering the long term preservation of the materials stored in 
the facility. Keeping the main chiller running during the weekend would not be energy efficient, as it 
would impact the whole facility to maintain humidity levels in a relatively small portion of the 
facility. This grant proposal to the National Endowment to the Humanities (NEH) will fund the 
installation of a unit which will maintain humidity levels in the archives without utilizing the main 
chiller unit. It will also allow for shut down of the air handling unit when the room is not occupied, 
greatly reducing energy consumption for that area. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
The grant proposes funding an estimated $20,000 in improvements in FY08. The County will cost 
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share a portion of this amount (to be determined) to cover the time of both the Records 
Administrator in managing the project, and monitoring environmental improvements during the year 
after installation; and the FREDS Finance Specialist Senior in administering the grant. This cost 
share will not increase budgeted personnel costs. 

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 
Improves preservation of historic archival records while reducing energy consumption in 
compliance with Executive Order 268 .(Energy Conservation). 

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

None 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Grant Application/Notice of Intent 

If the request is a Grant Application or Notice of Intent, please answer all of the following in detail: 

• Who is the granting agency? 

National Endowment for the Humanities 

• Specify grant (matching, reporting and other) requirements and goals. 

Grant is designed to improve the environmental conditions of facilities storing humanities 
collections, such as local government archives. Grant requires monitoring of conditions for one year 
after installation of improvements. 

• Explain grant funding detail - is this a one time only or long term commitment? 

Grant is one time only, and covers installation of improvements, associated Facilities & Property 
Management/Contractor costs, and equipment cost of monitoring impact of improvements for one 
year. Facilities/Contractor and equipment project costs will be billed directly to the grant. County 
will cover costs of Records project direction, FREDS grant administration, and staff time for 
environmental monitoring out of existing funds, which will be incorporated as cost sharing in the 
grant. 

• What are the estimated filing timelines? 

October 2, 2006 

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

Grant is for FY08. 

• When the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

Grant is for one-time only project. No on-going funding is needed. 

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

Facilities indirect costs are covered in Facilities Management rates. 
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--------------------- ------------

I' , 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/24/06 

Date: 08/31/06 

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

Date: -------------------------- -------------
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BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: WALLIS Dwight D 

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2006 3:57 PM 

To: BOGSTAD Deborah L 

Cc: GUINEY Tom M 

Subject: RE: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 2006 Board meeting 

Deb, as discussed on the phone, due to circumstances beyond our control, we would like to indefinitely postpone agenda 
R-2 on tomorrow's agenda. We will continue to pursue this and other grant opportunities, and will be raising this issue 
again within the next year. 

Thanks for your help! 

Dwight Wallis, CRM 
Records Administrator 
Multnomah County Fleet, Records, Electronics, Distribution and Stores (FREDS) 
1620 S.E. 190th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97233 
Phone: (503)988-3741 
Fax: (503)988-3754 
dwight.d.wallis@co.multnomah.or.us 

-----Original Message----­
From: BOGSfAD Deborah L 
sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 1:17PM 
Subject: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 2006 Board meeting 

Attached is the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 
2006 Board meeting. Informational agenda packet materials for this meeting will be posted 
online at http://www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/WeeklyAgendaPacket/ soon after the September 
14th Board meeting. Please contact me if you have any questions. Thank you and have a 
great day. 

Deb Bogstad, Board Clerk 
Multnomah County Commissioners 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 
Portland, Oregon 97214-3587 
(503) 988-3277 phone 
(503) 988-3013 fax 
deborah.l.bogstad@J:o._myltnomah.or .us 
httR.,;.Uwww.co.multnomah.or.u~/_c_c}ind~l!...S.tttml 

9/20/2006 
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BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: BOGSTAD Deborah L 

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2006 4:08 PM 

To: Diane Linn; Lisa Naito; Lonnie Roberts; Maria ROJO DE STEFFEY; Serena Cruz 

Cc: SOWLE Agnes; MARUCA Meagan T; SMITH Andy J; LASHUA Matthew; CARROLL Mary P; NAITO Terri 
W; WEST Kristen; Ford Carol M 

Subject: FW: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 2006 Board meeting 

Commissioners at the request of County Archives (Records) please move approval to postpone 
indefinitely September 21st agenda item R-2, a notice of intent. Thank you. 

Deb Bogstad, Board Clerk 
Multnomah County Commissioners 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 
Portland, Oregon 97214-3587 
{503) 988-3277 phone 
{503) 988-3013 fax 
d~l>.c>rab_!.L.bQgs~_c:_I_@.(:9·111.Uitnom~JJ_!Qr~l!~ 
httR._;_[[www.co.multnomah.or.us[ccLindex.shtml 

-----Original Message----­
From: WALLIS Dwight D 
Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2006 3:57PM 
To: BOGSTAD Deborah L 
Cc: GUINEY Tom M 
Subject: RE: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 2006 Board meeting 

Deb, as discussed on the phone, due to circumstances beyond our control, we would like to indefinitely postpone agenda 
R-2 on tomorrow's agenda. We will continue to pursue this and other grant opportunities, and will be raising this issue 
again within the next year. 

Thanks for your help! 

Dwight Wallis, CRM 
Records Administrator 
Multnomah County Fleet, Records, Electronics, Distribution and Stores (FREDS) 
1620 S.E. 190th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97233 
Phone: (503)988-3741 
Fax: (503)988-3754 
dwight.d.wallis@co.multnomah.or.us 

-----Original Message----­
From: BOGSTAD Deborah L 
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 1:17PM 
Subject: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 2006 Board meeting 

Attached is the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Agenda for the September 21, 
2006 Board meeting. Informational agenda packet materials for this meeting will be posted 
online at http://www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/Weekly:AgendaPacket/'soon after the September 
14th Board meeting. Please contact me if you have any questions. Thank you and have a 
great day. · 

9/20/2006 
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MULTNOMAH CO,UNTY 
AGENDA PLAC'EMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 
APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
AGENDA# R<?:> DATE Oj ·~I·Olo 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

. Meeting Date: 09/21106 

Agenda Item #: R-3 
Est. Start Time: 9:37AM 

Date Submitted: 08/23/06 -------

PROJECT REALLOCATION: FPM 07-01 

Agenda 
Title: 

Reallocation of Facilities Capital Project Funds FPM-07-01 for Courthouse Cold 
Water High Rise Plumbing Project and Budget Carry-over Adjustment for 
MCIJ Chiller Emergency Replacement Project 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 min 

Department: County Management Division: Facilities & Property Mgmt. 

Contact(s): John Lindenthal, Alan Proffitt 

Phone: Ext. 84213 -------- 1/0 Address: 274 
~~---------

503 988 4213 

Presenter(s): John Lindenthal, Doug' Butler 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 
Requested actions are to add $90,000 to a new Courthouse Cold Water High Rise Plumbing 
Project, and to adjust the carry-over amount for the MCIJ Chiller Emergency Replacement 
Project in the Capital Budget from $225,000 to $310,000. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. 
The Board included the following Budget Note in the FY05 Adopted Budget. No 
reallocation of funds from capital or maintenance projects shall occur without review and 
approval from the Chief Financial Officer. Projects that will exceed their budgeted 
appropriation in excess of five percent up to $25,000 will need to be approved by the Chief 
Financial Officer; over $25,000 will need to be brought back to the Board for approval. 
Facilities shall report to the Board on a semi-annual basis the progress of capital projects 
and the financial status of capital and maintenance projects." This filing is in response to 
that requirement and complies with the new County Administrative Procedure, Fin-15, 

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-07-01 1 



created to implement this process. 

The first project is to replace the high rise cold water distribution plumbing in the 
Courthouse pipe loft that serves the seventh and eighth floors. The building hot water and 
lower floors (1-6) cold water distribution were replaced as emergency projects in late FY06. 
This project will replace plumbing that is in a similar condition to that which failed under 
the previous emergency project. Therefore, we are requesting to reallocate budget from the 
Justice Center Hot and Cold Water Distribution project to a new Courthouse Cold Water 
High Rise Plumbing Project in the amount of$90,000. 

The second requested action is to adjust the carry-over amount for the MCIJ Chiller 
Emergency Replacement Project in the Capital Budget from $225,000 to $310,000. On June 
8, 2006, the Board approved $360,000 for the MCIJ Chiller Emergency Replacement 
Project. The initial budget estimate was for $275,000 but this was changed at the Board 
meeting to $360,000. It was estimated and we did spend $50,000 in FY 2006. However, the 
FY 2007 carryover amount had'been calculated based on a project budget of $275,000 not 
$360,000. The FY 2007 Adopted Budget budgeted $225,000 for this project and we are 
requesting that this be changed to $310,000. At the time of Board approval, it was too late to 
change the FY 2007 budget so the FY 2007 budget did not reflect the proper carry-over 
amount. 

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

Fiscal year FY07: No overall fiscal impact. Transfer $90,000 budget expenditure authority 
from Justice Center Hot and Cold Water Distribution project to the Courthouse Cold Water 
High Rise Plumbing Project. An adjustment in FY08 or within the 5 year CIP will be made 
to offset this budget reduction in the Justice Center Hot and Cold Water Distribution multi­
year project. 

For the MCIJ Chiller Emergency Replacement project the budget authority of $85,000 will 
be transferred from the following projects: CP08.06.04S Courthouse Beam Repair 
($40,000), CP08.04.21 Justice Center Kitchen Upgrades and Leak Remediation project 
($45,000). The affected projects have adequate budget authority to complete them. 

Fiscal Year FY07: The Justice Center Hot and Cold Water Distribution project start will be 
delayed until funding can be reallocated through the normal Capital budget process for FY 
2008. 

The Courthouse beam repair and the Justice Center Kitchen Upgrades projects had available 
budget authority to transfer to the MCIJ Chiller project without impacting these project 
completions. 

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

None. 

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

None 

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-07-01 2 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification . 

H the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all ofthe following in detail: 

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

N/A 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

No budget change except at project level. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

N/A 

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

No. 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

N/A 

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

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-07-01 Attachment A-1 



ATTACHMENT B 

PROJECT REALLOCATION: FPM-07-01 

Required Signatures 

Facilities & 
Property 
Management 
Director: 

Chief Financial 
Officer: 

Budget Director: 

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-1 0 

Date: 08/21/06 

Date: 08/21/06 

Date: 08/23/06 

Attachment B 



Project Reallocation Bud Mod: FPM07 -01 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 
FPM07-01 

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

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtota Description 

1 

2 72-50 2507 CP08.06.04S 60530 60,000 20,000 (40,000) BSER-Courthouse Concrete Beam Repair- FPM07-01 

3 72-50 2507 CP08.04.21 60530 110,000 65,000 (45,000) Justice Center-Kitchen Upgrade/Leak Repr- FPM07-01 

4 72-50 2507 CP08.06.45 60530 225,000 310,000 85,000 MCIJ Chiller Repair/Replace- FPM07-01 

5 72-50 2507 CP08.07.21 60530 100,000 10,000 (90,000) Justice Cntr Hot/Cold water distribution- FPM07-01 

6 72-50 2507 CP08.07.56 60530 0 90,000 90,000 Courthse Cold Water High Rise Plumbing -FPM07-01 

7 0 

8 0 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 -
24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 0 

0 0 Total - Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

FPM07-01_CtHuseColdWaterHighRisePiumbing-MCIJChiller 

Page 1 of1 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST , 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# ~-L,\ DATE q,djoa{p 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD ClERK~ 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.:..:9...:.../2::.c1::.:.../_:_06=-----­
Agenda Item #: ...:...R=-=--4.:.__ __ :..__ __ 
Est. Start Time: 9:40 AM 
Date Submitted: 08/07/06 __::_.::..:_:_..:...:__:___:__ __ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 01 

Agenda 
Title: 

Budget Modification DCJ-01 Appropriating $137,420 in Behavioral 
Rehabilitation Services Revenue to Add Services for Three Additional Youth at 
DCJ's Juvenile Secure Residential Alcohol and Drug Treatment Unit (RAD) 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21,2006 

Time 
Requested: 3 minutes 

Department: Dept. of Community Justice Division: Juvenile Services Division 

Contact(s): Shaun Coldwell 

Phone: 503-988-3961 Ext. 83961 110 Address: 503/250 ---------- -------------
Presenter(s): _W_a.z.yn_e_S_c_ott __________________________ __ 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of Community Justice (DCJ) requests approval of a budget modification to 
appropriate $137,420 in federal medicaid Behavioral Rehabilitation Services (BRS) revenue to 
purchase services for three additional beds for youth in DCJ's Secure Residential Alcohol and Drug 
Treatment (RAD) program. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action effects and how it impacts the results. 

The RAD program is located in the juvenile detention facility and has the capacity ofhousing 32 
youth. Currently, it has funding for services to 15 youth beds. The additional revenue in this budget 
modification adds services for 3 more youth beds, bringing thetotal to 18 beds for male and female 
youth offenders. 

The coverage for the three additional beds responds to the long waiting list of probationer youth 
with serious addiction and mental health problems who need the highest level of treatment. These 
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youth usually have failed other community-based treatment, continuing their use and re-offense. 
With the increased capacity, RAD will have the flexibility to provide more relapse prevention to 
youth, increasing their potential success at home and in the community. 

Of the total $137,420 new revenue, $74,382 will increase contracted services provided by the 
Morrison Center and cover associated Central and Departmental Indirect cost. The Morrison Center 
will hire more staff to provide services to additional clients filling the three beds. These services 
include individual counseling, group counseling, family work, milieu management, case 
management, transition planning, psychiatric consultation and mental health services. 

The remaining $63,038 will fund 72% of an existing Juvenile Custody Service Specialist, releasing 
general fund to cover the county match required by BRS revenue and provide 774 hours of on-call 
temporary personnel coverage for this program's 24-hour operation. 

The budget modification will add $137,420 increased revenue and expense to Program Offer# 
50021, Juvenile Secure Residential A&D Treatment, expanding treatment service capacity to an 
additional three beds for youth. 

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

Current-year revenue and expense will increase by $137,420. This increase is anticipated to 
continue into future fiscal years. 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

Federal medicaid Behavioral Rehabilitation Se_rvices revenue increases by $137,420. 

Central Indirect increases by $3, 14 7. 

Department Indirect increases by $6,370. 

Insurance increases by $430. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Central Indirect increases by $3, 14 7. 

Department Indirect increases by $6,370. 

Insurance increases by $430. 

Juvenile Services Division RAD program increases by $137,420. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Contracted services increase by $69,231. 0.72 FTE JCSS funding changes from general fund to 
BRS. The general fund released from that transfer adds 774 hours to on-call temporary personnel 
staffing and covers the incoming revenue's required match of$32,728. · 

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

Temporary personnel staffing is increased by $14,119. 

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

County and Departmental indirect costs are covered by BRS revenue. 

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

No, it is anticipated that the BRS revenue associated with youth filling the three beds will be 
ongoing. 

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

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

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

Attachment A-1 



ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 01 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department IIR: 

Date: 08/07/06 

Date: 08/07/06 

Date: 08/07/06 

Date: Countywide IIR: ---------------------------------- ------------

Attachment B 
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Budget Modification ID: ~..::lo'-C;._;J_-0.;;_1;......_ ____ ___, 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2007 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description I 
1 0 BRS 3 Beds RAD 

2 50-50 26035 50 CJ025.BRS.RAD.CON 60170 374,836 444,067 69,231 I ncr Prof Svcs 

3 50-50 26035 50 CJ025.8RS.RAD.CON 60350 9,221 10,924 1,703 I ncr Central Indirect 

4 50-50 26035 50 CJ025.BRS.RAD.CON 60355 18,667 22,115 3,448 lncr Dept Indirect 

5 0 74,382 BRS RAD contracts exp 

6 50-50 26035 50 CJ025.BRS.RAD.CON 50236 (402,724) (477,106) (74,382) (74,382) CJ025.BRS.RAD.CON rev 

7 50-50 26035 50 CJ025. BRS. RAD 60000 132,691 162,011 29,320 lncr Perm, 0.72 FTE JCSS 

8 50-50 26035 50 CJ025. BRS. RAD 60130 43,248 52,657 •. 9,409 lncr Sal-Rei, 0.72 FTE JCSS 

9 50-50 26035 50 CJ025.BRS.RAD 60140 40,947 49,065 8,118 lncr Ins, 0.72 FTE JCSS 

10 50-50 26035 50 CJ025. BRS. RAD 60250 0 11,825 11,825 lncr Food for RAD clients 

11 50-50 26035 50 CJ025. BRS. RAD 60350 14,630 16,074 1,444 I ncr Central Indirect 

12 50-50 26035 50 CJ025. BRS. RAD 60355 29,618 32,540 2,922 lncr Dept Indirect 

13 0 63,038 BRS RAD non-contract exp 
14 50-50 26035 50 CJ025. BRS. RAD 50236 (638,980) (702,018) (63,038) (63,038) CJ025.BRS.RAD rev 

15 50-50 1000 50 506600 60000 174,799 145,479 (29,320) Deer Perm, (0.72) FTE JCSS 

16 50-50 1000 50 506600 60130 61,758 52,349 (9,409) Deer Sal-Related, (0.72) FTE 

17 50-50 1000 50 506600 60140 44,745 36,627 (8,118) Deer Ins, (1.0) FTE JCSS 

18 50-50 1000 50 506600 60150 217,424 250,152 32,728 lncr Cnty Match & Shar'g, BRS 

19 0 (14,119) Total RAD CCtr 606600 GF 
20 50-50 1000 50 506100 60100 793,328 805,969 12,641 I ncr Temp, RAD On-Call 774 hrs 

21 50-50 1000 50 506100 60135 65,767 66,815 1,048 I ncr NB Salary-Related 

22 50-50 1000 50 506100 60145 26,973 27,403 430 lncr NB Insurance 

23 0 14,119 Total CU CCtr 506100 GF 
24 72-10 3500 20 705210 50316 (430) (430) (430) lncr Insurance Revenue 

25 72-10 3500 20 705210 60330 430 430 430 lncr Offset'g Insurance exp 

26 19 1000 20 9500001000 50310 (3,147) (3, 147) (3,147) I ncr Central Indirect rev 

27 19 1000 20 9500001000 60470 3,147 3,147 3,147 lncr Central Indirect exp 

28 50-00 1000 509600 50370 (6,370) (6,370) (6,370) lncr Dept Indirect rev 

29 50-00 1000 509600 60170 6,370 6,370 6,370 lncr Prof Svcs/Busn Svcs 

0 0 Total -Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

f:\admin\fiscal\budget\00-01 \budmods\BudMod_DCJ-01 RadBRSAdd3Beds 9/13/2006 
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Budget Modification: DCJ-01 

!ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGE 

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

!:Jl.!i!ii;:!!i·i ! .. iii:,::::: ·::·~~~~~A~~~~·.ii·i:i:i!iiii··iiii.:::::): 
H~~;g 

D, .;.;ft" 
v~•••vn 

FTE INSUR Fund Job# Position Title t.Jumber BASE PAY TOTAL 
50-50 6273 62776 _.JCSS xfr out from RAD GF to BRS 706934 (0.72) I?~ ~?n\ (9,409) (8,118) (46,847) 

50-50 6273 62777 ~css Xfrinto BRS from RAD GF 706934 0.72 29,320 9,409 8,118 46,847 
0 
0 

, 0 
0 
0 
0 

_Q_ 
0 
0 
0_ 
0 
0 
0 

>>>: !:i:i:i:i:iH:::::I 1\HHH TOTAL ANNIIAI 17~n ~HANGES 0.00 0 0 0 0 

CURRENT YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGE 

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

HROrg Position 
Fund Job# Unit Position Title Number FTE BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 
50-50 6273 62776 JCSS xfr out from RAD GF to BRS 706934 (0.72) (29,320) (9,409) (8, 118) (46,847) 

50-50 6273 62777 JCSS Xfr into BRS from RAD GF 706934 0.72 29,320 9,409 8,118 46,847 

Fringe & Ins on $12,641 Temp base GF 1,048 430 1,478 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TOTAL CURRENT FY CHANGES 0.00 0 1,048 430 1478 

f:\admin\fiscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_DCJ-01RadBRSAdd3Beds Page4 9/13/2006 
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MULTNO~MAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT ·REQUEST 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# R~s DATE q · 21 .(jp 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.=...:9:...:_/=-21:.:../..:...06~---
Agenda Item#: _.:R:..:....::-5_.:_ ___ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:42 AM 

Date Submitted: _0.::..:8:.:../..:...07:...:._/..:...06~---

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 02 

Agenda 
Title: 

Budget Modification DCJ-02 Reconciling Fiscal Year 2007 Adopted Budget 
Reductions to Adult Services Misdemeanor Supervision 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: Dept. of Community Justice Division: Adult Services Division 

Contact(s): Shaun Coldwell 

Phone: Ext. 83961 ----------------503-988-3961 1/0 Address: ~50:..:3~/2=..::5:....:0 ______ _ 

Presenter(s): _· _St_e_v_e_L_id_a-"-y-----------'-------------------------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of Community Justice (DCJ) requests approval of a budget modification which 
reconciles the earlier cuts to the Adult Misdemeanor Supervision program offer with proposed cuts 
more accurately representing the distribution of misdemeanor client case loads throughout the Adult 
Community Justice system. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action effects and how it impacts the results. 

During the pre-adoption balancing of the budget, the Board of County Commissioners funded 50% 
of the Adult Services' Misdemeanor Supervision program ongoing and 25% with one-time-only 
funds. The 25% cut to the total cost of the proposed budget for the misdemeanor supervision 
program consisted of a (7.72) FTE reduction to personnel and a ($611,265) reduction to expense. 

The case load distribution for each personnel position is a mixture of felony and misdemeanor 
offenders. Following adoption of the FY07 budget, a more timely review of actual case loads was 
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possible. This review resulted in a more accurate selection of cuts to meet the 25% reduction to 
misdemeanor supervision and places the cuts to personnel in different program units than those 
specified in the original program reduction. Therefore, the budget modification restores $437,301 
and 6.22 FTE in original cuts to West, Reduced Supervision Team, MidCounty and the African 
American program. It replaces those restored cuts with ($437,301) and (5.72) FTE reductions in 
Intake, Mental Health, North Office, Community Court and the Londer Learning Center. The net 
result of this reconciliation is an increase of 0.50 FTE, the net change of cutting one less OA 2 and 
cutting an additional.50 FTE Probation/Parole Officer. There is no change in the original ~xpense 
cut of ($611 ,265). 

The budget modification actions result in the following net changes to Department of Community 
Justice FY07 program offers: 

# 50025 - Adult PreTrial Supervision Program: (0.22) FTE Pgm Mgr 2, ($26,000). 

# 50030- ASD Field Services Formal Supervision: (2.50) FTE PPO, ($218,142). 

# 50031 - ASD Field Services- Misdemeanor Supervision: 1.0 FTE CT, 2.0 FTE PPOs, 2.0 FTE 
OA 2, 0.22 FTE Pgm Mgr 2 = 5.22 FTE, $368,648. ~ . 

# 50037- Adult Londer Learning Center: (1.0) FTE OA 2, ($54,894). 

# 50039 -Adult Community Services Community Court and Bench Probation: (1.0) FTE CT, 
($69,612). 

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

There is no fiscal impact to current year FY07. 

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

N/A 

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

NIA 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

Increases Insurance Revenue by $5,159. 

Cuts to several personnel positions funded by state DOC are replaced by a transfer of2.43 FTE 
general fund personnel positions in ASD Intake into state DOC funding for funds-balancing 
purposes, with no change either to general fund or state DOC revenues. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Decreases Offsetting Insurance Expense by ($5, 159). 

• What do the changes accomplish? 
The personnel positions chosen for restorations and reductions accurately reflect the 25% reduction 
to Adult Services Misdemeanor Supervision workloads. · 

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

Yes. The net change in personnel is + 0.50 FTE, the result of a 50% reduction to Probation/Parole 
Officers and the restoration of a full-time position to Office Assistant 2s. 

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

NIA 

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

There is no change in revenue. 

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

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

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

Attachment A-1 



ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 02 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR.: 

Date: 08/07/06 

Date: 08/07/06 

Date: 08/07/06 

Date: Countywide HR.: ---------------------------------- ------------

Attachment B 
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Budget Modification 10: a..::l D:..:C:..:J;__-0::..:2::.._ ____ ___, 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2006 

Accounting Unit Change I Line Fund Fund Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Order Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
1 50-10 1505 50 504400 60000 856,376 823,113 (33,263) Deer Perm, (0.50) FTE PPO 
2 50-10 1505 50 504400 60130 298,247 286,773 (11,474) Deer Sal-Rei, (0.50) FTE PPO 

3 50-10 1505 50 504400 60140 219,433 212,215 (7,218) Deer Ins, (0.50) FTE PPO 

4 50-10 1505 50 504400 60350 35,069 33,791 (1,278) Deer Central IC, 2.46% 

5 50-10 1505 50 504400 60355 70,993 68,405 (2,588) Deer Dept Indirect, 4.98% 

6 0 (55,821) Total West DOC 

7 50-10 1505 50 504100 60000 1,471,273 1,416,669 (54,604) Deer Perm, (1.0) FTE PPO 

8 50-10 1505 50 504100 60130 509,995 491,162 (18,833) Deer Sal-Rei, (1.0) FTE PPO 

9 50-10 1505 50 504100 60140 360,842 347,123 (13,719) Deer Ins, (1.0) FTE PPO 

10 50-10 1505 50 504100 60350 59,430 57,286 (2,144) Deer Central IC, 2.46% 

11 50-10 1505. 50 504100 60355 120,309 115,968 (4,341) Deer Dept Indirect, 4.98% 

12 0 (93,641) Total North DOC 

13 50-10 1505 50 505500 60000 357,372 325,182 (32,190) Deer Perm, (1.0) FTE PPO 

14 50-10 1505 50 505500 60130 116,296 105,966 (10,330) Deer Sal-Rei, (1.0) FTE PPO 

15 50-10 1505 50 505500 60140 92,818 80,444 (12,374) Deer Ins, (1.0) FTE PPO 

16 50-10 1505 50 505500 60350 18,328 16,977 (1 ,351) Deer CentraiiC, 2.46% 

17 50-10 1505 50 505500 60355 37,103 34,369 (2,734) Deer Dept Indirect, 4.98% 

18 0 (58,979) Total LLC DOC 

19 50-10 1505 50 502100 60000 700,978 822,018 121,040 lncr Perm, 1 PPO, 1.43 CTs 

20 50-10 1505 50 502100 60130 239,141 279,509 40,368 lncr Sal-Rei, 1 PPO, 1.43 CT 

21 50-10 1505 50 502100 60140 188,918 221,515 32,597 lncr Ins, 1 PPO, 1.43 CTs 

22 50-10 1505 50 502100 60350 29,355 34,128 4,773 I ncr Central IC, 2.46% 

23 50-10 1505 50 502100 60355 59,425 69,088 9,663 I ncr Ins, 4.98% 

24 0 208,441 Total Centralizd Intake DOC 

25 50-10 1000 50 502101 60000 305,301 135,440 (169,861) Deer Perm, (2) PPO, (1.43) CT 

26 50-10 1000 50 502101 60130 100,652 43,446 (57,206) Deer Sal-Rei, (2) PPO, (1.43) CT 

27 50-10 1000 50 502101 60140 88,276 42,307 (45,969) Deer Ins, (2) PPO, (1.43) CT 

28 0 (273,036) Total Centralizd Intake GF 

29 50-10 1000 50 502901 60000 96,705 53,857 (42,848) Deer Perm, (1) CT 

(315,884) (273,036) Total- Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 
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Budget Modification 10: =I D'-C-'J--0'-2'--------' 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2006 

Accounting Unit Change I Line Fund Fund Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Order Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
30 50-10 1000 50 502901 60130 29,391 15,641 (13,750) Deer Sal-Rei, (1) CT 

31 50-10 1000 50 502901 60140 30,786 17,772 (13,014) Deer Ins, (1) CT 

32 0 (69,612) Total Comm Court GF 

33 50-10 1000 50 503101 60000 138,421 113,344 (25,077) Deer Perm, (1) CT, (.22) 

34 50-10 1000 50 503101 60130 47,045 39,099 (7,946) Deer Sal-Rei, (1) CT, (.22) 

35 50-10 1000 50 503101 60140 35,970 26,340 (9,630) Deer Ins, (1) CT, (.22) 

36 0 (42,653) Total Mid-County GF 

37 50-10 1000 50 504401 60170 41,246 91,246 50,000 lncr Prof Sv, restore Ext Sec 

38 0 50,000 Total West GF 

39 50-10 1000 50 502230 60000 924,436 907,359 (17,077) Deer Perm, (.22) Pg Mg 2 

40 50-10 1000 50 502230 60130 307,364 301,783 (5,581) Deer Sal-Rei, (.22) Pg Mg 2 

41 50-10 1000 50 502230 60140 245,700 242,358 (3,342) Deer Ins, (.22) Pg Mg 2 

42 50-10 1000 50 502230 60170 96,720 46,720 (50,000) Deer Prof Sv, reduce UA svc 

43 0 (76,000) Total PSP GF 
44 50-10 1000 50 503401 60000 103,809 208,889 105,080 lncr Perm, 2 CTs, 1 OA 2 

45 50-10 1000 50 503401 60130 33,312 63,869 30,557 lncr Sal-Rei, 2 CTs, 1 OA 2 

46 50-10 1000 50 503401 60140 31,213 68,847 37,634 lncr Ins, 2 CTs, 1 OA 2 

47 0 173,271 Total RSTGF 

48 50-10 1000 50 504300 60000 195,087 258,714 63,627 lncr Perm, 1 PPO 

49 50-10 1000 50 504300 60120 1,909 3,818 1,909 lncr Prem, 1 PPO, FTO pay 

50 50-10 1000 50 504300 60130 66,628 89,231 22,603 lncr Sal-Rei, 1 PPO 

51 50-10 1000 50 504300 60140 41,771 56,116 14,345 lncr Ins, 1 PPO 

52 0 102,484 Total Afr-Am Pgm GF 
53 50-10 1000 50 504401 60000 154,951 237,676 82,725 I ncr Perm, 1 PPO, 1 OA2 

54 50-10 1000 50 504401 60130 53,208 80,180 26,972 I ncr Sal-Rei, 1 PPO, 1 OA 2 

55 50-10 1000 50 504401 60140 39,356 65,205 25,849 I ncr Ins, 1 PPO, 1 OA 2 

56 0 135,546 Total West GF 

57 72-10 3500 20 705210 50316 (5, 159) (5,159) (5,159) Insurance Revenue 

58 72-10 "3500 20 705210 60330 5,159 5,159 5,159 Offsetting Insurance Exp 

315,884 273,036 Total ·Page 2 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 
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Budget Modification: DCJ-02 

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

Fund Job# 
50-10 6276 
50-10 6276 
50-10 6001 
50-10 6276 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6276 
50-10 6276 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6266 
50-10 
50-10 6001 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6266 
50-10 6276 
50-10 
50-10 6276 
50-10 6001 

HROrg 
Unit Position Title 

61827 Reduce PPO [Ad] in West DOC 
61823 Cut PPO [Tav] North Gang DOC 
61848 CutOA2 [Ka] LLC DOC 
61805 Xfr PPO [Mos] to Intake DOC 
61805 Xfr CT [Buc] to Intake DOC 
61805 Xfr CT [Bo] to Intake DOC 
61806 Cut PPO [Ni] from Intake GF 
61806 Xfr PPO (Mos) from Intake GF 
61806 Xfr CT [Bu] from Intake GF 
61806 Xfr CT [Bo] from Intake GF 
64643 Cut CT [Vac] from Com Crt GF , 
61820 Cut CT [Sn] from MidCnty GF 
61820 Restore Misd Sup Mid Cnty GF cut 
64594 Reduce PM2 [Vac] PSP GF 
63600 Restore CT [Di] to RST GF 
63600 Restore CT [Va/Bo] to RST GF 
63600 Restore OA 2 [Ni] to RST GF 
61826 Restore PPO [Ga] to AA Pgm GF 

Fringe & ins on Prem Pay $1,909 
61828 Restore PPO [Le] to West GF 
61828 Restore OA 2 [Lo] to West GF 

Position 
Number 
711586 
700831 
701832 
703102 
703175 
706684 
702374 
703102 
703175 
706684 
710315 
702386 

712303 
703799 
711932 
706687 
701118 

702443 
704812 

TOTAL ANNUALIZED CHANGES 

CURRENT YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGE 

FTE 
(0.501 
(1.001 
(1.001 
1.00 
1.00 
0.43 

(1.001 
(1.001 
(1.001 
(0.431 
(1.001 
(1.001 
0.22 

(0.221 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

1.00 
1.00 

I o.5o I 

BASE PAY FRINGE 
(33,2631 (11,4741 
(54,6041 (18,8331 
(32,1901 (10,3301 
63,627 21,945 
42,239 13,555 
15,174 4,868 

(48,8211 (16,8381 
(63,6271 (21,9451 
(42,2391 (13,5551 
(15,1741 (4,8681 
(42,8481 (13,7501 
(42,1541 (13,5271 
17,077 5,581 

(17,0771 (5,5811 
36,065 10,488 
38,106 11,081 
30,909 8,988 
63,627 21,945 

658 
53,904 18,591 
28,821 8,381 

INSUR 
(7,2181 

(13,7191 
(12,3741 
14,261 
12,977 

5,359 
(13,3721 
(14,2611 
(12,9771 

(5,3591 
(13,0141 
(12,9721 

3,342 
(3,3421 
12,607 
12,729 
12,298 
14,261 

84 
13,677 
12,172 

TOTAL 
(51,9551 
(87,1561 
(54,8941 
99,833 
68,771 
25,401 

(79,0311 
(99,8331 
(68,7711 
(25,4011 
(69,6121 
(68,6531 
26,000 

(26,0001 
59,160 
61,916 
52,195 
99,833 

742 
86,172 
49,374 

0 
0 

(2,448111 (4,62olll 5,159 I c1 ,9091 

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

HR Org Position 
Fund Job# Unit Position Title Number FTE BASE PAY 
50-10 6276 61827 Reduce PPO [Ad] in West DOC 711586 (0.501 (33,2631 
50-10 6276 61823 Cut PPO [Tav] North Gang DOC 700831 (1.001 (54,6041 
50-10 6001 61848 Cut OA 2 [Ka] LLC DOC 701832 (1.001 (32,1901 
50-10 6276 61805 Xfr PPO [Mos] to Intake DOC 703102 1.00 63,627 
50-10 6266 61805 Xfr CT [Buc] to Intake DOC 703175 1.00 42,239 
50-10 6266 61805 Xfr CT [Bo] to Intake DOC 706684 0.43 15,174 
50-10 6276 61806 Cut PPO [Ni] from Intake GF 702374 (1.001 (48,8211 
50-10 6276 61806 Xfr PPO [Mos] from Intake GF 703102 (1.001 (63,6271 
50-10 6266 61806 Xfr CT [Bu] from Intake GF 703175 (1.001 (42,2391 
50-10 6266 61806 Xfr CT [Bo] from Intake GF 706684 (0.431 (15,1741 
50-10 6266 64643 Cut CT [Vac] from Com Crt GF 710315 (1.001 (42,8481 
50-10 6266 61820 Cut CT [Sn] from MidCnty GF 702386 (1.001 (42,1541 
50-10 61820 Restore Misd Sup Mid Cnty GF cut 0.22 17,077 
50-10 6001 64594 Reduce PM2 [Vac] PSP GF 712303 (0.221 (17,0771 
50-10 6266 63600 Restore CT [Di] to RST GF 703799 1.00 36,065 
50-10 6266 63600 Restore CT [Va/Bo] to RST GF 711932 1.00 38,106 
50-10 6266 63600 Restore OA 2 [Ni] to RST GF 706687 1.00 30,909 
50-10 6276 61826 Restore PPO [Ga) to AA Pgm GF 701118 1.00 63,627 
50-10 Fringe & ins on Prem Pay $1,909 
50-10 6276 61828 Restore PPO [Le] to West GF 702443 1.00 53,904 
50-10 6001 61828 Restore OA 2 [Lo] to West GF 704812 1.00 28,821 

TOTAL CURRENT FY CHANGES I o.5o (2,448)11 
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FRINGE 
(11,4741 
(18,8331 
(10,3301 
21,945 
13,555 
4,868 

(16,8381 
(21,9451 
(13,5551 
(4,8681 

(13,7501 
(13,5271 

5,581 
(5,5811 
10,488 
11,081 
8,988 

21,945 
658 

18,591 
8,381 

(4,620)11 

INSUR 
(7,2181 

(13,7191 
(12,3741 
14,261 
12,977 
5,359 

(13,3721 
(14,2611 
(12,9771 

(5,3591 
(13,0141 
(12,9721 

3,342 
(3,3421 
12,607 
12,729 
12,298 
14,261 

84 
13,677 
12,172 

TOTAL 
(51,9551 
(87,1561 
(54,8941 
99,833 
68,771 
25,401 

(79,0311 
(99,8331 
(68,7711 
(25,4011 
(69,6121 
(68,6531 
26,000 

(26,0001 
59,160 
61,916 
52,195 
99,833 

742 
86,172 
49,374 

0 
0 

5,1591 (1,909) 
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MULTNOMAH CO,UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 09/21/06 
--'-'-'----'--'--'-----

Agenda Item #: _R'--'---6'--'------­
Est. Start Time: 9:45 AM 
Date Submitted: 08/04/06 

--'----'------'--'-----

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC 
Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37 to Allow for the Review and Approval of Certain 
Past "Unlawfully Divided" Lots and Parcels and to Allow for the Issuance of 
Certain Building Permits to be Considered Verification of Compliance with 
Zoning and Land Division Laws in the Determination of "Lots of Record" 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21,2006 

Time 
Requested: 2 minutes 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Gary Clifford, Karen Schilling 

Phone: 503-988-3043 Ext. 26782 _c...:.._c_:....:_::_:..._:_ __ _ 110 Address: 4551116 ------------
Presenter(s): ---=G-=a=--ry'--C=li=ffi~o=-=rd=---------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 
Adopt proposed Ordinance. Planning Commission Resolution PC 04-007 (Part 1) recommends 
adoption of Zoning Code amendments that allow for the review and approval of certain past 
"unlawfully divided" lots and parcels and to allow for the issuance of certain building permits to be 
considered verification of compliance with zoning and land division laws in the determination of 
"Lots of Record." 

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

No building permit may be issued for development of a parcel of land that is not a "Lot of Record." 
A "Lot of Record" is a parcel ofland that met all zoning and land division regulations at the time it 
was created (divided out of the parent parcel). 
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------------------------------------------

Zoning regulations and laws for dividing land have been constantly changing since the mid-1950s 
when Multnomah County first adopted ordinances regulating land use.The majority of those 
changes in the rural areas have been made in compliance with the State of Oregon Statewide 
Planning Goals and Administrative Rules. 

During most of those fifty years, property owners could legally divide their property into two or 
three parcels by recording new deeds that described the new parcels. Unlike today's requirements, 
there was no requirement at that time for the land division to be reviewed for compliance with 
zoning laws. Verification that zoning and land division laws were met was delayed until a property 
owner applied for a building permit. Therefore, if a property owner chose not to contact the Planning 
and Zoning Office ofMultnomah County when dividing property, then the determination that the 
divided parcel was not a "Lot of Record" may occur many years later. In these situations, often the 
discovery is made by an owner that is several owners after the owner that divided the property. 

These proposed Zoning Code amendments do not grant "amnesty" to all "unlawfully divided" lots 
and parcels. However, it does give a chance to go back to the regulations in effect at the time of the 
original land division and allow a property owner to possibly get approval of the "unlawfully 
divided" parcel, with one important difference. That difference is for land divisions before 1994 the 
parcels are required to meet only the "density" requirements and not the "area" requirements ofthe 
time. The "density" requirement allows the creation of undersize parcels if the average size of all 
parcels created meets the minimum size requirement. For example, if the minimum parcel 
requirement in the past was 5 acres, then the past creation of a 4 acre parcel and a 6 acre parcel from 
an original10 acre lot would meet the "density" requirement of 5 acres. 

Also, from 1977 to 1993 most rural zoning districts included provisions regarding the ability to 
divide properties where the deed description included land on both sides of public roads and where a 
zoning district boundary crossed through a property. Those specialized provisions are no longer in 
the zoning code in compliance with state administrative rules. However, some divisions of 
properties during that time period missed being reviewed under some land division code 
requirements. In many situations this incomplete review can be characterized as primarily a 
procedural flaw, at no fault of the property owner. 

The Planning Commission placed a high priority on finding a regulatory remedy for these 
"unlawfully divided" land division issues and saw a need to balance a sense of fairness, practicality, 
and recognition of legal standards that must also be met. 

A related issue for which the Planning Commission sought improvement in the code involved the 
procedure for determining if a property was a "Lot of Record" when a building permit for 
development was issued in the past. In that situation, the Planning Commission found that the 
issuance of certain development permits should act as verification that all zoning and land division 
laws were met. There was no need for subsequent property owners to provide documentation 
regarding compliance with zoning and land division standards for the property for that date. It is also 
recommended by the Planning Commission that a "cutoff' date of July 1, 1986 should be used for 
this provision because prior to that date Multnomah County was a full service building permit 
services provider and those are the permits which the county has the most confidence in for their use 
under this provision. 

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

No fiscal impact seen. 
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4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 

The provisions in this ordinance are innovative and in the forefront of addressing a statewide 
problem that is the result of increased minimum lot size requirements throughout the state. 

The only other jurisdiction that has used this approach is Jackson County. This proposal builds on 
Jackson County's concepts by being more specific about the development standards to be evaluated 
and adding the road and zone boundary dividing a parcel sitUation. 

The proposed code provision that allows certain building permits issued before July 1, 1986 to be 
used in the verification of a "Lot of Record" was drafted by working closely with the County 
Attorney staff. Staff was not able to find a similar approach to this issue used by any other 
jurisdiction. This approach is untested. However, the Planning Commission expressed the view this 
is a needed remedy to a problem for property owners that the county should adopt and not delay due 
'to any legal uncertainties. Consultation with Department of Land Conservation and Development 
staff has given county staff confidence that the state agency does not object to this concept. 

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

At the beginning of this code amendment project several property owners spoke before the Planning 
Commission regarding their difficulties with parcels that they purchased and then later discovered 
that the parcels were "unlawfully divided" years before their purchase. 

The provisions in this ordinance were submitted to the State of Oregon Department of Land 
Conservation and Development and consultation took place between that state agency staff and the 
County Attorney's Office. 

A public hearing was held before the Planning Commission where the public was invited to speak. 
Public notice in the Oregonian newspaper was given for all work sessions and public hearings. No 
citizen testified at the hearing. The vote for recommendation for approval to the Board was 
unanimous. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Date: 08/04/06 

Date: --------

Department HR: ______________________________________ Date: ___________ __ 

Countywide HR: Date: ___________ _ 
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. PC 04-007 (Part 1) 

Recommend to the Board of County Commissioners the adoption of an ordinance 
amending the land division and lot of record sections in MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 
and 37 by adding provisions allowing the creation of certain unlawfully divided 
lots/parcels and providing for the issuance of certain building permits to be verification 
of "lots of record." 

The Planning Commission Finds: 

a. The Planning Commission is authorized by Multnomah County Code Chapter 
subsection 34.0140 and by ORS 215.110 to recommend to the Board of County 
Commissioners the adoption of Ordinances to implement the Multnomah County 
Comprehensive Plan. 

b. The individual Zoning Code chapters should be periodically updated and 
improvements adopted. As part of that effort the Planning Commission sees an 
increasing need to provide a Zoning Code provision for approving certain lots and 
parcels that were unlawfully created in the past. In some circumstances the unlawful 
aspect of the parcel creation may have been only procedural flaws. However, increasing 
zoning standards such as minimum parcel size usually prevent approving these parcels 
under current standards. 

c. Another related problem is the difficulty in some situations to verify that a parcel 
is a "lot of record" by bringing together evidence that all land division and zoning laws 
were met at the time that the parcel was created. Sometimes there is a dwelling on the 
property that was built under a valid building permit issued by the County. The Planning 
Commission finds that certain building permits should be considered to be verification 
that the parcel was considered to be a "lot of record" on the date the permit was issued. 

d. The proposed code amendments should serve to provide needed relief and 
fairness to correcting some situations related to certain past land divisions and the 
evidence required to verify lots of record. 

e. No regulations are being proposed that further restrict the use of property and no 
mailed notice to individual property owners is required ("Ballot Measure 56" notice). 

f. Notice of the Planning Commission hearing was published in the "Oregonian" 
newspaper and on the land Use Program web site. The Planning Commission held a 
public hearing on March 6, 2006 where all interested persons were given an opportunity 
to appear and be heard. 
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The Planning Commission Resolves: 

The proposed Ordinance amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 and 37 is hereby 
recommended for adoption by the Board of County Commissioners. 

ADOPTED this 6th day of March, 2006. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

~--1'?s~~ John lngle,Cir 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO.----

Amending MCC C~apters 33, 34, 35, 36 and 37 to Allow for the Review and Approval of Certain Past 
"Unlawfully Divided" Lots and Parcels and to Allow for the Issuance of Certain Building Permits to be 
Considered Verification of Compliance with Zoning and Land Division Laws in the Determination of 
"Lots of Record" 

(Language striekea is deleted; double underlined language is new.) 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Since 1975 the zoning requirements in the rural areas ofMultnomah County have over time 
required an increasing amount of acreage for the creation of new parcels of land. This 
requirement has been part of the statewide planning program to protect farm and forest lands for 
resource production and to guide most new development to areas inside the Urban Growth 
Boundary. 

b. Those increasing minimum parcel acreages in the rural areas have resulted in situations for some 
property owners where the minimum standard has changed, for example, from minimum lot size 
requirements of two acres (1958) to twenty acres (1970) to nineteen acres with farm management 
plan (1980) to 38 acres with farm management plan (1990) to eighty acres (1993). During that 
time there have also been a number of changes in other approval criteria and review process. 

c. To be eligible for development, all lots and parcels must be "Lots of Record" that met all zoning 
and land division requirements at the time they were created. If a lot or parcel created in the past 
did not meet all the zoning and land division regulations in effect atthe time it was created, then 
the only remedy now is review under today's zoning and land division standards. Due to the 
increasing lot size requirements, however, lots and parcels created prior to 1993 are seldom able 
to meet today's minimum parcel requirements. A further complication to the ability to just 
combine the unlawfully divided parcels back into the original size and configuration of the prior 
lawful parcel is that most times the parcels are in different ownership, sometimes after several 
intervening ownerships. In addition, sometimes, in these situations there are houses on the 
unlawfully divided parcels and then the property owner's increased investment is also subject to 
the uncertainties associated with the property not being a legal Lot of Record. 

d. Also, from 1977 to 1993 most rural zoning districts included provisions regarding the ability to 
divide properties where the deed description included land on both sides of public roads and 
where a zoning district boundary crossed through a property. Those specialized provisions are no 
longer in the zoning code in compliance with state administrative rules. However, some divisions 
of properties during that time period missed being reviewed under some land division code 
requirements. In many situations this incomplete review can be characterized as primarily a 
procedural flaw at no fault of the property owner. 

e. The Planning Commission placed a high priority on fmding a regulatory remedy for these 
"unlawfully divided" land division issues and saw a need to balance a sense of fairness, 
practicality, and recognition of legal standards that must also be met. 

f. A related issue for which the Planning Commission sought improvement in the code involved the 
procedure for determining if a property was a Lot of Record when a building permit for new 
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development was issued in the past. In that situation, it is found that the issuance of certain 
development permits should act as verification that all zoning and land division laws were met 
and there was no need for subsequent property owners to prov:ide additional documentation 
regarding compliance with zoning and land division standards for the property on that date. It is 
further found that the permits issued by Multnomah County when the county was a full service 
building permit services provider are. the permits which the county has the most confidence in for 
their use under this provision. ' 

g. The provisions in this ordinance were submitted to the State of Oregon Department of Land 
Conservation and Development and there has been consultation with the staff of that state agency 
on the code provisions. 

h. It is in the public interest to adopt this ordinance to: ( 1) allow for the current review and approval 
of certain unlawfully divided lots/parcels under the standards in effect on the date the lots/parcels 
were originally divided, and (2) allow for the issuance of certain building permits before July 1, 
1986 to be used as verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. §§ 33.0005, 34.0005, 35.0005, and 36.0005 are amended as follows: 

§ 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. 

* * * 
Lot of Record - Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereofthat. wft.ieh-when created m:and whea reconfigured~ (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 33.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

* * * 

§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. 

* * * 
Lot of Record- Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, ora group thereof that. wft.ieh-when created orand whea reconfigured~ (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 34.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

* * * 
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§ 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. 

* * * 
Lot of Record - Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereof that. whleh-when created onmd vrhefl: reconfigured., (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 35.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

*** 

§ 36.0005 Definitions. 

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

* * * 
Lot of Record- Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot ofRecord is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereof that. whieh-when created orand whefl: reconfigured., (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation ofnew lots or parcels described in MCC 36.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

Section 2. 

(A) 

* * * 

Lot of Record §§ 33.2075 fCFU-17, 33.2275 fCFU-27, 33.2675 fEFU7, 
34.2675 fEFUZ 
35.2075 [CFU-37, 35.2675 fEFUZ 
36.2075 fCFUZ. and 36.2675 fEFUZ 
are amended as follows: 

*** 
(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 contiguous 
combination of parcels or lots, with less than 19 acres in area. See ExamnlesJ and 2 in 
this subsection. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement 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. See Example 
3 in this subsection. 
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3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are shown below with the 
solid thick line outlining individual Lots ofRecord: 

40 a.c:re lot 

Example 1: 

l:S acre 
lOt 

One 55 acre Lot ofRecord 

l:S acre 
40 ar.re .lot lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot ofRecord ami 

one 30 acre Lot ofRecord 

l:S acre 
lot 

:Sacre Jacre 
10 acre lot lot 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 
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 remains 
separately transferable, even if the parcel was contiguous to another parcel held in the same 
ownership on February 20, 1990. 

* * * 
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(E) Issuance of building oermit as verification of a Lot of Record. 

(1) The issuance of a building permit described in this subsection for new development on a lot or 
parcel is considered verification of compliance with aPPlicable zoning and land division 
regulations for the creation of a lawful lot or parcel. The lot or parcel described in the building 
permit is considered a Lot of Record if the building permit was issued prior to July 1. 1986 (date 
of intergovernmental agreement contracting for building permit services with other jurisdictions) 
and complies with all of the following: 

(a) There is a copy of the building permit in the Multnomah Countv or Citv of Portland 
permit records and the building permit indicates that the proposed development complied 
with zoning and land division requirements: and 

(b) The building permit was for a new principle use. such as a new dwelling. commercial. 
industrial. communitv service. or conditional use:_and 

\ 

(c) There is a clear propertv description on the permit for the propertv for which the building 
or placement permit was issued. The descriotion may be confirmed by tax lot references. tax 
lot maps. site plans. or deeds recorded at the time. 

(2) A request for verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record under the provisions of this 
section (E) may be submitted to the Planning Director. A decision by the Planning Director is a 
ministerial action baseduponJhe eYidence described in_this section. AnappeaLofthe director's. 
decision for verification of a Lot of Record shall be submitted under the provisions of MCC 
37.0740. 

Section 3. § 35.2275 [CFU-41 is amended as follows: 

§ 35.2275 Lot of Record 

(A) In addition to the Lot of Record definition ~tandards in MCC 35.0005, for the purposes of this 
district a Lot of Record is either: 

( 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 contiguous 
combination of parcels or lots, with less than 19 acres in area. See Examples 1 and 2 in 
this subsection. 

2. There shall be an exception-to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement when the 
entire same ownership grouping of parcels or lots was less than 19 acres in area on 
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February 20, 1990, and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. See Example 
3 in this subsection. 

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 1:5 acre 
lot 

EXample 1: 
One 55 acre Lot ofRecord 

1:5 acre 15 acre 
lot lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot ofRecord and 

one 30 acre Lot ofR.ecord 

:Sacre Jacre 
10 acre lot lot lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot ofR.ecord 

4. The requirement to aggregate contiguous parcels or lots shall not apply to lots or 
parcels within exception, urban, or Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area zones 
(e.g. MUA-20, RR, RC, R-10, GGA-40), but shall apply to contiguous parcels and lots 
within all farm and forest resource zones (i.e. EFU and CFU), or 

(3) A parcel or lot lawfully created by a partition or a subdivision plat after February 20, 1990. 

(4) 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 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 
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was subsequently lawfully created, then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that remains 
separately transferable, even if the parcel was contiguous to another parcel held in the same 
ownership on February 20, 1990. 

(c) Disaggregation of a Lot of Record for consideration of a new template or heritage tract 
dwelling may be allowed subject to the standards in (E) below. 

* * * 

(f) Issuance of building permit-as Yerification ofa LotofRecord. 

(1) The issuance of a building permit described in this subsection for new development on a lot or 
parcel is considered verification of compliance with applicable zoning and land division 

·regulations for the creation of a lawfuL lot or parcel. TheJot or parcel described in the building 
permit is considered a Lot of Record if the building permit was issued prior to July 1. 1986 (date 
of intergovernmental agreement contracting for building permit services with other jurisdictions) 
arid complies :withalLofthe following: 

(a) There is a copy of the building permit in the Multnomah Coumv or Citv of Portland 
permit records and the building permit indicates that the proposed development complied 
with zoning~and land division requirements: and 

(b) The building permit was for a new principle use. such as a new dwelling. commerciaL 
industrial. communitv service. or conditionaLuse: and 

(c) There is a clear propertv description on the permit for the propertv for which the building 
or placement permit was issued. The description may be confirmed by tax lot references. tax 
lot maps. site.plans. or deeds recorded at the tim.e... 

(2) A request for verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record under the provisions of this 
section (E) may be submitted to the Planning Director. A decision by the Planning Director is a 
ministerial action based upon the evidence described in this section. An appeal of the director's 
decision for verification of a Lot of Record shall be submitted under the provisions ofMCC 
37.0740. . 

Section 4. Lot of Record§§ 33.2475 fCFU-57, 33.2870 [MUA-201. 33.3170 fRRJ. 33.3370 [RCZ 
34.2870 [MUA-201. 34.3170 !RR7,34.3370 fRCl 
35.2870 !MUA-207, 35.3170 fRRl, 35.3370 !RCZ 
36.2870 !MUA-207, 36.3170 fRCl, 36.3370 [PH-RCl, 36.3470 fORl and 36.3570 !OC/l 
are amended as follows: 

*** 

<E) Issuance of building oermit as Yerification of a LotofRecord. 

( 1) The issuance of a building permit described in this subsection for new development on a lot or 
parcel is considered verification of compliance with applicable zoning and land division 
regulations for the creation of a lawful lot or parceL The lotorparcel described in the building 
permit is considered a Lot of Record ifthe building permit was issued prior to Julv 1. 1986 (date 
of intergovernmental agreement contracting for building permit services with other jurisdictions) 
and~complies with all of the following: 
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(a) There is a copy of the building permit in the Multnomah Countv or Citv of Portland 
permit records and the building permit indicates that the proposed development complied 
with zoning and land division requirements: and 

(b) The building permit was for a new principle use. such as a new dwelling. commercial. 
industriaL com.munitv service. or conditional use: and 

(c) There is a clear propertv description on the permit for the propertv for which the building 
or placement permit was issued. The description may be confrrmed by tax lot references. tax 
lot maps. site plans. or deeduecorded~at the time .. 

(2) A request for verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record under the orovisions of this 
section (E) may be submitted to the Planning Director. A decision by the Planning Director is a 
ministerial action~based upon the evidence described in this section. An anpeal ofthe director's 
decision for verification of a Lot of Record shall be submitted under the provisions ofMCC 
37.0740. 

Section 5. §§ 33.7780, 34.7780, 35.7780 and 36.7780 are amended as follows: 

§ 33.7780 Category 4 Land Division 

Partitions not listed in MCC 33.7770 to 33.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on a fmding that the 
proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district in which 
the land division site is located and the tentative plan complies with the following approval criteria: 

(1) MCC 33.7890 Land Suitabilitv. 33.7895 Lots and Parcels. 33.7930 Sidewalks. Pedestrian 
Paths and Bikeways. 33.7935 Easements. 33.7950 Water System. 33.7955 Sewage Disposal. 
33.7960 Surface Drainage. and 33.7965 Electrical and Other Wires: 

(B) Notwithstanding CA) above. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to approve a lot or parcel that was unlawfullv divided prior to January 27. 
1994. as provided in MCC 33.7785CA). The applicable approval criteria are those listed in MCC 
33.7785CA) and 33.7935 Easements. 33.7950 Water System. 33.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 33.7960 
Surface. Drainage. 

(BQ The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and supplementary material listed for contents of a Category 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 33.7860 that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable apnroval criteria. 
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§ 34.7780 Category 4 Land Division 

Partitions not listed in MCC 34.7770 to 34.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on a finding that the 
proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district in which 
the land division site is located and the tentative plan complies with the following approval criteria: 

(1) MCC 34.7890 Land Suitabilitv. 34.7895 Lots and Parcels. 34.7930 Sidewalks. Pedestrian 
Paths and Bikeways. 34.7935 Easements. 34.7950 Water System. 34.7955 Sewage Disposal. 
34.7960 Surface Drainage. and 34.7965 Electrical and_OtherWires: 

(B) Notwithstanding (A) above. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to aPProve a lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided prior to January 27. 
1994. as providedin.MCC 34.1785(A). The applicable approYal criteria are those listed in MCC 
34.7785<A) and 34.7935 Easements. 34.7950 Water System. 34.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 34.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(~ The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and. suPPlementary material listed for contents of a Category J tentative plan in 
MCC 34.7860 that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable approval criteria .. 

§ 35.7780 Category 4 Land Division 

Partitions not listed in MCC 35.7770 to 35.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on a fmding that the 
proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district in which 
the land division site is located_and the tentative plan complies with the following approval criteria:. 

(1) MCC 35.7890 Land Suitabilitv. 35.7895 Lots and Parcels. 35.7930 Sidewalks. Pedestrian 
Paths and Bikeways. 35.7935 Easements. 35.7950 Water System. 35.7955 Sewage Disposal. 
35.7960 Surface Drainage. and 35.7965 ElectricaLandOther Wires: 

(B) Notwithstanding (A) above. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to approve a lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided prior to January 27. 
1994. asprmdded inMCC 35.7785<Al. The applicable approval criteria are those listed in MCC 
35.7785(A) and 35.7935 Easements. 35.7950 Water System. 35.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 35.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(~ The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and supplement:azy material listed for contents of a Category 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 35.7860 that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable aporoval criteria. 
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§ 36.7780 Category 4 Land Division. 

Partitions not listed in MCC 36.7770 to 36.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on findings that: 

( 1) The proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district in which the land division site is located; and 

(2) The proposed parcels satisfy the applicable General Standards and Requirements ofMCC 
36.7885 through 36.7965. 

(B) NotwithstandingJA) aboxe. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to aporove a lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided prior to January 27. 
1994. as provided in MCC 36.7785(A). The applicable approval criteria are those listed in MCC 
36.7785(A) and 36.7935 Easements. 36.7950 Water System. 36.7955 Sewage DisposaLand 36.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(~) The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and supplementary material listed for contents of a Categorv 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 36.7860~that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable aporoval criteria. 

Section 6. §§ 33.7785,34.7785,35.7785, and 36.7785, Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were 
Unlawfully Divided, are added as follows: 

33.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 
34.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 
35.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 
36.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 

ORS 92.177 authorizes the County to approve an application to create new legal lots or parcels 
notwithstanding that less than all of the owners of the existing legal lot or parcel have applied for the 
approval. This Code section provides the mechanism to review and. based upon fmdings of compliance 
with specific approval criteria. to appm\'e certain unlawfully divided lots or parcels. The review 
mechanism differs according to the date the unlawful lot or parcel was divided as provided in (A) and (B) 

below. For the purnoses of this section. an "unlawfullv divided" lot or parcel means a lot or parcel that. 
when divided. did.not satisfv all applicable zoning andJand division laws. 

(A) An application to create a legal lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided before Januarv 27. 1994 
(eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 781) shall be a Category 4 Land Division and be reviewed as a Type II 
permit. In addition to the applicable Category 4 Land Dixision requirements. the application shall 
satisfy the following aporoval criteria: 

(J) The lot or parcel either:. 

(a) Conforms to current dimensional. access and area standards. 

(b) Conforms to the dimensional. access and densitv standards in effect. when the.lot or parcel 
wasunlawfully divided. or 
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(c) The lot or parcel has a property line that is contiguous to a road. street or zone boundarv 
that intersected the property and the applicable zoning district on the date the lot or parcel 
was unlawfully divided allowed a land division when a Coumv-maintained road. street or 
zoning district boundary intersects a parcel of land. The zoning districts and effective dates 
that applv to this provision are as follows: 

1. The Rural Center (RC). Rural Residential (RR). and Multiple Use Agriculture-20 
(MUA-20) zoning districts on or after October 6. 1977 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 148) 
and before Januarv 27. 1994: 

2. The Multiple Use Forest-20 (MUf-20) zoning district on or after October 6. 1977 (eff. 
date ofMult. Co. Ord. 148) and before August 14. 1980 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 236): 
and 

. 3. The Multiple Use Forest-19 (MUF-19) and Multiple Use Forest-38 (MUF-38) zoning 
districts on or after August 14. 1980 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 236) and before January 
7. 1993 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 743). 

(2) No subsequent division of the lot or parcel or a property line adjustment has occurred. 

(3) The owner or applicant demonstrates thatthe resulting lot or parcel can physically 
accommodate a use allowed in the zone. including necessary facilities and utilities. in compliance 
with all applicable siting standards ofthiszoning code_chanter. 

( 4) Practical physical access to the site currently exists from a public road or can be provided 
through an irrevocable easement or equivalent means. Practical physical access at a minimum 
mustmeet the standards of MCC 29.012 and allow emergency vehicle access~ to the building site. 

(5) The application shall include a tentative plan consisting of maps. written information and 
supplementary material adequate to orovide the information required for a Category 4 land 
division and. if found to comply with the applicable approval criteria. a partition plat or 
subdivision plat shall be submitted in accordance with the requirements of ORS Chapter 92. 

(B) An application to create legal Jots or parcels _that were unlawfullv divided on or after JanuarY 27. 
1994 (effective date ofMult. Co. Ord. 781) shall be subject to current review procedures for a land 
division. The application shall satisf\qhe following aporoval criteria: 

( 1) The lot or parcel conforms to current zoning requirements. or 

(2) An unlawfullv divided lot or parcel may be approved notwithstanding the required 
dimensional. access. and area requirements. subject to the following: 

(a)The.lotor parcel has a property line .that is contiguous. to aroad. street or zone boundary 
that intersected the oroperty; and 

(b) The applicable zoning district on the date the lot or parcel was .unlawfully divided_allowed 
a land division when a Countv-maintained road. street or zoning district boundary intersects a 
parcel of land. The zoning districts and effective dates that apply to this provision are the 
Rural Center (RC). Rural Residential (RRLand Multiple Use Agriculture-20 JMUA-20) 
zoning districts on or after Januarv 27. 1994 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 781) and before 
October 4. 2000 (eff. date of "Rural Residential" amendments to OAR 660-004-0040). 
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(C) If an application for a legal lot or parcel is approved under this subsection. the date of creation of 
the lots and parcels shall be the date the Partition or Subdivision Plat is recorded. 

Section 7. § 37.0530, Summary of Decision Making Processes, is amended as follows: 

§ 37.0530 Summary Of Decision Making Processes. 

The following decision making processes chart shall control the County's review of the indicated permits: 

APPROVAL PROCESS 
Permit Type I II m IV PC 

(Nota 
(Plan (Hear (Planni 

Initial "land 
Approval use 

ning ings ng (Legis 

Body decisi 
Direct Offic Commi lative) 

on") 
or) er) ssion) 

*** 
Lot of Record 
YerifiQation.Qe X 
teRBiRatieR 

* * * 

* * * 

Section 8. § 37.0550, Initiation of Action, is amended as follows: 

§ 37.0550 Initiation Of Action. 

Except as provided in MCC 37.0760, 33.7785. 34.7785. 35.7785. and 36.7785. Type I- IV applications 
may only be initiated by written consent of the owner of record or contract purchaser, or by a government 
agency that has the power of eminent domain. PC (legislative) actions may only be initiated by the Board, 
Planning Commission, or Planning Director. 

Section 9. § 37.0740, Interpretations, is amended as follows: 

§ 37.0740 Interpretations and Requests for Lot of Record Verification. 

(A) The Planning Director has the authority to decide all questions of interpretation or applicability to 
specific properties of any provision ofthe comprehensive framework plan, rural area plan, or other 
land use code. Any interpretation of a provision of the comprehensive framework plan, rural area plan 
or other land use code shall consider applicable provisions of the comprehensive framework plan, 
rural area plan, and the purpose and intent of the ordinance adopting the particular code section in 
question. 

(B) A person may specifically request an interpretation of a provision in the code. An application for 
an interpretation shall be processed as a Type II application. The Platming Dir:eetef HUl:)' r:efuse te 
aeeept an applieatien fer an interpretatien if: 
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(C) A person may request verification of the Lot of Record status of a lot or parcel. The application 
shall be processed as a Type II application. 

(D) The Planning Director may refuse to accept an application for an intemretaiion or Lot of Record 

verification if: 

( 1) The Planning Director determines that the question presented or Lot of Record verification 
can be decided in conjunction with approving or denying a pending land use action application or 
if in the Planning Director's judgment the requested determination should be made as part of a 
decision on an application for a quasi-judicial land use or zone change permit not yet filed; or 

(2) The Planning Director determines that there is an enforcement case pending in which the 
same issue necessarily will be decided. 

(G~) A determination by +he-the Planning Director determinatien te not to accept an application 
under paragraph (B)~ of this section is not a land use decision and shall be the county's final 
decision. 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By ____________________________ _ 

Sandra N. Duffy, Assistant County Attorney 

September 14, 2006 

September 21, 2006 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL1NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. 1080 

Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 and 37 to Allow for the Review and Approval of Certain Past 
"Unlawfully Divided" Lots and Parcels and to Allow for the Issuance of Certain Building Permits to be 
Considered Verification of Compliance with Zoning and Land Division Laws in the Determination of 
"Lots of Record" 

(Language striekeB is deleted; double underlined language is new.) 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Since 1975 the zoning requirements in the rural areas ofMultnomah County have over time 
required an increasing amount of acreage for the creation of new parcels of land. This 
requirement has been part of the statewide planning program to protect farm and forest lands for 
resource production and to guide most new development to areas inside the Urban Growth 
Boundary. 

b. · Those increasing minimum parcel acreages in the rural areas ·have resulted in situations for some 
property owners where the minimum standard has changed, for example, from minimum lot size 
requirements of two acres (1958) to twenty acres (1970) to nineteen acres with farm management 
plan (1980) to 38 acres with farm management plan (1990) to eighty acres (1993). During that 
time there have also been a number of changes in other approval criteria and review process. 

c. To be eligible for development, all lots and parcels must be "Lots of Record" that met all zoning 
and land division requirements at the time they were created. If a lot or parcel created in the past 
did not meet all the zoning and land division regulations in effect at the time it was created, then 
the only remedy now is review under today's zoning and land division standards. Due to the 
increasing lot size requirements, however, lots and parcels created prior to 1993 are seldom able 
to meet today's minimum parcel requirements. A further complication to the ability to just 
combine the unlawfully divided parcels back into the original size and configuration of the prior 
lawful parcel is that most times the parcels are in different ownership, sometimes after several 
intervening ownerships. In addition, sometimes, in these situations there are houses on the 
unlawfully divided parcels and then the property owner's increased investment is also subject to 
the uncertainties associated with the property not being a legal Lot of Record. 

d. Also, from 1977 to 1993 most rural zoning districts included provisions regarding the ability to 
divide properties where the deed description included land on both sides of public roads and 
where a zoning district boundary crossed through a property. Those specialized provisions are no 
longer in the zoning code in compliance with state administrative rules. However, some divisions 
of properties during that time period missed being reviewed under some land division code 
requirements. In many situations this incomplete review can be characterized as primarily a 
procedural flaw at no fault of the property owner. 

e. The Planning Commission placed a high priority on finding a regulatory remedy for these 
"unlawfully divided" land division issues and saw a need to balance a sense of fairness, 
practicality, and recognition of legal standards that must also be met. 

f. A related issue for which the Planning Commission sought improvement in the code involved the 
procedure for determining if a property was a Lot of Record when a building permit for new 
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development was issued in the past. In that situation, it is found that the issuance of certain 
development pennits should act as verification that all zoning and land division laws were met 
and there was no need for subsequent property owners to provide additional documentation 
regarding compliance with zoning and land division standards for the property on that date. It is 
further found that the pennits issued by Multnomah County when the county was a full service 
building penn it services provider are the pennits which the county has the most confidence in for 
their use under this provision. 

g. The provisions in this ordinance were submitted to the State of Oregon Department of Land 
Conservation and Development and there has been consultation with the staff of that state agency 
on the code provisions. 

h. It is in the public interest to adopt this ordinance to: ( 1) allow for the current review and approval 
of certain unlawfully divided lots/parcels under the standards in effect on the date the lots/parcels 
were originally divided, and (2) allow for the issuance of certain building pennits before July I, 
1986 to be used as verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. §§ 33.0005, 34.0005, 35.0005, and 36.0005 are amended as follows: 

§ 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. 

* * * 
Lot of Record -Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereof~whieh--when created onmd Vlhea reconfigured~ (a) satisfied all -
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 33.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

* * * 

§ 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. 

*** 
Lot of Record - Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereof~whieh--when created Q[afl:d whea reconfigured~ (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 34.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

* * * 
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§ 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. 

* * * 
Lot of Record- Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereof that. whieh-when created m:a:ad 'Nhea reconfigured,. (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 35.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

* * * 

§ 36.0005 Definitions. 

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

* * * 
Lot of Record- Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record is a 
parcel, lot, or a group thereof that. whieh-when created ora:ad when reconfigured.t (a) satisfied all 
applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. or (c) complies with the 
criteria for the creation of new lots or parcels described in MCC 36.7785. Those laws shall include all 
required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of approval. 

Section 2. 

(A) 

* * * 

Lot of Record §§ 33.2075 [CFU-17, 33.2275 fCFU-21, 33.2675 [EFUZ, 
34.2675 fEFUZ 
35.2075 [CFU-37, 35.2675 [EFUl 
36.2075 [CFUl, and 36.2675 [EFUZ 
are amended as follows: 

* * * 
(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 contiguous 
combination of parcels or lots, with less than 19 acres in area. See Examples 1 and 2 in 
this subsection. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement 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. See Example 
3 in this subsection. 
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3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are shown below with the 
solid thick line outlining individual Lots of Record: 

I 

40 aere lot 1:5 aere 

I lot 

-

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot ofRecord 

I 
15 aere 

40 ane lot lot 

Example 2: 
O:n.e 40 acre Lot ofRecord and 

o:n.e 30 acre Lot ofRecord 

15 aere 
lot 

5a.cre Ja.cre 
10 acre lot lot lot 

Example 3: 
O:n.e 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 
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 remains 
separately transferable, even if the parcel was contiguous to another parcel held in the same 
ownership on February 20, 1990. 

* * * 
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(E) Issuance of building permit as verification of a Lot of Record. 

( 1) The issuance of a building permit described in this subsection for new development on a lot or 
parcel is considered verification of compliance with aoolicable zoning and land division 
regulations for the creation of a lawful lot or parcel. The lot or parcel described in the building 
permit is considered a Lot of Record if the building permit was issued prior to July 1. 1986 (date 
of intergovernmental agreement contracting for building permit services with other jurisdictions) 
and complies with all ofthe following: 

(a) There is a copy ofthe building permit in the Multnomah Countv or Citv of Portland 
pennit records and the building pennit indicates that the proposed development complied 
with zoning and land division requirements: and 

(b) The building pennit was for a new principle use. such as a new dwelling. commercial. 
industrial. communitv service. or conditional use: and 

(c) There is a clear propertv description on the pennit for the propertv for which the building 
or placement permit was issued. The description may be confrrmed by tax lot references. tax 
lot maps. site plans. or deeds recorded at the time. 

(2) A request for verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record under the provisions of this 
section (E) mav be submitted to the Planning Director. A decision by the Planning Director is a 
ministerial action based upon the evidence described in this section. An appeal ofthe director's 
decision for verification ofa Lot of Record shall be submitted under the provisions ofMCC 
37.0740. 

Section 3. § 35.2275 [CFU-41 is amended as follows: 

§ 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 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 contiguous 
combination of parcels or lots, with less than 19 acres in area. See Examples 1 and 2 in 
this subsection. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement when the 
entire same ownership grouping of parcels or lots was less than 19 acres in area on 
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February 20, 1990, and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. See Example 
3 in this subsection. 

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 

Example 1: 

1:5 acre 
lot 

One 55 acre Lot ofRecord 

1:5 acre 1:5 acre 
40 atre lot lot Jot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot ofRecord and 

one 30 acre L'ot ofRecord 

:Sacre 3acre 
10 acre Jot lot Jot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot ofRecord 

4. The requirement to aggregate contiguous parcels or lots shall not apply to lots or 
parcels within exception, urban, or Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area zones 
(e.g. MUA-20, RR, RC, R-10, GGA-40), but shall apply to contiguous parcels and lots 
within all farm and forest resource zones (i.e. EFU and CFU), or 

(3) A parcel or lot lawfully created by a partition or a subdivision plat after February 20, 1990. 

(4) 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 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 
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was subsequently lawfully created, then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that remains 
separately transferable, even if the parcel was contiguous to another parcel held in the same 
ownership on February 20, 1990. 

(c) Disaggregation of a Lot of Record for consideration of a new template or heritage tract 
dwelling may be allowed subject to the standards in (E) below. 

* * * 
(f) Issuance of building permit as verification of a Lot ofRecord. 

( 1) The issuance of a building permit described in this subsection for new development on a lot or 
parcel is considered verification of compliance with aoolicable zoning and land division 
regulations for the creation of a lawful lot or parcel. The lot or parcel described in the building 
permit is considered a Lot of Record ifthe building permit was issued prior to July 1. 1986 (date 
of intergovernmental agreement contracting for building permit services with other jurisdictions) 
and complies with all of the following: 

(a) There is a copy of the building permit in the Multnomah Countv or Citv of Portland 
permit records and the building pennit indicates that the proposed development complied 
with zoning and land division requirements: and 

(b) The building permit was for a new principle use. such as a new dwelling. commercial. 
industrial. communitv service. or conditional use: and 

(c) There is a clear oropertv description on the permit for the propertv for which the building 
or placement permit was issued. The description may be confmned by tax lot references. tax 
lot maps. site plans. or deeds recorded at the time. 

(2) A request for verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record under the provisions of this 
section (E) may be submitted to the Planning Director. A decision by the Planning Director is a 
ministerial action based uoon the evidence described in this section. An appeal of the director's 
decision for verification of a Lot of Record shall be submitted under the provisions of MCC 
37.0740. 

Section 4. Lot of Record§§ 33.2475 fCFU-57, 33.2870 fMUA-201. 33.3170 !RRl. 33.3370 fRCZ 
34.2870 fMUA-201. 34.3170 fRRl, 34.3370 fRCl 
35.2870 fMUA-207, 35.3170 !RRZ. 35.3370 fRCZ 
36.2870 fMUA-207, 36.3170 fRCl, 36.3370 [PH-RCZ. 36.3470 [ORZ and 36.3570 !OC!l 
are amended as follows: 

* * * 
(E) Issuance of building permit as verification of a Lot of Record. 

(1) The issuance of a building pennit described in this subsection for new development on a lot or 
parcel is considered verification of compliance with aoolicable zoning and land division 
regulations for the cr:eation of a lawful lot or parcel. The lot or parcel described in the building 
permit is considered a Lot of Record if the building permit was issued prior to July 1. 1986 (date 
of intergovernmental agreement contracting for building permit services with other jurisdictions) 
and complies with all of the following: 
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(a) There is a copy of the building permit in the Multnomah County or City of Portland 
permit records and the building permit indicates that the proposed development complied 
with zoning and land division requirements: and 

(b) The building permit was for a new principle use. such as a new dwelling. commercial. 
industrial. community service. or conditional use: and 

(c) There is a clear propertY description on the permit for the propertY for which the building 
or placement permit was issued. The description may be confirmed by tax lot references. tax 
lot maps. site plans. or deeds recorded at the time. 

(2) A request for verification that a lot or parcel is a Lot of Record under the nrovisions of this 
section (E) may be submitted to the Planning Director. A decision by the Planning Director is a 
ministerial action based upon the evidence described in this section. An appeal of the director's 
decision for verification of a Lot of Record shall be submitted under the provisions ofMCC 
37.0740. 

Section 5. §§ 33.7780,34.7780,35.7780 and 36.7780 are amended as follows: 

§ 33.7780 Category 4 Land Division 

Partitions not listed in MCC 33.7770 to 33.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on a finding that the 
proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district in which 
the land division site is located and the tentative plan complies with the following approval criteria: 

(1) MCC 33.7890 Land Suitability, 33.7895 Lots and Parcels. 33.7930 Sidewalks. Pedestrian 
Paths and Bikeways. 33.7935 Easements. 33.7950 Water System. 33.7955 Sewage Disposal. 
33.7960 Surface Drainage. and 33.7965 Electrical and Other Wires: 

(B) Notwithstanding (A) above. comoliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to approve a lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided prior to January 27. 
1994. as provided in MCC 33.7785(A). The applicable aoproval criteria are those listed in MCC 
33.7785(A) and 33.7935 Easements. 33.7950 Water System. 33.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 33.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(-8!:;) The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and supplementary material listed for contents of a Category 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 33.7860 that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable approval criteria. 
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§ 34.7780 Category 4 Land Division 

Partitions not listed in MCC 34.7770 to 34.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on a finding that the 
proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district in which 
the land division site is located and the tentative plan complies with the following approval criteria: 

(1) MCC 34.7890 Land Suitabilitv. 34.7895 Lots and Parcels. 34.7930 Sidewalks. Pedestrian 
Paths and Bikeways. 34.7935 Easements. 34.7950 Water System. 34.7955 Sewage Disposal. 
34.7960 Surface Drainage. and 34.7965 Electrical and Other Wires: 

(B) Notwithstanding (A) above. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to approve a lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided prior to Januarv 27. 
1994. as provided in MCC 34.7785(A). The applicable approval criteria are those listed in MCC 
34.7785(A) and 34.7935 Easements. 34.7950 Water System. 34.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 34.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(BQ The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and supplementary material listed for contents of a Category 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 34.7860 that are detennined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable apnroval criteria. 

§ 35.7780 Category 4 Land Division 

Partitions not listed in MCC 35.7770 to 35.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on a fmding that the 
proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning district in which 
the land division site is located and the tentative plan complies with the following aoproval criteria: 

(1) MCC 35.7890 Land Suitabilitv. 35.7895 Lots and Parcels. 35.7930 Sidewalks. Pedestrian 
Paths and Bikeways. 35.7935 Easements. 35.7950 Water System. 35.7955 Sewage Disposal. 
35.7960 Surface Drainage. and 35.7965 Electrical and Other Wires: 

(B) Notwithstanding (A) above. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to approve a lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided prior to January 27. 
1994. as provided in MCC 35.7785(A). The applicable aoproval criteria are those listed in MCC 
35.7785(A) and 35.7935 Easements. 35.7950 Water System. 35.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 35.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(BQ The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents ofthe tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written infonnation and supplementary material listed for contents of a Category 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 35.7860 that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the aoplicable approval criteria. 
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§ 36.7780 Category 4 Land Division. 

Partitions not listed in MCC 36.7770 to 36.7775 are designated Category 4 Land Divisions. 

(A) The Planning Director may approve a Category 4 Land Division based on findings that: 

(1) The proposed parcels comply with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district in which the land division site is located; and 

(2) The proposed parcels satisfy the applicable General Standards and Requirements of MCC 
36.7885 through 36.7965. 

(B) Notwithstanding (A) above. compliance with the area and dimensional requirements of the zoning 
district is not required to approve a lot or parcel that was unlawfullv divided prior to January 27. 
1994. as provided in MCC 36.7785(A). The applicable approval criteria are those listed in MCC 
36.7785(A) and 36.7935 Easements. 36.7950 Water System. 36.7955 Sewage Disposal. and 36.7960 
Surface Drainage. 

(~ The procedure and forms for review and approval of a Category 4 Land Divisions shall be as 
provided for by the Planning Director. The contents of the tentative plan shall include those maps. 
written information and supplementary material listed for contents of a Categorv 3 tentative plan in 
MCC 36.7860 that are determined by the Planning Director to be adequate to demonstrate compliance 
with the applicable aporoval criteria. 

Section 6. §§ 33.7785,34.7785,35.7785, and 36.7785, Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were 
Unlawfully Divided, are added as follows: 

33.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 
34.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 
35.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 
36.7785 Creation of Lots and Parcels That Were Unlawfully Divided 

ORS 92.177 authorizes the Countv to approve an application to create new legal lots or parcels 
notwithstanding that less than all of the owners ofthe existing legal lot or parcel have applied for the 
approval. This Code section provides the mechanism to review and. based upon fmdings of compliance 
with specific approval criteria. to approve certain unlawfully divided lots or parcels. The review 
mechanism differs according to the date the unlawful lot or parcel was divided as provided in (A) and (B) 
below. For the pumoses of this section. an "unlawfully divided" lot or parcel means a lot or parcel that. 
when divided. did not satisfy all applicable zoning and land division laws. 

(A) An anplication to create a legal lot or parcel that was unlawfully divided before January 27. 1994 
(eff. date of Mutt. Co. Ord. 781) shall be a Category 4 Land Division and be reviewed as a Tvoe II 
permit. In addition to the applicable Category 4 Land Division requirements. the application shall 
satisfy the following aporoval criteria: 

( 1) The lot or parcel either: 

(a) Conforms to current dimensional. access and area standards. 

(b) Conforms to the dimensional. access and densitv standards in effect when the lot or parcel 
was unlawfully divided. or 
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(c) The lot or parcel has a property line that is contiguous to a road. street or zone boundary 
that intersected the property and the applicable zoning district on the date the lot or parcel 
was unlawfully divided allowed a land division when a Coumv-maintained road. street or 
zoning district boundary intersects a parcel of land. The zoning districts and effective dates 
that aooly to this provision are as follows: 

1. The Rural Center CRC). Rural Residential CRR). and Multiple Use Agriculture-20 
CMUA-20) zoning districts on or after October 6. 1977 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 148) 
and before January 27. 1994: · 

2. The Multiple Use Forest-20 CMUF-20) zoning district on or after October 6. 1977 (eff. 
date ofMult. Co. Ord. 148) and before August 14. 1980 Ceff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 236): 
and 

3. The Multiple Use Forest-19 (MUF-19) and Multiple Use Forest-38 (MUF-38) zoning 
districts on or after August 14. 1980 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 236) and before January 
7. 1993 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 743). 

(2) No subsequent division of the lot or parcel or a property line adjustment has occurred. 

(3) The owner or aoplicant demonstrates that the resulting lot or parcel can physically 
accommodate a use allowed in the zone. including necessary facilities and utilities. in compliance 
with all applicable siting standards of this zoning code chanter. 

(4) Practical ohysical access to the site currently exists from a public road or can be provided 
through an irrevocable easement or equivalent means. Practical physical access at a minimum 
must meet the standards ofMCC 29.012 and allow emergency vehicle access to the building site. 

(5) The application shall include a tentative plan consisting of maps. written information and 
supplementary material adequate to provide the infonnation required for a Categorv 4 land 
division and. if found to comply with the applicable aporoval criteria. a partition plat or 
subdivision plat shall be submitted in accordance with the requirements ofORS Chapter 92. 

(B) An application to create legal lots or parcels that were unlawfully divided on or after Januarv 27. 
1994 (effective date ofMult. Co. Ord. 781) shall be subject to current review procedures for a land 
division. The application shall satisfv the following approval criteria: 

( 1) The lot or parcel conforms to current zoning requirements. or 

(2) An unlawfullY divided lot or parcel may be approved notwithstanding the require_d 
dimensionaL access. and area requirements. subject to the following: 

(a) The lot or parcel has a property line that is contiguous to a road. street or zone boundary 
that intersected the propertv: and 

(b) The applicable zoning district on the date the lot or parcel was unlawfully divided allowed 
a land division when a County-maintained road. street or zoning district boundary intersects a 
parcel of land. The zoning districts and effective dates that apply to this provision are the 
Rural Center CRC). Rural Residential fRR). and Multiple Use Agriculture-20 <MUA-20) 
zoning districts on or after January 27. 1994 (eff. date ofMult. Co. Ord. 781) and before 
October 4. 2000 (eff. date of"Rural Residential" amendments to OAR 660-004-0040). 
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(C) If an application for a legal lot or parcel is approved under this subsection. the date ofcreation of 
the lots and parcels shall be the date the Partition or Subdivision Plat is recorded. 

Section 7. § 37.0530, Summary of Decision Making Processes, is amended as follows: 

§ 37.0530 Summary Of Decision Making Processes. 

The following decision making processes chart shall control the County's review of the indicated permits: 

APPROVAL PROCESS 
Permit Type I II m IV PC 

(Nota 
(Plan (Hear (Planni Initial "land 

Approval use 
ning ings ng (Legis 

Body decisi 
Direct Offic Commi lative) 

on") 
or) er) ssion) 

* * * 
Lot of Record 
Y~rificatiQni)e X 
teFminatien 

* * * 

* * * 

Section 8. § 37.0550, Initiation of Action, is amended as follows: 

§37.0550 Initiation Of Action. 

Except as provided in MCC 37.0760, 33.7785. 34.7785. 35.7785. and 36.7785. Type I- IV applications 
may only be initiated by written consent ofthe owner of record or contract purchaser, or by a government 
agency that has the power of eminent domain. PC (legislative) actions may only be initiated by the Board, 
Planning Commission, or Planning Director. 

Section 9. § 37.0740, Interpretations, is amended as follows: 

§37.0740 Interpretations and Requests for Lot of Record Verification. 

(A) The Planning Director has the authority to decide all questions of interpretation or applicability to 
specific properties of any provision ofthe comprehensive framework plan, rural area plan, or other 
land use code. Any interpretation: of a provision of the comprehensive framework plan, rural area plan 
or other land use code shall consider applicable provisions ofthe comprehensive framework plan, 
rural area plan, and the purpose and intent of the ordinance adopting the particular code section in 
question. 

(B) A person may specifically request an interpretation of a provision in the code. An application for 
an interpretation shall be processed as a Type II application. The PlaRR:ing DiFeeter may refuse te 
aeeept an applieatien fer an interpretatien if: 
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(C) A person may request verification of the Lot of Record status of a lot or parcel. The application 
shall be processed as a Tvoe II application. 

(D) The Planning Director may refuse to accept an application for an intemretation or Lot of Record 
verification if: 

(1) The Planning Director determines that the question presented or Lot ofRecord verification 
can be decided in conjunction with approving or denying a pending land use action application or 
if in the Planning Director's judgment the requested determination should be made as part of a 
decision on an application for a quasi~judicialland use or zone change permit not yet filed; or 

(2) The Planning Director determines that there is an enforcement case pending in which the 
same issue necessarily will be decided. 

(G;ID A determination by +he-the Planning Director determination to notJQ accept an application 
under paragraph (B)~ of this section is not a land use decision and shall be the county's final 
decision. 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By UClACcb. {) 
Sandra N. Duffy, Assistant C 

September 14, 2006 

September 21, 2006 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

cJ~.Jttf 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT RE.QUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.::...:9~/2=-:1:.:.../0..:....:6:.__ __ _ 
Agenda Item#: _R_-7 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:47AM 

Date Submitted: _0.::...:8:.:.../.::...:04..:.:../-=-06"-------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35 and 36 
to Allow Alternative Reduced Rear Yards (Setbacks) for Certain Agricultural 
Buildings in the Exclusive Farm Use and Multiple Use Agriculture-20 Zoning 
Districts 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 15 minutes 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Gary Clifford, Karen Schilling 

Phone: 503-988-3043 Ext. 26782 110 Address: 455/116 --------- ------------
Presenter(s): ---=G..:..:a.:...ry'--C..::...::.:li=ffi:.::.o::..:rd=---------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Adopt proposed Ordinance. Planning Commission Resolution PC 05-002 recommends adoption of 
Zoning Code amendments that allow new barns in the EFU and MUA-20 zones to be located closer 
to the rear property line if there are not any neighboring houses too close by. 

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

Through the public comment time on the Planning Commission agendas, property owners expressed 
concern that the 30 foot yard (setback) between a barn and the rear property line is an area that is 
difficult to put into cultivation or to use for most common farming practices. Allowing a bam to be 
ten feet from the rear property line would free up an additional 20 feet that could be better used by 
including it in lands being farmed. The Planning Commission then took on the issue as one of the 
projects on their work program. After a work session and public hearing the Commission approved 
the proposed Zoning Code amendments. The amendments allow more flexibility in the location of 
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new barns if they are not too close to neighboring houses. 

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

No fiscal impact. 

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

There was no opposing testimony given. No legal or policy issues seen. 

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

Work sessions have been held that were open to the public. Copies of all proposed code changes 
have been sent to the State of Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development giving 
that agency an opportunity to comment on the proposals. No comments were returned by the State 
agency. 

A public hearing was held before the Planning Commission where the public was invited to speak. 
Public notice in the Oregonian newspaper was given for all work sessions and public hearings. Two 
citizens spoke in favor of the amendments at the hearing. The Planning Commission's vote was 
unanimous to recommend approval of these amendments to the Board of County Commissioners. 

-----·-------~--

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: Date: 08/04/06 

Budget Analyst: Date: 
~------------------------------------ --------------

Department HR: Date: --------------------------------------

Countywide HR:. Date: ----------------------------------------- ---------------
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. PC 05-002 

Recommend to the Board of County Commissioners the adoption of an ordinance 
amending the minimum Yard (setback) requirement for farm related structures in the 
Exclusive Farm Use and Multiple Use Agriculture zoning districts in MCC Chapters 33, 
34, 35, and 36. 

The Planning Commission Finds: 

a. The Planning Commission is authorized by Multnomah County Code Chapter 
subsection 34.0140 and by ORS 215.110 to recommend to the Board of County 
Commissioners the adoption of Ordinances to implement the Multnomah County 
Comprehensive Plan. 

b. The individual Zoning Code chapters should be periodically updated and 
improvements adopted. 

c. The Planning Commission finds that, if there is consideration for existing homes, 
it is appropriate to reduce the minimum rear yard requirement for farm related structures 
in the Exclusive Farm Use and Multiple Use Agriculture zoning districts. 

d. No regulations are being proposed that further restrict the use of property and no 
mailed notice to individual property owners is required ("Ballot Measure 56" notice). 

e. Notice of the Planning Commission hearing was published in the "Oregonian" 
newspaper and on the Land Use Program web site. The Planning Commission held a 
public hearing on August 1, 2005 where all interested persons were given an 
opportunity to appear and be heard. 

The Planning Commission Resolves: 

The proposed Ordinance amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, and 36 is hereby 
. recommended for adoption by the Board of County Commissioners. 

ADOPTED this 1st day of August, 2005. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

·C-

Page 1 of 1 - Resolution 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. ___ _ 

Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35 And 36 To Allow Alternative Reduced Rear Yards (Setbacks) For 
Certain Agricultural Buildings In The Exclusive Farm Use And Multiple Use Agriculture-20 Zoning 
Districts 

(Language stricken is deleted; double underlined language is new.) 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Periodically it is necessary to reexamine regulations to ensure that they continue to serve the 
purpose for which they were enacted. Sometimes, changing or unforeseen circumstances 
necessitate adding more flexibility to the regulations. 

b. The Planning Commission heard testimony that "rear yard" (setback to the rear property line) 
requirements for agricultural buildings (barns) are greater than needed in some situations. A work 
session and public hearing were held which researched and evaluated the issue. The Zoning Code 
amendments in this ordinance reflect that work. 

c. The zoning districts where land parcels are larger and where there is the most need for 
agricultural buildings are the Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) and Multiple Use Agriculture-20 
(MUA-20) zoning districts. On those larger parcels any adverse impacts on neighboring houses 
from the presence of large agricultural buildings are less likely to occur because of the ability to 
have more choices in the location of these structures. Those adverse impacts may include the loss 
of light, air circulation, and open space if barns are too close to neighboring houses. The 
amendments in this ordinance recognize those impacts and, where there are no neighboring 
houses, allow more flexibility in the siting of new barns to allow them to be closer to rear 
property lines. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. §§ 33.0005, 34.0005, and 35.0005, Definitions, are amended as follows: 

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

Accessory Building - A subordinate building, the use of which is clearly incidental to that of the 
main building on the same lot. 

* * * 

Agricultural Building- Pursuant to ORS 455.315(2) [20051 and any amendments made thereto, 
!fie!l:!!S9- st!_Uct!:!re lo~ated ()n a farm and used in the o11eration of the farm for:: 

(a)Storage,maintenanc.e_ornmairoLfarmma.chinerY .. andeg:uimnent 
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(c) J:h~ fee:ding,_ breeding, managell!~nt (:lndsalegf, Qtthe produce of,jives_tock._p2_ult!;):'., fur­
bearing_gnimals_ or honeybees; 

(el.AnY .. otheragricul1ural.orhmt:ic1llturaLuseor.animal_husbandzy,m .imycombination ... thereof, 
!D~l!!<:i!QK!h~~.RC:lta1!9_DC:lD<:iS.t<:J!:C:lg~_gf th~_P!:Q_Q!!~~J!liS.~<:iQPJh~f<lfl!l f9Th!!!DC1Dl:!S.~C1DQ ... C1P!!DC:ll 
use and disposal by marketing_o.r otherwi_se, 

((l!lgrft::LIJt11TC!LlzLitl4trzK4Q~S.P9~ !D~JY.<:!~C:lc!':Y~llil'l&Cl:.stfl1~tY.r~.ll.s.~<:!Jor(lp.ll.m2S.~ ... 2!ht::r.thC:ll'l 
growing, plants in which 10 or more persons are present at any one time, a structure regulated by 
tj:leState Fire Marshal ~suant to OR~_ chapter 4 76, a str:u:cture useqJ:?y tj:l~_P_!!Qlic,_or<lstr:u:ct_yr~ 
s.u:Pi~~tJ9s.t::~!i9Ps.4QQJJg 4J7LJtH~47,,JlP!!~4 ~!i:l!~s.<:::2d:~_Hh~NC:ltigl1alfJggqJps..ll.tC:ll'l<::~A~! 
oL1968J .. asamended,andr.egulationsmomulgated .. thereunder, 

* * * 

Section 2. § 36.0005, Definitions, is amended as follows: 

36.0005 Definitions 

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

Accessory Building - A subordinate building, the use of which is clearly incidental to that of the 
main building on the same lot. 

* * * 

Agricu.lturalJ3uilding.= Pursuant to ORS 455 3 L5(21J2QD5l and any_ amendme.nts. made.Jhereto. 
means a structure located on a farm and used in the operation of the farm for: 

(a)Stomge,_maintenauce_or_rePaiLoffarmmachinerYand.equipment~ 

!hl The raising, harvesting and selling_ of croJ:lli; 

(£)The feeding, breeding,___manag_ement and sale of,_0r the produce of, livestock,=poultn;_, fur­
bearing animals or honeybees; 

(e) ... Anv .. other.agric.ultmal .. orhorticulturaluse ... oranimalhusbandrY,QLanvcomb.ination .. thereof. 
!P.:<::JY<:!iDR!h~ ru¥.Pi:l!:i:l!!9D C:ll'lQ S.!<:J!:C:lg~gfth~PTQQY~~!:i:l!S.~Q QD th~fC:lt!IlJ9!:h.ll.JI!C:ll1 .ll.S.~C:ll1c! C1DiJI!C:ll 
use and disposal b~marketing__or otherwise. 

(fldgr:it::YffLi!C!Llzyif4{YJg .. <:i9~S. .. J:l9t ... iP.:~l.ll.c!~ ... i:l<:i':Y~llil'lg,.C:lS.!fl:1Ctl1!:t::YS.~<:iJ9Li:l.Pl:lill.9S.~ ... 9!h~rJhC1.11 
growing plantsju which lQ_or morepersons_are presentatany onetime~ astmcJuce_regp1aJed by 
the Stat.e Fire M.ars._halpursuant to ORS chapter 476, a strocture used by the public, or a structure 
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s.uhiectJ0secti0ns4001Jo4127,Jitle42, .UnitedSt.atesC0deCtheNationalFl0od Insurance Act 
of 1968) as_amended,_j!pd regnlations promulgated thereunder, 

Section 3. §§ 33.0005, 34.0005, 35.0005, and 36.005, Definitions, are amended as follows: 

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

* * * 

Educational Institution- A college or university supported by public or private funds, tuitions, 
contributions or endowments, giving advanced academic instruction as approved by a recognized 
accrediting agency, including fraternity and sorority houses, excluding elementary and high schools, 
and trade and commercial schools. 

* * * 

Enuinefacilitv:::::: Pursuantt00RS A5.5. . .315(2) ... f2005J .. and.anyamendments ... madeJhereto,.meansa 
buildi!!gJocated on a farm and used by the farm owner or_!he publi~ fo!:;~!.ab_l!ng_Q!:..!t.ai.!:l:.!!!~~ 
or Riding lessons and training clinics. 

* * * 

Section 4. §§ 33.2660, 34.2660, and 35.2660, Dimensional Requirements, EFU zones, are 
amended as follows: 

* * * 

!f) /!gricultural structures and_~fpcilittes Sl!ch. as Qarns,__~?:9l~~UQ~.J.arm ~q~ipJ!!ent sh~ds, 
~e.P:hQ!:!~~~ 9.1:: ~il!!iJ?:!:~!~~!l!!:~~ Jh.a!_<:_lgpQJ~~~e.e.<:i tq~ r:t.l?:)(lJ!!Y!!!h~ighL!:~gyir.e.!Il~J:l! D:!?:vh?:Y~_?: 
reducedminimumrearJw.rdoflessthanJOfeet,Jo aminimumofJOJeet,if: 

OJ Ih~ ~!!:!:!~!l!!:~j~Jgc;.a!e.4.atJ~.a~t9.QJ~~tft<?D:! ?J:lY~~:!~1inKc:i\Y~i!iJ:lg, <?!he.r th.anJh~ 4w.!t.lUP.&W. 
onJhes_ametr.act,_:whereJhe . .rear.p.ropertyJinei.salsoJhe ... rear .. rmpert.Y .. l.ineof.the.adi.acent. 
tract,f)__r 
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{2) Ihestruct:ureis .. locatedatleast40feet ... froroanv .. existingdwelling, __ otherthan .. the .. dwelling(s) 
Q_l} th~ ___ sa1llefr_ac;t,wP.erethe_r~~!:J~I:9~.IDHD~ __ i§ ~}§()Jh~_ §!Q~JJI:QR~rt:iJ!D~ qftP.~-~dl!i~-~B! 
tra.r;t 

40 feet : 
Side Yard 

Rear Yard 

for lllYstratiY~ .. t!JJ!llQS~s onl:t, 

ULPlacement ofan agricultural _related strnclure.under.JbeseJJiovisiousin(f}do_not changeJ:he 
minimum xard reffi!irements for future dwelli_ngs_on adjacent propertx. 

Section 5. § 36.2660, Dimensional Requirements, EFU zone, is amended as follows: 

* * * 

.(Hldgr_fc:Y.l.!.Y.tr!.!.§tf"YC:!.Y.t?.§: ~D4 €{ZY.i.!1?.Lei!c:Wt.i?.~ §Y.<::.h ~§ 1??!:!1~, §!~1?1~~. s!l9~.J~@~ill!iPIP:~Dt~h~g~, 
greenho.usesor.similarstrnct:uresJhat .. do .. not_exceed ... themaximum ... height.reguirementmavhave .. a 
r~gy~-~4 .. !!li!li!!lY.!!l_I~.~IYf1Td q[Je§sth~!:!:?Q __ f~~!,JQ~!PJ!liiDY!P9LLQ_f¥¥J:,,it 

CltihestmctureisJocated atleast60feetfromany existingdwdling,otherthanthe dwelling(§} 
on the same tra_rt_wbere the rear NQJ2.eJ:t.x line is also the rear property line of the adjacent 
tract,d)J 
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(2)_Ihestmct.ure ... isJocated.atleast40.fe.et fromanY.existing.dwdling,other .. thanJhedwellingW 
on the same_ tract. w 4e_re the r~'!r_m:Ql::lerJ:y lif.l:~is al~9!ll~ sid~_IIDt,l::lerty ljn~ of the_;:!dj~ce_nj: 
trq._c;_t, 

40 feet : 
Side Yard 

Rear Yard 

ULPlacem.e.Pt oLaP agricJJ.lJ:ura_l related stmcture upde..rJhese Rmvisions_in_Cf) do _not change the 
minimum yard requirements for future dwellings on adiace..nt pro12erty, 

Section 6. §§ 33.2855, 34.2855, and 35.2855, Dimensional Requirements, MUA-20 zones, are 
amended as follows: 

* * * 

!E}Agri.cult.u..mLs..t.r.uclu..res.andequ..i.ne[aci.liti.es .. such ... as ... bams,stabl.es,.silos,Jarme..ouipmentshe.ds., 
greenhouses or similar structure_s th~t_ dg_Q9t~~~e~~Jll~!!l~.X!f!l:~!!l_P.eightreguiremen!_ may have a 
reduc.e..dminio:1.um rear_J:;ard_of less thanJ.O . .fes:.t'=tpaminimumof. LQJeet,if: 

ill The structure is located at least 60 feet from any existing dwelling'=other than the dwelling_W 
pn the s_ame 12arcel or lot, where the rear lllill:lerty line is also the rear IIDt,.Q.e.r:tY line ofthe.. 
adiac.entpqrceL.orlot., ... or 
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(2J ..... Ihe .. stmctureisJocatedat .. lt::ast40 ... feet ... fro:rnanyexis.tingdw.elling,otheLthanJhe .. dw.elling(s.} 
on the same 12arcel or lot. wher~_!het:~~rJ2r()p~Ij:y li11ejs a!_~_() the side m:212erty line_ of the 
adiacent parcel m: lot. 

40 feet : 
Side Yard 

Rear Yard 

For Illustrative ~DJ~ 

f~) PJ~~~~~IlL9fi,!I1 (:lgt:i<;1,1}!1,1t:Cilt:~JC1!~4~!D:!C:tl!t:~YI!Q~t:th~~~Rl:()Yi~Jgp§__igff)gq I1QLc;h~gg~Jh~ 
minimumvard.requirementsfor ... future ... dw.ellings ___ on.adj.acentpmpert~ 

Section 7. § 36.2855, Dimensional Standards and Development Requirements, MUA-20 zone, 
is amended as follows: 

* * * 

(I)_Agricul tura l s tr.uctures and e_quil:l?..fas;_Wtie.s such __ asbarns, stab le.s,__silos, fa au _e_quimnent she_d_s, 
gr.eenhousesoLsimilaLstmcturesJhatdonotexceedJhemaximumheightrequirementmav_havea 
t:~Ql,lc;~g@g!~l,l~X~~t:Yfltd<:>O~~~!h?DJQJe:~!, tg C1~ii1!~1,1~ g[JQJ~~J, if: 

(.l1 ... .Ihestm.cture ... is.Jocatedatleast .. 60 .. feet.from ... anv ... exis.ting_dw..el.ling,otherJhan.the ... dw.elling_W 
QPJh~~?.t:I1~PflTf.?L9r.Jgt, ~h~r~!h~ T~~l:J2rQJ2~!i:Y)ii1e !~ ~l~9.!h~r~at:J2mP.~!i:vJ!I1~ gft_h~ 
a_dj_acentpc:m;:e.Lor ]Qt~ 

Page 6 of7-

60 feet ; 

Rear Yard 

Rear Yard 

Ordinance Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, And 36 To Allow Reduced Rear Yards For 
Agricultural Buildings In EFU And MUA-20 Zoning Districts 



(21Ihestructurejslocated.atleast ... 40. feet fromany ... existingdwdling,otherthanJhedwelling(s) 
qn the s~mepa_rcel orlot. wh<:::r.<:::Jhe rearm:Q.p~rt:YJiD~j~-~~_Q_Jh_~_§jg~RIQ~n<:::ofthe 
adia_c_ent p_an::e/ or lot. 

40 feet : 
Side Yard 

Rear Yard 

For Illustrative JllL_moses on I:& 

f3lPJ~~~!P.:~Qt ... Qf<lJ:l<lgr.i~y!JYr.<l.L.r.<:::l<lt~£! .. _s!~~tYr.~ .. YJ:lQ~r.th~~~Rr.QY!~iQJ?~ig(f.).QQP.:Qt~h~P.:g<:::th<::: 
minimum .. Yardreguirementsforfuture ... dwell.i.ngsonadi.acentmoperty, 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By~~ 
Sandra N. Duffy, Assistant Cou 

September 21, 2006 

September 28, 2006 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0..:..::9:....:../=-21=-/-=-06=------
Agenda Item #: _R::..::.....::-8:..___ ___ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:50AM 

Date Submitted: _0.::..:8:::../-=-04.:.:../-=-06=------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36 and 

37 to Change the "Variance" Parts of the Zoning Code Chapters and Add 

"Adjustments" as Another Zoning Provision for Modifying Dimensional 

Standards 

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

provide a clearly written title. 

Date Time 
Requested: September 21,2006 Requested: 15 minutes 

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

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Gary Clifford, Karen Schilling 

Phone: 503-988-3043 Ext. 26782 1/0 Address: _4..:..:5:..:5-=-/1..:..:1:..:6:..___ _____ _ 

Presenter(s): ___;:G:...::a:.::..ryL....:::.C.::::li.::::ffi:..:.o..:..:rd=--------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Adopt proposed Ordinance. Planning Commission Resolution PC 04-006 recommends adoption of 
Zoning Code amendments changing the variance provisions in the Zoning Code by adding more 

flexibility for minor modifications of dimensional requirements (a new "adjustment" section) and 
making other improvements. 

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

The Planning Commission heard from some property owners about their difficulties in meeting 
certain dimensional zoning standards while developing their land. They requested changes to the 

Zoning Code to allow more flexibility to make relatively minor changes to the requirements. For 

example, they asked to make it easier to reduce the setback between a proposed building and a 
property line. 
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It has been twenty years since the last significant change to the variance section of the Code and the 

Planning Commission agreed to examine the issues and make changes as needed. 

The Planning Commission looked at different approaches to variances taken by other counties and 

cities. The Commission voted to retain the existing "two tier" approach to variances which uses 

different approval criteria depending on the amount of variance requested. 

The primary change proposed is to replace the existing "minor variance" subsection with a new 

"adjustment" subsection. The new provisions allow for a greater modification of certain dimensional 

standards (from the existing 25 percent to 40 percent) and change the approval criteria to emphasize 

evaluating if the purposes of the dimensional standard are met in the proposed "adjustment." 

Other code changes include specifying exactly which zoning standards can be modified by approval 

of an "adjustment" or variance and adds requirements for mitigating any adverse impacts on 

adjoining or nearby properties that may result from granting the dimensional change. 

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

No fiscal impact seen. 

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

The proposed changes which add "adjustments" bring the Code section for minor modifications of 

dimensional standards closer to those available to property owners in the City of Portland and the 

City of Gresham. However, for larger variances the approval criteria are proposed to remain the 

same with a few improvements. 

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

At the beginning of this code amendment project a few property owners spoke to the Planning 

Commission about the need for more flexibility in how dimensional requirements such as building 

setbacks could be reduced. The Planning Commission placed this project high on their work 

priorities. 

The provisions in this ordinance were submitted to the State of Oregon Department ofLand 

Conservation and Development for an opportunity to comment. No comments were returned. 

A public hearing was held before the Planning Commission where the public was invited to speak. 

Public notice in the Oregonian newspaper was given for all work sessions and public hearings. There 

was no public testimony at the hearing. The Planning Commission's vote was unanimous to 

recommend approval of these amendments to the Board of County Commissioners. 
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Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/04/06 

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

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

Date: ------------------------------------ -------------
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. PC 04-006 

Recommend to the Board of County Commissioners the adoption of an ordinance 
amending the Variance sections of the zoning district regulations in MCC Chapters 33, 
34, 35, 36, 11.15, and 11.45. 

The Planning Commission Finds: 

a. The Planning Commission is authorized by Multnomah County Code Chapter 
subsection 34.0140 and by ORS 215.110 to recommend to the Board of County 
Commissioners the adoption ofOrdinances to implement the Multnomah County 
Comprehensive Plan. 

b. The individual Zoning Code chapters should be periodically updated and 
improvements adopted. The last substantive amendments to the variance provisions 
occurred in 1985. 

c. The Planning Commission recommends amendments that: (1) clearly list which 
dimensional standards may be modified and to what extent; (2) replace the "Minor 
Variance" provisions with an "Adjustments" concept that would allow modification of 
certain dimensional standards by up to 40 percent where it can be shown that the 
proposed development equally or better meets the purpose of the standard; and (3) 
amend some of the existing Variance approval criteria that have been difficult to 
interpret and add the requirement that for a finding that the Variance requested is the 
minimum necessary to alleviate the difficulty. 

d. No regulations are being proposed that further restrict the use of property and no 
mailed notice to individual property owners is required ("Ballot Measure 56" notice). 

e. Notice of the Planning Commission hearing was published in the "Oregonian" 
newspaper and on the Land Use Program web site. The Planning Commission held a 
public hearing on June 6, 2005 where all interested persons were given an opportunity 
to appear and be heard. 

The Planning Commission Resolves: 

The proposed Ordinance amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36, 11.15, and 11.45 is 
hereby recommended for adoption by the Board of County Commissioners. 

ADOPTED this 6th day of June, 2005. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. ___ _ 

Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36, And 37 To Change The "Variance" Parts Of The Zoning Code 
Chapters And Add "Adjustments" As Another Zoning Provision For Modifying Dimensional Standards 

(Language stricken is deleted; double underlined language is new.) 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The individual Zoning Code chapters should be periodically updated and improvements adopted. 
The last substantive amendments to the variance provisions occurred in 1985 and there is a need 
to make some changes. 

b. The present "two tier" approach to variances is appropriate to continue. This approach provides 
different approval criteria for reviewing requests for smaller and greater modifications of 
dimensional standards. 

c. There is a need to add more flexibility in the ability to approve minor modifications to certain 
dimensional standards in the zoning code. The replacement of "minor variance" provisions with 
those for allowing "adjustment" of certain zoning dimensional standards will increase the extent 
of the modification allowed from 25 percent to 40 percent and will change the approval criteria to 
emphasize meeting the purposes of the zoning standard. 

d. There is a need to amend the zoning code to clearly specify the dimensional standards that are 
eligible for modification and the extent to which the standards can be modified. 

e. There is a need to clarify the approval criteria language to better implement the purposes of this 
zoning tool. 

f. There is a need to add a requirement that the requested dimensional modification is the minimum 
necessary to alleviate the difficulty and to add provisions to require mitigation for any adverse 
impacts that result from granting the "adjustment" or variance. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. §§ 33.0005, 34.0005, 35.0005, and 36.0005 are amended as follows: 

§ 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. 

* * * 

BuJfer- See Selhfl_ck. 

Page I Of25- Ordinance Amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, 35, 36, And 37 To Change The "Variance" Parts Of 
The Zoning Code Chapters And Add "Adjustments" As Another Zoning Provision For Modifying 
Dimensional Standards 



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

* * * 

Forest Practices Setback- A type of dimensional setback in the forest zoning districts that provides 
fors.eparat.ionbetweenstmctures.and ... provertyJines ..... Ihis .. setba.ck .. assuresJhat.ac.c.ept.ed forestry 
pr:ac.:tic;(;)~_C.:CIP.:9C:C:Ur()P.:'l.4i 'l.C.:(;)P.:tPr9P(;)t1i(;).~ ... ~jth9!:1L!h(;).<.t.tij ac(;)ptp~Qp(;)l}YQ~J:l(;)rl?,(;)(;)~ljpgJQ ?.:Jt(;)rJhQ~(;) 
practices due to the close proximity of a dwelling or structure. 

* * * 

Lot Line (Front)- In the case of an interior lot, a line separating the lot from the street or 
accessway; in the case of a comer lot, a line separating the narrowest frontage of the lot from a street 
or accessway; and in the case of a flag lot, the lot line closest to and most nearly parallel with the 
street which serves the lot.A n::tiP.:!!ll!:l!!!JrqntJot li~~J~p,giliis CI_.Q!!J:lensiop,alreg,u#e!fienJ to assure 
th<.t.L<.t.P<.t.rC:(;)L9rJ9t h<.t.~ ~YWC.:!(;)p,t ~tr(;)~LfrC>ntag(;) ?.:P.:!:.I.J9L~idth D~'l.r th~ ~tre(;)t!9 <.t.C:C:9~9t:l<.t.!(;) ?.: ~<.t.f~ 
accessdrivewayand.reasonablehuildingarea ... afterc.onsideringJhe ... required.sidemrds. 

* * * 

~et!?ack_::- At til!l~~-this teiJP:i~u~~qjp,t~~C:h<.t.Dg¥?.:1:>lx~!tl1yg~.::d"_H9~-~yer:,_ se_f~afk( ap.d 1!!-JJ[tg)_Pl<IY 
als.o_be a. needed separation between_ a land useLstDlct.ure_.a.nd a feature ofthe land_thatcould be 
adversely .. impactedbytheJandJJs_e/structure_~g.between.stmctures.andw_etlands)._Qthersetback 
I:.~q!:lir~!!!(;)!!t~.<lr~f.()r~!:lC.:llP!:liD()~~~'l.~PYQJiC: ~<tf~!Y9rT~dY_C:ti9D9fD!:li~<.t.DC:(;)~~!:1CllCI~Jh(;).dL~!CIPC:(;) 
nee_ded between a ~vision transmission tower and the qmpertyJine in order to p_rovide an 
areaforpotentiaLic.efallandtowerfailm:eocitmaybeadistancetoreduceJhelevelofadversenoise, 
()g()r,QrYi~!:l<tJjmp?.:c.:t~J() ~~P~!tiY(;)J<.t.Dd !:1~(;)~, 

* * * 

Yard- An open space, on a lot with a building and bounded on one or more sides by such building, 
such space being unoccupied and unobstructed from 30 inches above the ground upward, except as 
otherwise specified in the district. A yard satisfying the yard requirement for one building shall not 
satisfy the yard requirement for another building.Thepumoseofyardsbetween_buildingsand 
propertx lines is to provide s~gbl, air circulation. and safetx from fire hazards. 

* * * 

§ 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. 

* * * 

Buffer- See Setback. 

* * * 

Lot Line (Front)- In the case of an interior lot, a line separating the lot from the street or 
accessway; in the case of a comer lot, a line separating the narrowest frontage of the lot from a street 
or accessway; and in the case of a flag lot, the lot line closest to and most nearly parallel with the 
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street which serves the lot.AJuinimurrtfmntlotJineJengthis adirnensiona.LrequirementJoassure 
tha!_ a _Rarcel or lot h!=!s sufficient str_~_et frontage ?P<i lot width near the __ ~tr::~et to acco~odat~ a safe 
access driveway and reasonable building area afterconsidering_the .reguired side4aLd~, 

* * * 

S~tback:- AtJimes ... thisJerm ... is.used.interchangeablywith. yard.However,setback(and.B.u.ffer) .. may 
<:tlSQQt::<:lPt::~d~<:l ... ~.~P<:lt.:?Ji<?PPt::t~~~P.!'!J?!l<:ili~t::/~!l}l<;!.Yf.t::?!lc:l<tJt::?!l,lt:t::<?f!h~J<tP<:iJh<:ttC::Ql,llq9t:: 
adverselyjm_Racted_ b_y the land use/structure (e.g, between structures and wetlands}. Other s..etback 
requirements are for such p_ill])oses as public safety or reduction of nuisances such as the distance 

P:t::t::<:lt::c:l9~t~t::e!l<:tg}JYt::<:iJt::lt::Y!~i<?Ptr?Psmis~!<?PJ9~t::r: ?_D<:iJht::.Pr::<?.Rt::rtYJip_t::i_D<?rc:l~r:J<?PrQYi<:l~<tP 
area for potential ice fall and tower failure or_ it may be a distance to reduce the level of adverse noise, 
gqgr_, or Yis.Y<t!j_@p_ac:;_ts Jo_seJl~itiy~J!=!Dd_l1St::§_, 

*** 

Yard- An open space, on a lot with a building and bounded on one or more sides by such building, · 
such space being unoccupied and unobstructed from 30 inches above the ground upward, except as 
otherwise specified in the district. A yard satisfying the yard requirement for one building shall not 
satisfy the yard requirement for another building._Ihe PJJmose of..Yards between_buildings and 
pmpe.rtyJines .. .isJopr.ovide.space, .. light, ... a.ir::circulation, .. andsa.fetY ... fromfire hazan:ls, 

* * * 

§ 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. 

* * * 

Buffer - See S..fflbgck. 

* * * 

Forest Prru:tices Setback- A type of dimensional setback in the forest zoning districts tha1J2I.Q.Yides 
for .. s.epa.ration .. b.etwe.en.stmcturesand.pmpertY ... lines .... Ihis.set.backassuresJha.t .. acceptedforestrY 
nractices can occur on adjacent nmperties_without the adjacentn.roperty owner needing to alter those 
mactices due to th_e dose proximit~of a dwelling or structure. 

* * * 

Lot Line (Front)- In the case of an interior lot, a line separating the lot from the street or 
accessway; in the case of a corner lot, a line separating the narrowest frontage of the lot from a street 
or accessway; and in the case of a flag lot, the lot line closest to and most nearly parallel with the 
street which serves the lot A !J:!ip,jrpun:!Jr::o_pt lot lin~ jeng!h is a dimensional req_l]iref!1e.nt to_assyre 

!h<:tL.? .. P<:tr::c::~l<?r::J<?th?~.sl,lf:fic:;i~pts.!r::t::t::tJr::<?m<tgt::?Pc:l .. J<?L~!.c:lthpe?r::tht:: .. ~tr::~~t!<??<;C::.<?r:!lll:1,QQ.?!~<:tcs~fe. 
access driveway and reasonabkbuilding area afler consideringJhe required side yards. 

* * * 
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Setback- At times this term is used interchangeably with J[grd. However~tback (and Buiffii) may 
-·--· ---·-··- -·· -· -·· -·- ·-····· . .. . -· -- .. ·--··--

also be a needed s~paration_between aJand us~/structure and a feature of the land that could be 
ad.ver::selyjmpactedbvJhe landuse!sJructureJe ... g,betw.eenstmcturesand.wetl.ands1. Other::s.etb.ack 
r~~:[Lti!:~PJ:~Dt~<tr~Jqr~.t!<::hPl1ill9.~.~-~-(l-~ ... Pl11:>Ji<::saft;:tyqr_ __ r~4.l!<::ti9D9fDl1.i.~(lD<::t::.~- sl1ch(ls .. !h~ .... 4i.~!(lD<::~ 
needed between a gJ!_yed television transmission tower and the gopert;y line in order to provide an 
ar::eaforpotential ... ice ... falLandJow.e.r::.failureoritrnav .. be ... a .. distanceJoreduce .. theJevelofadversenoise., 
C?.QQI:,QTYi~l1<tlilllP<t<::t~.tC?.~~p~i!iY~ ... J(lDQ11Ses. 

*** 

Yard - An open space, on a lot with a building and bounded on one or more sides by such building, 
such space being unoccupied and unobstructed from 30 inches above the ground upward, except as 
otherwise specified in the district. A yard satisfying the yard requirement for one building shall not 
satisfy the yard requirement for another building. Thepumose ofyardsbetween.buildingsand 
NQperty lines is to provide space,Jight, air circulation. and safety from fire hazards. 

* * * 

§ 36.0005 Definitions. 

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

* * * 

Buffer - See Setback. 

* * * 

Forest Practices Setback-: Aj;ype of,£!iwensi_QUal setback in the forest zoning districts that provides 
fqr~~P<lT<t!i.9Dl:>~!~.eeD ... ~ttl1<::tl1I:~~<lDQ .. PI:C?.P~rtyJi.g~~:Ihi.~.§.?fbgc;:/<:(l~~.l!I~~Jh(lt?<::<::~P1~<;lfqr:~.~!rY 
practicescanoccur::onadi.ac.entmooe.rtieswithoutJheadiacent_pr::op.ertvow.nerne.edingJo ... a.lter::Jhose 
practices <:lue to _the cl9se Pl:()~i!llity_Q(? c!~~_Uipg_ or structure. 

* * * 

Lot Line (Front) - In the case of an interior lot, a line separating the lot from the street or 
accessway; in the case of a corner lot, a line separating the narrowest frontage of the lot from a street 
or accessway; and in the case of a flag lot, the lot line closest to and most nearly parallel with the 
street which serves the lot.AminimumJmntJotline length_is._a __ dimensi.onal requirement to_assure 
thataparceLor::Jothas sufficientstreetfrontageandJotw.idthnear::Jhestr::eetJoaccommodateasafe 
.<!<::<::~~~ <:it:iY.~.~.<lY <tP:<:i. ... I~<l~C?.D<tlJl~ lJ.t!i.J<;lipg <t.rt::.<l <tft~r ... <::9P:~i..<:i.~riJ:lg th~ ... I~!lY.!t:~<:i. ... ~.i<ie. yq~rjs_, 

* * * 

Setback- At times this term i_s used inJercbang~ablx w.ith y_ard. However , _ __setback (a_nd Ru{fgr) may 
also be a needed separation between a land use/structure and a feature of the land that could be 
<t<:lY~r~~lx i!llP?.<::t.~.<:l IJx.th~J<tl:lcl . .t!~~~~-t~t<::tY.r~ ... c~,g, __ \)~t~~eD ... ~t.rY.~tY.r:~~(lP:Q .. ~~tl<tl:lds) .... Qthers_?t!Jqc:k 
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rl:':.guir.l:':me.nts are for ... suchpurposl:':sas .. public ... safe.ty.or.re.ductionofnuisance..s ... s.uch .. a.sJhe. ... distance. 
needed between a guyed t~levisio!1 tr(!nSlll,issjo~ tower and the vmperty linein Qr<:le_r to p[oyi~e_ag 
area for potential ice fall and tower failure or it may be a distance to reduce the level of adYerse noise, 
odor,OLYisual impactsJosl:':nsitiYe landJJ.se.s, 

* * * 

Yard - An open space, on a lot with a building and bounded on one or more sides by such building, 
such space being unoccupied and unobstructed from 30 inches above the ground upward, except as 
otherwise specified in the district. A yard satisfying the yard requirement for one building shall not 
satisfy the yard requirement for another building.Jhe__pllJJ~Qse_ofv!:!:!:<:lsQe__t\Ye_e_~l::l!!U<:liDKS<i!!Q 
moperty lines i_s to movide Slli!fe,light. air circulation. and safety from fire hazard_s. 

* * * 

Section 2. Subsection (A)(4)(a) of§§ 33.0515,34.0515,35.0515, and 36.0515, Temporary 
Health Hardship Permit is amended as follows: 

Section 3. 
as follows: 

* * * 

(a) The proposed siting of the mobile home will satisfy the applicable setback and lot 
coverage standards of the zoning district withoutre_q],!i~iD~ variance. A:D<.t<:ij!!stl!!e_rrtgftbe_ 
setback_reg_uirement ma~be approved. 

* * * 

§§ 33.7600, 34.7600,35.7600, and 36.7600, Variance Approval Criteria, are deleted 

¥a-Fiance l ... pp-Ftwal-Criteria 

(A) The Approval Authority may permit and authorize a variance from the requirements of this 
Chapter only when there are practical difficulties in the application of the Chapter. A Major Variance 
shall be granted only when all of the following criteria are met. A Minor Variance shall met criteria 
(3) and (4). 

8:-}-A-€-ircu-ms.fa£ee-&F-€endi-t±en-api*fes-4&tbe-pre-perty-e-r-t&the-fn:t~ees-n:et-appfy 

~roperty in the same vicinity or district. The circumstance or condition may 
relate to the size, shape, natural features and topography of the property or the location or size of 
physical improvements on the site or the nature of the use compared to surrounding uses. 

(2) The zoning requirement v;ould restrict the use of the subject property to a greater degree than 
i:t-restriets-ether-properti-es-i-n-the-vi-ci-nity-er-ffistri-ct., 

(3) The authorization of the variance will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or 
injurious to property in the vicinity or district in which the property is located, or adversely 
affects the appropriate development of adjoining properties. 
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(4) The granting of the variance will not adversely affect the realization of the Comprehensive 
Plan nor will it establish a use which is not listed in the underlying zone. 

Section 4. §§ 33.7605, 34.7605, 35.7605, and 36.7605 are deleted as follows: 

§ 33.7(;05 Variance Classification 

(A) A Major Variance is one that is in excess of 25 percent of an applicable dimensional requirement. 
A Major Variance must be found to comply with MCC 33.7600 (A). 

(1) A Major Variance must be approved at a public hearing except \Vhen all owners of record of 
property within 1 00 feet of the subject property grant their consent to the variance according to 
the procedures ofMCC 33.7605 (B) (1) and (2). 

(B) A Minor Variance is one that is within 25 percent of an applicable dimensional requirement. The 
approval authority is authorized to grant a Minor Variance in accordance with the following 
conditions: 

( 1) Application shall be accompanied by the written consent of the owner or owners of each lot 
adjoining and across any street--from..t.~ect property; 

(2) The form to be presented to each owner must include the zoning requirement, the amount of 
relief requested by the applicant and a declaration by the owner that the granting of the variance 
shall not harm the value and livability of his property. 

~§_.,3~417. 7+1GM0£5~t----\V'-£at-~r'tliafl-ln~e~el-'Ct-lassifieation 

(A) A Major Variance is one that is in excess of 25 percent of an applicable dimensional requirement. 
A Major Variance must be found to comply with MCC 34.7600 (A). 

(1) A Major Variance must be approved at a public hearing except when all owners of record of 
property within 100 feet of the subject property grant their consent to the variance according to 
the procedures ofMCC 34.7605 (B) (1) and (2). 

fB) A Minor Variance--i-&-Bne that is within 25 percent of an applicable dimensienal requirement. The 
approval authority is authorized to grant a Minor Variance in accordance with the follmving 
conditions: 

( 1) Application shall be accompanied by the written consent of the owner or owners of each lot 
adjoining and across any street from the subject property; 

(2) The form to be presented to each owner must include the zoning requirement, the amount of 
relief requested by the applicant-afl.d a declaration by the owner-that the granting of the variance 
shall not harm the value and livability of his property. 
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§ 35.7()05 Variance Classification 

(A) A Major Variance is one that is in excess of 25 percent of an applicable dimensional requirement. 
A Major Variance must be found to comply 'vVith MCC 35.7600 (A). 

( 1) A Major Variance must be approved at a public hearing except when all ovmers of record of 
property within 100 feet of the subject property grant their consent to the variance according to 
the procedures ofMCC 35.7605 (B) (1) and (2). 

(B)-A-Minoi:-¥arianoo-i-s-e-ne-that-is-within-2--5-pereent of an-appl-ieable-dimensio~requirernenh-+he 
approval authority is autho~or Variance in accordance with-th.e-fellew. 
conditions: 

( 1) Application shall be accompanied by the-written-ooflSent-e.f the owner or owners of each lot 
atijoining and across any street from the subject property; 

(2) The form to be presented to each owner must include the zoning requirement, the amount of 
relief requested by the applicant and a declaration by the owner that the granting of the variance 
shall not harm the value and livability of his property. 

§ 3().7()05 Variance Classification. 

(A) A Major Variance is one that is in excess of25 percent of an applicable dimensional requirement. 
A Major Variance must be found to comply vlith MCC 36.7600 (A). 

( 1) A Major Variance must be approved at a public hearing except when all owners of record of 
preperty-wi-thin-l 00 feet of the subject property grant their consent to the variance according to 
the-procedures ofMGG--36.7605 (B) (1) and (2). 

f-B)-A-MinoF-¥a-riance-f:s-e.ne--that-ts-wit:n-2-5-percent of an-ap:p-li-eabl&ffi.mensienal-requ-i-rernent. The 
apf)FO¥t.t-l-authority is authorized to grant a Minor Variance in accordance with the fellewing 
conditions: 

( 1) Application shall be accompanied by the v;ritten consent of the owner or ovmers of each lot 
adjoining and across any street from the subject property; 

(2) The form to be presented to each mvner must include the zoning requirement, the amount of 
relief requested by the applicant and a declaration by the owner that the granting of the variance 
shall not harm the value and livability of his property. 
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Section 5. §§ 33.7615, 34.7615, 35.7615, and 36.7615 are deleted as follows: 

§ 33.7615 Hillside Residential Variances by AdministratiYe Action 

(A) Notwithstanding the limitation ofMCC 33.7600 (i\), the approval authority may approve 
reductions in the required front setback for hillside residential properties when the following 
conditions exist: 

( 1) Application of the required setback will necessitate extraordinary cutting or filling of the land, 
resulfi.ng-in-potentially unsafe banks; and 

(2) The reduction of the required setback v1ould not permit the development of the property in a 
manner that would be more hazardous or detrimental to the public safety than development within 
the required setback. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection, a hillside residential property is any legally created lot or 
parcel with an average grade from the front to the rear property line of more than five percent. 

§-34.7615 Hills-ide-Residential Varia-aees-by-Adminis-tFative-A£-ti&n 

(A) Notwithstanding the limitation ofMCC 34.7600 (A), the approval autherity may approve 
reductions in the required front setback for hillside residential properties when the following 
conditions eJtist: 

(1) Application of the required setback will necessitate extraordinary cutting or filling of the land, 
resulting in potentially unsafe banks; and 

(2) The reduction of the required setback would not permit the development of the property in a 
manner that would be more hazardous or detrimental to the public safety than development ·.vithin 
the required setback. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection, a hillside residential property is any legally created lot or 
parcel with an average grade from the front to the rear property line of more than five percent. 

§ 35.7615 Hillside Residential Variances by AdministratiYe A:etion 

(A) Notwithstanding the limitation ofMCC 35.7600 (A), the approval authority may approve 
reduetiens in the required-frent-setback fof-hi.ll.s.ide-residentiat-preperties when-the following 
conditions exist: 

(1) Application of the required setback \Vill necessitate extraordinary cutting or filling of the land, 
resulting in potentially unsafe banks; and 

(2) The reduction of the require-d-setback would not permit the development of the property in a 
manner that would be more hazardous or detrimental to the public safety than development within 
the required setback. 
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(B) For the purposes of this subsection, a hillside residential property is any legally created lot or 
parcel with an average grade from the front to the rear property line of more than five percent. 

§ 36.7615 Hillside Residential Varianees by AdministratiYe Aetion. 

(A) Notwithstanding the limitation ofMCC 36.7600 (A), the approval authority may approve 
reductions in the required front setback for hillside residential properties when the following 
eendit:iens exist: 

( 1) Application of the required setback ·.vill necessitate extraordinary cutting or filling of the land, 
resulting in potentially unsafe banks; and 

(2) The reduction of the required setback would not permit the development of the property in a 
manner that would be more hazardous or detrimental to the public safety than development within 
the required setback. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection, a hillside residential property is any legally created lot or 
parcel with an average grade from the front to the rear property line of more than five percent. 

Section 6. §§ 33.7620,34.7620,35.7620, and 36.7620 are deleted as follows: 

§ 33.7620 Landing Field Height Limitation 

(A) In acting on an application for a variance from the height limitations of the Airport Landing Field 
-9i&trict, under MCC 33.4035 (A), the a}:}preva-1-authority shall consider statements from the Federal 
Aviation i\dministration and the Port of Portland as to the effect ofthe variance on the operation of 
air navigation facilities or the safe and efficient use of navigable air space. 

(B) In the event a variance is granted from the height limitation ofMCC 33.4035 (A), a condition of 
such action shall be that such markings or lights shall be installed and maintained at the ovmer's 
expense, as are necessary to indicate to aircraft operators the presence of such structure or natural 
growth. 

Landing Field Height-L-imit-ation 

(A) In acting on an application for a variance from the height limitations of the Airport Landing Field 
.Qistrict, under MCC 34.4035 (A), theapproval authority shall consider statements from the Federal 
1\viation Administration and the Port of Portland as to the effect of the variance on the operation of 
air navigation facilities or the safe and efficient use of navigable air space. 

(B) In the event a variance is granted from the height limitation of MCC 3 4 .4 035 (A), a condition of 
s-uch-action shall be that such markings or lights shall '*H-nstallOO-and maintained at the owneFs­
expense, as are necessary to indicate to aircraft operators the presence of such structure or natural 
growth. 
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---- ---------

§ 35.7620 Landing Field Height Limitation 

(A) In acting on an application fur a variance from the height limitations of the Airport Landing Field 
District, under MCC 35.4035 (A), the approval authority shall consider statements from the Federal 
Aviation Administration and the Port of Portland as to the effect of the variance on the operation of 
air navigation facilities or the safe and efficient use of navigable air space. 

f-BH£-the event a variance is granteEl-frem.-the--higbt-limitation ofMC~), a condition of 
such action shall be that such markings or lights shall be installed and maintained at the owner's 
expense, as are necessary to indicate to aircraft operators the presence of such structure or natural 
growth. 

§ 36.7620 Landing Field Height Limitation. 

(A) In acting on an application fur a variance from the height limitations of the Airport Landing Field 
District, under MCC 36.4035 (A), the approval authority shall consider statements from the Federal 
Aviation Administration and the Port of Portland as to the effect of the variance on the operation of 
air navigation facilities or the safe and efficient use of navigable air space. 

(B) In the event a variance is granted from the height limitation ofMCC 36.4035 (A), a condition of 
such action shall be that such markings or lights shall be installed and maintained at the owner's 
expense, as are necessary to indicate to aircraft operators the presence of such structure or natural 
growth. 

Section 7. §§ 33.7601, 34.7601, 35.7601, and 36.7601 are added as follows: 

ADJUSTMENTS AND VARIANCES 

§ 33.7601 Purpose 

~gulations of this Zoning Code Chanter are designed to implement the Policies of the 
Gomprehensive_Eramew:orkPlanandeachRYnllAreaPlan._However,itisaLs.or..ecognizedJhat 
!?_eca11:§e of the div~rsity~Qfl<l!lci~?BQ.pronerti~~- fQll:nd jP:_the co11:ntx there shq_y1_d be _C\ zoniJ;!g 
nroYisionthatpe.rmits_justifiabledepartmes.fromc.ectain ... Zoning __ C_od.e_dim.ensionaLstand_ardsw:h.ere 
literalapplicationoftheregulationwou.ldresultinexcessiYedifficultie.sorunnecessarxhardshipon 
!ht::m:QPt::rtX9\YP:~t:: 

(B)To ... addr.essthose ... situations, ... modification .. of.the ... dimensionaLstandards ... giv.enjuMCCJJ]606 
~<IXl:J.~.--P~~itt~c;i ___ iftht::<:IPPIQY'!Jal1thqr.i!X ... fiP:4~ .. th<:~t ... tht:: ... <IPPE<::.<:~P:t ... h<l~.-~?ti~f<l<::.tC>t:ily<,~_dqr.~.~~~q<,~gc:l. 
met the resp.ective approy;;1._l criteriajn MCC 33.76JJ_,_Adiustrnents, orJ3.7616,__Var:.iances. If an 
Adjustment or Variance request is anmoved,_t.he anproval authorit:'{J]J.aX attach conditions to the 
c:l.~c;!~iQJ;!_JQ~it!g<,~t~<:~c:l.Y~t:~t:: .... i~pac;ts_"':'hic;h~ight ___ r:t::.~l1lLfr:e>Jl:l .. th~ ... <:IPPTC>Y'!l.:. 
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CCliheAdiu.stmentreview ... Processpmvidesa.mechanismbvwhich.certain .. diroens.ionaLs.t?ndards. 
m~x Qe mqq!fieci __ n()_.!l!()re !h~I140p~rfentj[!_Q¥Jlf()J'l()§.~Q_Q~~d9Jml~nt C()!ltinues t() meetJhe inte:_n,ded 
pl.lmose of the regulations. Adjustment review:s_provideJlexibility for unqsual sitllations and allow_Jor 
alternativeway,sJomeetthepumos.esof.theremlation. 

(D) The Variance review process differs from the Adjustment review by providing a mechanism by 
which .. Itgreatervariation_from ... thes.tandard .. than ... 40percent ... maybeapprovedforcertainzoning 
4.im~!lsi911~t .. ~eql,lirem~I1ts, __ .Ihe Y~ri~g<:;~ ~Im!:9Y~L<:;ritt;:ri~---~!:~. Q~s~Q._1,1P9!1.th~_tr~4.itig11~l ... ~~~!~11<:;t;: 
con~epts that are directed_tow.ards consideration of circ_ums._t_ance.s or conditions on a subject property 
that do not a~generally to other properties in the same vicinitY, 

Al_lproposed modification of the dimensional standards given in MCC 33.7606(A){2) shall be 
t:~~i e.\Y~cl unci~!: th~ __ Vari~I1~s::re~i~~ P!:()<:;t;:sst:~g~:rqless <:>.fth~RrQ.R()s~ciper<:;c:_!l,tag~ mod.!:ficatio!). 

ADJUSTMENTS AND VARIANCES 

§ 34.7601 Purpose 

(A)Theregulationsofthis .. ZoniugCodeChapterare.des.ignedJoimplementthePolicies.ofthe 
Comprehensive Framework Plan and each Rural Area Plan. However, it is also recognized that 
because of the diversity of lands and properties foqnd in the county there should be a zoning 
pmvisionJhat permitsiustifiab.le ... departJJresfrom.c.ertainZoning_Code ... dimensionaLstandards_where 
Jit~t:~L~RPh<:;~ti<?119fth~:r~ggt~ti9!1~91,1J4.:r~s1,1Jt.ji1 t;:~<:;t;:ss!Yt;: ci~f.fj~l,l!tit;:ss>Il,!DD~<:;t;:ss~a h~t:4shi.R 911 
the pmperty owner. 

(~)I9 ~Mt:~ssth<?s~sitY~t~9Ds,m9ci!:fi<:;~ti9119fth~ <::limt;:!lsi911~1st~!lci~cis gi~t;:DjDMG(_}4,79Q§ 
may be permitted if the approvaJ authority finds that the ap_plicant has satisfactorily addressed and 
m~t th~-r~sp~~tive <!pprqy~l-~t:it~r!~ i11MGG ;?_:t791L_A_cijys.!!:!!e:.Dts, ()r 3_:4.Jt:)l6,Va_r~nce~=l[an 
Aci.iYstm~m 9t: Y~t:i~11<:;~t:~qy~s.tjs. ~P.Rt:<?Yeci. t.h~ ~RRt:9~~1~1,1!h9t:it.Y!:D~v~tt.~fhggD<::iitigDs t2th~ 
ds;cis.ionJomitigate_adverseimpacts.which .. mightres:ult ... fromJheapprovaL_ 

(G) Ih~ A<fjys.t.m~r:!Lt:~Yi~"Y Pt:9~~ss Pt:9Yici~s ~ rp,~~h~Dis!:!!!?v"Yh!gh<:;~t:!~~114!m~Ds!9!1~Lst~114~t:4s 
mayb.e.modi.fiedno __ moreJhan40nexcentifthe .. propos.ed .. developmentcontinllesJo me~tJheintend.~d 
PYill9s~gfJh~r~ggJ~ti9Ds,A4i!J.s!.!l!~.P:.tT~Yi~"Y~Pt:9¥ici~J1~Qi!?iE.t..x:f.9J::. .. YP:~SY~l.._~!t!lat!911S ap.q ~llo~fqr 
alt~ma.tive ways to m.eetthe purposes of the.regJ.Jlation_. 

(12) The Variance review process differs from t\:le Adjustment review by=providing a mechani_sm b.x: 
which a greater variation from the standard than 40 percent max be approved for certain zoning 
dimensiona.L.r.equirements .. IheYarianceapprova.l .. crit.eriaareb.as.ed:uponJheJmditional variance 
C:QP:<:;~P!st.h~L~t:~ <fit:~C:t~cl!9"Y~t:4s g<;>Dsi4~t:~!i9P:Q[<:;it:<:;Y.!l!st~DC:~s Qt: <:;ggq!t!9Ds 911 ~ s.y])j~c;Lpum~t:!X 
that do not a_pp_ly_generally to_ oJh.er prop~rties in the same vic.init.Y, 

Al.l ... m:QR9se<:lm9<fifj<:;~tiqggf_th~ .. 4im~!lsi9!l~J ... st.~114~t:4s .. giy~p._i11_M~( ... ~4J9Q§(A)G1sh~H .. Q~ 
reviewed under the Variance review process regardless of the wposed percentage modi_fication. 
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ADJUSTMENTS AND VARIANCES 

§ 35.7601 Pul]lQ..S!< 

CALThe regulations of this ZonimLCode Chapter are designed to implement the Policies of the 
ComprehensiveErameworkPla!landeachRmal .. AreaP.lan, .. Howev.er, ... iti.salso_xecognizedJhat 
l:l~~l:lY~t::_Qf .. !h~<:iiye;:r:~iJygf .. lC1P<:i~ .. C1P<:iPrope;:rt.i~~ ... f9YP<:ijp .. tht:: .. ~9YPtY .. tht::t:t::.~hgyl<:il:l.t:: .... C1 ... ~Qping 
proyision_ that _pe.rmitsjustifiable_ departuresJmmcertainZoning Code_dimensionaLstandardswhere 
literal application of the regplation would result in excessive difficulties or unnecessary hardship o..n 
!h~.PI:QPt::rtY .. Q'>YPt::I:, 

ai1J9;:tdclr:c;:ss_t.h-9=~e::~jJ~.Cl1L91b~,!!l()_difjs::?ti(lP Qf!h~9imt::P:~!QP:aL~t(lpd;;tr<:l~_giy~j_t!__M._G~1?-+,76...Q§ 
!!l<lYPt:: P~~t.tt::<:l ift.ht::C1PPI:9YC1LC1Y!h9r:ityfip~i~t.hC1ttht::?PPJi~C1PthC1~ ~C1ti~f<l~t9I:iJYC1<:l<:l!~~~t::4 C1P<:i 
meUhe.remect.iveapprovalcriteriajnMCC ... 3.5.,76J.l,Adiustments, .. or3.5_.76J6,Y_ariances,Ifan 
AdjJJstment or Variauce reg_uest is approved, the approval authority may attach conditions to the 
4t::~i~igpJQmi!igC1J~ C1<:iYt::I:~~jmpC1~!~'>Yhi~}:l mightr:~~ylt.ft:Q!!l t.ht:: C1PPI:9YC1L 

~).The Adjustment r~view process pr:gv_i<l,~s amechan!_srp bYJ:Yhich certain dimensional standards 
mabbe modi_fis:d no more than 40 percent_ if the _proposed development continues to meet the intended 
pumoseoftheregu1ations,Adiustmentreviewsprovidefkxibility_forun.usuaLsituationsanda1lowfor 
alternative ways to meet the R1!...rnoses of the regulation . 

.(Q}. The Yariance.review .pmcessdiffers.JromtheAdiJJstmentrevi.e.w:hyproYidingamechanismby 
'>Yhi<::hC1.g[t::C1t~r.YC1r:iC1!I9!:!ft:9!P .. tht::_~!C1P<:iC1r<:l ... thC1P.4Q .. J2t::r<::~Pt_mC1Y ... l:l~_(lpprQYt::<:if9r<::~r:t.C1i!:!:t:QPiPg 
dimensional reg!lireme.nts._The._Y ariance_apnrovaLcriteria ar_ehased uponJhe traditionaL Yarianc.e 
concepts that are directed towards consideration of circumstances or conditions on a subject property 
!hC1t<:i9P9tC1PPJYg~pc;:r:C11JY tggt.h~rPLQP~r:t.i~~iP t}:le:: ~C1!!lt::Yis::ipity, 

a!1Pt:QR9.~t::..4~m£Kiiti~~'ltiQn=q,fJJJ:t::_4i!P=~n~i9JJ~,JitC1!ld.C1r4~_gj ~~pjp _ _M GC ~ 5. 7 ()06{8lGl-_§_lfJ!.llli~ 
I:t::Yit::'>Yt::<:iY!:!<:lt::r: .. t.ht::.YC1DC1P~t:: ... rt::Yit::'>Y ... PI:9<::t::.~~-rt::g?r:<:lJt::.~~-9f.t.ht::Pr9P9~t::<:ll2t::r<::t::ll,t.l:!gt::m9<:lifi~C1t.i<?P, 

ADJUSTMENTS AND VARIANCES 

§ 36.7601 Purpose 

(A) The reg:ylations of this Zoning Code ChaRter are designed to implement the Policies of the 
Comwehensive Framework Plan and each Rural Area Plan. However. it is also recognized that 
because ... ofthe ... diversity .. of.la.nds .... and .. properti.e..s .... found .. in .. the ... c.ountyJhere .... should.be .... a .. z.oning 
Rr9Yi~i9P!hC1t .. Pt::t:mit..~ .. j.~~t.ifiC11:l.l.t:: .... <:i.t::R.C1r:!~rt::~Jr91Il_~~rtC1iP ... Z.9.P:.iPg_ .. G.<?4t::<:li.m~P~i<?PC1l. .. ~tC1.P:.<:lC1r<:l~.VI_h.t::rt:: 
literal aiJRlicationof the re.gylation would_resu1Lin e_xcessive difficulties Qr utiDecess_ary_hardshiR on 
the property owner, 

Ql) To address those s_ituations'==modificat_ion of the dimensional standards given inMC__C 36.7606 
may be permitted if t4e '!RRr_oval_ '!UthQrityJlpds_ that the~plicant has satisfactorilx addressed ftn<i 
!!lt::t!ht::r:t::~Pt::<::t_iyt;:C1PPr9YC1l<::rit~riC1j!:!MG.G.J§,]§Jl,:A,<:lj~~tmt::Pt.~, <?r:J§,]()_l(),YC1t:iC1PS::t::~,JfC1P 
Adiu.sJ.ment .or_VarianGe_xequest is.a{Jproyed, the_ap_pr.ovaLauthority_ma_y_att.ach conditions to the. 
decision to mitigate adverse imiJacts which might result from the approval. 
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----------------------------------------------------------------------·-------· 

(C)Th~Adi.ustmentr~view.processprovidesamechanismbywhichc~rtaindimensionaLstandards 
J11~yb~_!Po~i[led l!Q._1:!1Qn;_!h<.ln 49_P(;:!:~~pJ tfth~P!:QQQI?.t':Q9:~'::~lcmmegt cont)nuesJg f!1eet_tl!~intend~~ 
purpose of the regulations., Adinstment reviews provide fle.xibility_for unusuaLsituations.andallow for 
altemative.wavsJomeetthepumos~softherewlation. 

(12) The Variance review process differs from the Adjustment review by providing a mechanism by 
whichagreatervariationfmmthe .. standardJhan4QpercentmaybeappmvedJorcertainzoning 
4t!llensiot1al ... r~ql1.ir(':!Jlt':!!t~,Tht':Yatia!!~t': .. aPPTQYal .. ~riteria.a.rt':l:Ja~~4l1PQ!!!ht':.!ra<:!itiggal ... Yartanc~ 
con.c.epts that are directed toward.s consid~Gltion of ci.rcumstance.s or conditions on a subject _prop_erty 
that do not app4g_enerally to_ other properties in the same vicinity, 

All proposed modification of the dimensional standards given in MCC 36. 7606(A).(2)__shall be 
r~Yie"Yt':c!l1!!Q(;:r!h~Yatia!!~er~yi~.'>Y pr:o~e~~-r~~r4lessgf th~,pmpose~L,p_ercentag~_mo.Q!JI~atiQ!!.: 

Section 8. §§ 33.7606, 34.7606,35.7606, and 36.7606, Scope, are added as follows: 

§ 33.7606 Scope 
§ 34.7606 Scope 
§ 35.7606 Scop.e 
§ 36.7606 Sco_p..e 

(A) Dim~n.siona_l standa.rds that may_be modified under an Adjustment review (modified no more than 
40 ... p~rcent1are.yards,setbacks .•... forestmactic.es.setbacks, ... buffers,minimumfmntlotJine .. l.ength,.flag 
l.<?tP<?le !Yi<:!th, ~l11:4~:sa~JeJ:!gfu,gl1J::<:!(;::~a~ !l1r!!ar9l1!!4ra4!l1s, a!!c! <:!ime.PsiQ!!s <?.La PtiYa!(;: ~tr~et, 
except the_follow.:ing~ 

0)R(;:c:ll1~ti<?D9fYar4~/st':!l:Ja~l<./l:Jl1ff.~rrt':m:~.ireme!!ts.'>Yi!higth(;:~Jgp,ift~a!!t~DYir<?.!!P:!~!!!al<::::<?.!!~t':r!! 
f_S_EC) and Willam.ette River Green~(WRG) overlay_districts an.d the Commercial Forest Use 
ftre.saf(;:!Y?.Q!!(;:ar~_!!<?.La!lg.'>Y~Ql1!!4~r!he.b.oc:lj.l1.s!m~!!!.IlrQ.~_t':~?.s; agc:l 

C21.Reductionofyards/setback/bufferreqJJirement.s .. w:ithin.th~Hillside_Development.Larg~Eills., 
Mineral Extraction,__a.nd Ra.dio and Televi_sion Transmissism Towers Code Sections and anx 
i!!~r(;:a~eJ<?.Jht':_!!:!aximl1ml:Jl1il4!!lghe!ght_~haH_<?.!!lxl:Jert':Yit':"Y:e4. ... asYatia!!~~§;a~4 

fl1M!P_gr_!!124tf!fa!!9.!!9LXarctsi ~et bac~~?.(buff~rs in th~ g_f~~_str(;:~t Park!gg a,gd Q~~ig!!r~Yi~.'>Y 
standax_ds are _allowed_ only through the "exception" pmYision_s in e.ach re.s.pe.cJjve Code s~ct.ion .. 

fiD Dimensional standards that may be modified under a Variance review are yards. setbacks. forest 
practices setbacks'=btJJfers., min.imllm front lot line leng!_h,__h.eighl,_sjgn heightJlagJot pole width'=c.ul­
de:sacJength,_cuJ:de:sac ... turnamynd.radius.,.and .. dim.ensionsofa.PriYate.stre.et, .. exc.ept .. thefollowin~ 

!l)_RedJ.tction.oLxaxds/setback!buffeueguirements_within the_ SignificantEnvimnm.e.ntaLCom~ern 
L~d Willamette River Greenway (WRG1 overla.Y districts; and 

f2) Modification of fire safety zone st_an.dards given in Commercial Forest Use districts; and 
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!C)Thedimens.ionalstandardsJisted.in .. CAtand(H)_abovearetheonlvstapdardsgligibkfor 
Adj_y~trneD.tor_Yariance_underthese RroyisiQ!;!S. A,gju~tments_and Variances are not allowed_for anx 
other standard including,_ but not _limited to, rninin:rumJot area, modification_ of a_threshold ofreview 
Ce.g.c.ubi.cxat:ds.Jor.aLa.rgeEilD .• modi.fication_ofadefinition(e.g.JQinches oLunob:stmctedoPeP 
SR!l<::~ i!! th~C:i~flpitiqpgfx~rciJ, JA9ciif!<::~ti9!!C>f~D ~U9"Y~ci ci~D.~itxiP ~.E.>l~!!!!~ci P~Y~l<?R!!:l:~D.t9r 
houseboat mooraKe. or to allow a land use that is not allowed byjh_e Zoning DisJricJ., 

Section 9. §§ 33.7611, 34.7611, 35.7611, and 36.7611 are added as follows: 

§ 33.7611 Adjustment Approval Criteria 

Ih~ARPI:'9Y~l.All.!h9ri !X.!!:l:l:lX .. R~I:'!!:l:i! ~!!cll:lll.!h9J:i?;~ ... ~.!!:l:Qclifl.<::l:lti9D 9l!!Q.!!:l:()J:'~-th~D4Q ... R.!::r<::!::!!t9f.!h~ 
dimensional .... standards .. giveninMCCJ3 .. 76.06JJPon.findingthatalLthefollowingstandards .. in(A)JhroJJgh 
m) are met; 

{A)Grantingtheadiustmentwillequallym:bettermeetthev.umoseofthereiDJlationtobemodified; 
~D.cl 

(B1.Anyimpacts.resultingfromthe .. adi.ustmentaremitigatedto.theextent ... m:ac.tical ..... Thatmitigation 
ma~include, but is not limited to,J>uch considerations as provision for adequate light and privacx_to 
adjoining_Rropert_ies.,_ad_eguate access. and a design that addresses the site topographx~gnificaJJ.t 
veget.ation .... anddraina~ ... and 

(h)Jfmon:.Jhan,Qp.eadjustmentis heingx.equest.ed,Jhe __ cJJmu.lativeeffectof.theadjJJstmentsr~s.ult~jn 
fL_pwject which is still consistent with the overall ffiLroose of the zoning district; and 

(Dllit.h~ properties are zoned farm (EFU) or forest CCFU)~Immosal will not force a significant 
&l:!!l_D.g~:: !P,QT~ignifl<::~ntb; i!!~J:'~I:l~.S:. .. !hi::<::9;'!!9L.I:l<::.fS~PJ.¥.o<if<?.~~t~qr.f~X.Wi!!&,Pr5!£iL~~=Ql}_th¥ ~Y!?.i~<::! 
RJ:'<?.R.~.J:!Y..~!!cl_~<i.i.9.iD.iDgJ~Dcl~.; .. l:lDcl 

(E) If in a Rural Residential (RR) or Rural Center CRC) zone. the proRosal will not significantlx 
<i.~tJ:~<::t .. fiQ!!!Jl:!~_liYI:l!?iJitY ... 9J:'~RP~~rl:l!!<::~<?.f.!h~ ... r~~ici~D.!i~1!1J:~I:l, 

§ 34.7611 Adjustment Approval Criteria 

The Approval Auth.oritLma~p_e.!JJlit and authorize a modification of no more than 40 percent of the 
dimensionaLstandards ... given .. inMCCJ4 .. 76.06 .. upon .. findingthatalLthe .. following ... sta.ndards .. in ... (A) ... througb 
.W.1~r~ .. !!:l:~t 

(A)Ci:ranJingJheadiustment .. .willeauallvox.better. ... meet.the_pumose ofthe.regulation ... tobe .. modified; 
~Pel 

illtA!!x.i.J:D.Q~<::!.§X~ll.Jli!!K_frQ!Jl !4~-~cii_ll.§tJ:D.~D.t ar:~_Il!it!gated t9 the ~xt~D.LRra<;,tk<!LI!laJmi!i~L<;m 
!!:l:~Yi1l<::Jt!cl!::, .. !?.t!Li~.!!<?.!.Ji!!:l:~!~clJQ, .... ~t!<::h.<::<?.!!.~!ci~r~t!<?.D.~_;:t~QJ:'QYi~.igD.f9t~cl.~£lll.l:l!.~ ... Hght<:tr.!cl.PriY;:t<::Y: ... te> 
a..dj.oining~PI2.P~rties.,_adequate a.c_c.ess.,__and __ ad~sign.that addresses the. site.JopograPhx~gillfic_affi 
veg_etation'=and drainage; and 
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fC).lfmoreJhan .. oneadiJJstmentis .. beingreq:uested, .. the ... cum:ulativeeffectoftheadi:ustmentsresultsin 
fi_proj_ec! which is still consistent with the ove_rall RY-mose of the zoning.ilistric!: anc! 

(D)Jfthe.mope.rti.es ... are ... zonedJarm{EEU)or.for.est(CEU),JheProposal .. wilLnotforce ... a .. significant 
<::ha!lge. .. !!l,or_~i_gn!fi<::<t!ltlyjpc::..re.<t~e..the.<::gstgf,_C!<::<::.e.Pte.c:lf9re.~ta9rf<t}"l!li!lKPI"C!<::tic::..es ... 9.!l!he.~lcllJi¥¥! 
propertY and adj.oining lands: and 

Q~J If .in. C!R_uraLRe_~ic:le.!lti.<tl.CRRt<:>.rRlclrl:IL~e_pte_r (R~1:Z:9.!le.,Jht::ru:QPQS<tL".YiJ.l .. !l9.t .. sigll,i_fi<::l:l!lt!x 
detra_ctfrom the.liv!lbility or appearance of the residentiaJ ar.e.a ... 

§ 35.7611 Adjustment Approval Criteria 

TheAppmval.Author:itY.maypermit ... andauthorizeamodific.ation.ofnomor.eJhan4Qper:c.ent .. ofthe 
dimensional standards given in MCC 35.7606 upon finding that all the following standards in (A) througb 
m1 ... ar:e..l!l:e.t: 

CALG.J:J!JJ.lffigJJ:!e._?Qilcl~tme_g!".YilLe.~YC!llx or better meet tpemQ~~pf t1:!¥.=~ggJ<tti9P:t9 ]?e_mq~hfie_c:l; 
and 

£ID Any impacts resulting from the adjustment are mitigated to the extent practical. That mitig,ation 
111~-Y indu.de, but is not limited to, such considerations as provision for a$le_Q.!J_at~_lighJ=~tt-fLPLi~~y tq_ 
adi.oiningproperties., .... adequate .. access .• anda desimthataddr:ess.es .. thesiteJopography,_significant 
ye_ge_tC!ti.9P, .. C!!lc:l .. c:l!:?i!lC!~;._(lll,Q 

(C) Ifm.ore than one adjustment is being requested. the cumulative effect of the adj_ustr:nents restJlts in 
<:ttv:c:>ie.c::..t".Yhi<::hj~ ~tiH<::<:>.P~i~te_gt ".Yi.t.hthe. gye_r::~l.1IDLfP9~e.<:>.fthe. :z:ggiggc:li~tr:i<::t; <111:c:l 

.Q:21ILthe.J=!fOl?_e.rt!e_~_ '!re zogecLfarm illE~lgr: forest (~E!ll,Jhe.P!:QROS'!l. w_ill_llot_fqrce_(l_~igg!t!<::l:\!:!1 
c::..h::~Pge. ig,gr ~!gnifi<::l:l!l!LY ips;J;~f.l.~<:.:the_ C::..9~tgf, C!<::~e.P!~c:lJqre_~trY<:>.!:J<t[1!1ip~Pfl:IC::..!i<::e.~c:>!:!!h~ ~Yl:lie.<::t 
prorertY ... and .. adioiningJands; .... and 

UD.lf)!:!<l .. RYr<tLRe.~ige_gt.!.::~! ... (RR}<:>.rRYr<tJ~~Pte.r{l:~.~-)~oge_,Jh~Pr.9.P.9..~l:I.L".Yi.l.! ... !l9..t.~.igpi.fi.<::l:l!ltlY 
detractJmmtheJivahilitYoLappear:anceoftheresidentialarea. 

§ 36.7611 AdjQstment AJUl[_oval Criteria 

Ihe_Appmval .. A.uthoritv ... may .. p.e.rrnitand.authorize.a ... modificaJionoLnomor:eJhanAO ... Percentof .. the 
c:lim~p~iQP?J~t<l!:!c:l<trc:l~ giye_g igM~~J§.,?§Q§.ypgp figc:li.!:!K!h<lt C!U the.f9H9.".Y!PK~tl:!Pc:l<l!:c:l~ ig (A) thr9l!gb 
~) areme.t 

!:a1GT<:t!:!tipgJhe. ... l:l<:ijustl!l:e.!l! ... ".Yil! ... e.gy(lJlygrl:Je.tte.r ... me.e.t ... th~.P.llill.c)se_ ___ 9f.the. ... re.gyJ<lti9!:! .. t<:>. .. l:le. .. !!!:9.c:l.ifie_c:l~ 
and 

C!itAPx !P:!I?<l<::t~ re_~yJt!pgfr9!!1: the. C~<:ijp~Jme.Dt<lre. l!l:itig(lte_c:l !Pthe. e.~te.!:!tPT<l<::ti<::<tLih<:ttmitig(ltigp 
may_include.J?ut is not limited to,_such considerations_as provisim1Jor a.deqtJateJig)}.tand=mivacyJo 
adjoiningJmmerties. adequate access. and a design that addresses the site topQ_gra.Phy,_signllicant 
ye_g~t<l!i()ll,,l:\!l<:l.c:lr:::~ip::~~;(lll,Q 
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------------------

(k,) !f !l!QI_e Jl:J,a!}_Qn~ ?Qj!l~tm~J:lt is g~ing_r.egue_~1~4.Jh~ <;!ln:l,J.:!l?:ti_v~~ff<::<;t o_fth~?:45!l~tD!eJ;!t§_r.~§!lJ!~ig 
a p_roj ect which_is still consist.e.ntwith th.e..overall_P.Umose_ oLth.e z_o.ning_ dis.tri_ct;_and 

a::tJ ... !f .. th~_pf()P~!:1i~§?:f~ .. ?Qll~4J?:J}ll (g:f1D9r .. f<:>r~§t(<;:flJ) .. th~PmPQ§?:l .. Y'!W.!!9t .. f<:>r<::.~ ... ?:§!gp,ifi:<;?:D! 
change in, or significantly in.crease the cost of. accepted forestry or farming_practices on the subject 
propertvandadi.o.iningJands; ... and 

(E) If in a Rural Residential CRRLor Rural Center CRCLzone,_the proposal will nots_ignifi.cantly 
detract from the livability or appearance of the residential area. 

Section 10. §§ 33.7616, 34.7616, 35.7616, and 36.7616 are added as follows: 

§ 33.7616 Variance Approval Criteria 

IheApprovaLA:utho.ritvmayperrnitand_authorize_a_variance .. fmmthedimensional ... stand<:lrdsgivenjn 
M_~~C:::~l~_,_7_§Q2!!lbQ!!.fi!:l4ill&lP_?:talLth~_fq!lQ'Ying_§t?f!Qard~jg£a)JhrQ!:!~(f}~r~!P,~t:_ 

(AJ .. Acirc.u.mstanc.e.or __ c_o.ndition .. appliesJoJhepropertvorto.JhejntendedJJseJhatdo.esnotapply 
generally to other property in the same vicinity or zoning district. The circumstance or condition m~ 
relate to: 

!2) The location or size of existing,phsical improvements on the site, 01: 

!J) The n_atJJre of the lJse compared to Sll!Toundin~ses~ 

G.n ... Ih~---~9.!:liPK .. r~q!:!ir~P::l~.!!LY'!9!:!l<:l .. §Y.1?.§t.?:ll!i?:UYr~§tri<;tth~ ... !l§.~ ... 9fth~ .. §Y.\J.i.~.~-t ... IID?P~rtY .. tQ __ ?: __ gr~::l!~r 
degree .. than .. itrestrictsotherpropert.iesjn_the ... vicinityo.r.distri.c.t, .. o.r 

~)~~iJ:<::Y.P::l§t?:!:l<::~Qf~QllQiti_Qllth?:t_Y'!::l§ !}QL?Dti<::!P::i1~4 ?:!th~ ti!P:~ th~ ~gg~ _r.~q!:!if~!Il~!:lLY'!::l§ 
adopted, 

.(21 Ihe_list_oLexamples in (l)Jhr_ougj;L(j.} ahoveshalLnotJimitthe considerati_o_n_of other 
circumstancesorconditionsjnJheapplicationofthis. __ approvaLc.riteria .. 

(a) The circumstance or condition in (A} above tha_t is found to satisJy_the approval criteria is not of 
the ... a.pplicant'sor .. Pre.sentpmpertyowner~s .. making .. and .. do.es ... not .. r.es.ult ... solelymfrompersonal 
<:;it:<;!:!JP.~~~!:l~t::~9.fth~ ?:PPh<::::iDt9rPr9.P~DY9._"YD~r, P~f§()!:l?:!~ir<::Y!:!:l§t?:!}<::~§ ig~Jyq~,!?.!lt ?:r~m!:l9.L!iP::lit~q 
to, financial circumstances, 

(~) .. Ih~r~mi~ __ .Pr:?:~ti<;::iL9:iffi<::):l!!Y9.f.Y.~~~~~~?:IYh<l:fQ§h!P .. _tqth~ .. P~.()p_~rtY9.Y'!D~r: ... iD .. th~.?PPl.i_~::ltiog ___ qf 
the dimensional standard, 

a::t1 ... Iht::?Yth<:>r:i?::l!i9.D9.f!h~Y<l:fi::lll<;~Y'!iJJggt __ b~.P::l.~.t~ri::llly .4~triP::l~!:lt?:lJ<:> ... tht:: __ pyblic. .. Y'!.t::.!f::lregr 
iniwious Jo.property_in the_vicini_ty oLzoning districtin.which~th\t,,PIDPertyisJqcated, oradversely 
affects the appropriate development of adjoi!Jing__properties, 
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.LID ... Ihe.V..ariancer.equestedistheminimumnecessa!YYariationJmmtheCodereguirementw.hich 
'YQ~lc.l_~u~:~i9l~!h~c.l!ff1fult~ 

(E)AnyjmpactsresultingJromthevariancearemitigated.JoJhe.extent .. RracticaLThatmitigationmay 
igc;:Jyq~, QYt ... is .. !!9! ... l!111i!~.c.l.!9 ,sYfJ!.c()l)s.~c.l~ratiggs. .. asp~QY!s.iQ.DlQI" .. <lc.i~gy(:lt~ .. J!gpt ~t1QPDY<lc;:Y .. !9 
a.djJ>ining,_]2roperties. adequate access. and a design that addresses the site topography. significant 
vegetation, and draina~ 

§ 34.7616 Variance Approval Criteria 

Ibot?=APR!:<?Yill £\Y!h<?ri!Y111<l~R~!"111i t <lP_c.l <ll!thQ!:i:l~ -~Y<lriq,n,<;:~t?-lL9111!ill:_<:!i111~!lsioJJ<l1§t9Dc.l9Lc!~=giy~gin 
M.C::::.<:; .. J4.]§Q() ypggj}gd!gg_th~L<lll.!h~f<?!l<?'YiDg s!~Dc.l<l!:c.lsjD(A1 ... !hr9ugh(f).<lT.~-!P:~L 

,(A)_A circumstance or condition a1mlies to the property or to the intended use that does not apJ2ly 
g~DY!:<lllY ... !99!h~!:.Pl"9P~rtYi!l !h~s~J:!!~Yifi@tyq_r: :lQDiDKc.iis!!:if!,Ih~_fil"fu!!lst~pfyQI". c;:ggc.li!iQgJ:!l(:lY 
relateJo:. 

ill.The size, sha~. natural features and toRQ.granhy ofJh_e_p_r_op_.erty,_or 

(2Uhe location or size of existing_Jiliysical improvements on the site, or 

(3J .. Ihe.natme ... of.the ... usecompared.to~mrrounding_use.s, ... or 

8:1Thezoningr.eqJJirement would sub.stanti"!,lly_r_estrictth~J:.I§~pJJh,e.su]liffitpr.opertyJ.g,,agrea.t.er 
degree than it restricts other RrQperties in the vicinity or district, or 

(i) A circumstance or condition that was not anticipated at the ti111e_!he Code _ _r~guirement was 
t~:do~<i..: 

{21Ih.elistof.e.xamp.lesin{l) ... througlL(5)aboveshall .. not ... limi.t ... the .. c.onsideration ... ofother 
circumstances or conditions in the a,rplication of this ap2roval criteria. 

CB.tihecirc.umstanceorconditionin(Alahov_e .. that .. isJmmd.to ... s.a.tis.fv .. theapprovaLcciteria ... i.sJ1ot.of 
!hy_gPRli~<l!lt:.~<?!:_PL~§.ent_pmQ~DYQ'Y.!l.Y!:~s ll!<l~(ng_~gq_gQ~~l.lQ,LL~sJtJLs9le_lyf!:Q!P:_Pe!:s9.D'!l 
cir.c.l!mstanc~s of the. aQpliQant or __ pro,rert.y_ ow.ne.r. Personalcircumstances inclu.de,_.b.ut.arenotlimited 
to,financialcirc!J.mstances, 

(C) There is practical difficulty or unnecessary hardshiR to the pro2erty owner in the application of 
the ... dimensionalstandard. 

!Ill The authori_z_ation of the variance will not be materially detrimentaLtoJh.e Ql.lblic welfare or 
inimimls .... to .. proper.tyinJhe.vicinitx .. orzoning .. districtin.which ... theproP.er.txis ... locate.d, ... oradversely 
<lff~c;:tsthY<lPI2!:9P!:i<lt~<:iYY~l9.P!P:~.DL9f9:<:i.i<?iDiD~&,Rm.P~rtiys, 

L~1Ihy_y <lriagc;:y r~79,Uy§J~gjs tf!y_J:l!ini!!!!l!!l_!!~fy§§~~YS!tig!Lg,P:Jm!!!Jh~~~~<:le_!:y.!JJJi!:~!!l~ill'Yh!~h 
'Y9Yl4<1Il.~Yi~t~Jh~ .. c:iiff1fYltY, 

!fl Any impacts resultingJrom the variance are mitigated to the extent 2ractical. That mitigation may 
igc;:Juc.l~._pyti§D<?t!i!!!i!~c:iJ<?,sufh~QD§iq~ratigps as .m<:JyisiggfQI<lc.l~nt1atytight<l!1:c.i.Rl"iY<l~.YtQ. 
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adi oiningprop~rties., adequate access, andades.ign thataddre.ssesJhesiteJopography, s.igpific.ant 
~Jlnd draip.a~ 

§ 35.7616 Variance Approval Criteria 

Ih<:: .. APPT9YC1lA!:!!P9Ti!Y~C1YP~r:rlli! .. C1DQ.C1!:!IP9T!:?~C1YC1Ti_(ll1,~<::.Jr:9TJ:1,Jh~ ... <:l!m<::D§!9PC1Jm§!C1DQ(lTQ§_g!y<::gi_l! 
MGC .. 35.7 606_u.pon. findingJhat alLtheJollowings.tandards.inL£\.) .. thmugJL(E}.are .met.: 

(A)A~ir:~!:!T11,§!C1D<::<::9T<:9D<:iit!9D.C1PPH.<::.§ ... to tll~ ... PWP<::DY ... 9TJ9 ... th~iDt<::nd~<:i. ... l1§<::!llC1t .. cl9~§ ... D9t C1PP!Y 
generally to other .ru:gperty in the same vicinity or zoninJLdistrict. The circumstance or condition may 
relate to: 

CD .. The ... s.ize,s.hape,JJatuml.featm~sandJopographyofthewop~rty, __ or 

(4) .. Ihe .. .zoningxeguiremenLwould .. substantially.xestrictJhe ... .Llseofthesubjec.tpropertv.toa ... greater 
degree than it restricts other ~perties in the vicinity or district~ 

(51Acirc.ums.tance_oLconditionJhatwas. notanticipated attheJimeJh~Cod~requiremeJJtwas 
C1<:i.9Pt<::4., 

!.21 The list of examples in (1) throu~~) above shall not limit the consideration of other 
~ir:<:l1r.P.§t(lg~~§9T ~9Pcli!i9D§ ig !h~ C1RPJi~C1ti9D9f!hi_§ <lPPT9YC1l~r:it<::r:i<t, 

!.JiLI11y=qir:~l1_I!l~'!l!~~-g,r£gJJ:4i!i9..~iP~LAL<t~9Yt:JhC1tj§f<:>l1D<:iJ9 §a_ti§fYJll~ C1PPT9 YC1.L<:f!teti? .... i§_gq_t 9f 
!h<:: <tPPJi~C1Dt'§9.TPT~§~gtpr:<:JP~DX9."YD~r:' § JJ1C1ki11,g C1D<:i <:i9<::§P9! T~§l11! §9lt::JYJr<:JTJ:1, Pt::T§9PC1l 
circumstances oLtheapp.licantorpropertyo:wnec Personal circumsJances.include,butarenotlimited 
to. financial circumstances. 

CC)Thereisvracticaldifficultvorunnecess.an:hardshipJoJhepmpertyownerintheapplicationof 
the dimensional standard. 

CDtiheauthorizationofthevarianc~ ... wi.l.L.notbe ... mat~ri.CI.l.lyd~trimental.Jo ... th~ ... Public ... welfare .. or 
injurious to prQQ_erty in the vicinity or zoning district in which _the Jlli!perty is located. or adversely 
affects the appropriate develop_ment of adjoinin~PLQ__p~rties. 

f],)Jh<::YaD<lD~t:: r:<::HY<::§tt::<:i i§tllt:: Tll,ipirnl1r.P. Dt::~~§§C1TYY<tr:i_ati<:JDfr9mJh<:: <;;g<:i<::r~9Yirt::~~I1,t "Yhi~h 
would alleviate the difficulty, 

(ElAP.Yjmp<l~t§Tt::§YJ!iP:RJr:<:JrD!llt::Y<t!:i<:tP~<:: ?r<:: T11,itig?t~clt9 th~~~t<::tltP!:?~ti~C1LTh<ltJ:P.i!ig(lti9DrD<:tY 
include, but is not limited to'=such considerations as provision for adequate light and privacyJQ 
_?_djQi_nigg=pr:qper:Ji e§,madc:gl!.?!e a~f~-S~9.:Jl\;Uu;l~§i@_!h.?_t ?c!f!r<::§§~~!h~§!J~JQRQg_!llplJ_~§jg1Jifl,~9Jl1 
y~g<::J<lti9P:L?D4 .. <:i.r:?!ga~ 
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§ 36.7616 Variance Approval Criteria 

The..Ap_pmva1Authm:it~ma~e.nnitand.~uthor.ize_.<tvariance_fm_r.nthe_ dime.ns_ional standa.rd.s giy_er.1in 
MCC 36.7606 upon finding that all the following standards in fAllbLo_ugh (F) are met: 

(A).A.c.i.rcumstance.orcondition .. applies Jo .. the.prope.rtv ... orJo ... theint.end.ed..use.Jbatdoes ... not ... apply 
geJ!eraJ_ly tqgth~I_PrQPS(!1X !n the same Y.i~!P.ityor_:?Q!!!!l&Jii~tr!_ct_Jhe ~h:l::.l:l!P.S.!an~~ orcogdit!ol! 1TI!!Y 
relate to: 

ill The size, shape,__natural features and topmwmh:x; of the PrQp_ertY_...D..r 

GD .. The.Jocationm .. s.ize..of.existing ___ physicaLimprovements.on.thesite .•... or 

ill The nature of the use compared to surrounding_uses,_or 

(:Dih~ ~9l.:l:il.:l:K.!:~!l_l!i.!:t::!P.~!:!t:\.Y.9_l!l<:l S.!:IQS.t!!J.:l:ti!!!l.YX~s!r:ic::t tll,e !:IS.~ gftht:: S._l!Pj~~tPWPt::!1Yt9 ~ gr:t::~t~T 
d_egree than it restricts other propert_ies in the vicinity; or district~ 

{~}A c::iiC::!:l!P.S.t~gc::t::<?rC::9!:!<:litigp.!h~L:\.Y.~~ !!9t ~pJic::iP!!tt::<:l !!tth~ timt::t.h~ ~QQt::I~!l!:liit::!P.t::l.:l:L~!!S. 
a.d.Qpted, 

(QJih~J!~t91~J<:~!!!Pl~~jJ.:l:Q}thr:q!:!QlL~)~l?9Yt::~h~ll!19tJi!P.itth~ C::9l.:l:S.i<:lt::r!!t.i.9!1:9f9tht::r 
circumstancesoLconditionsinthe.applicationofJhis approval criteria . 

. CWiht::C::i.IC::Y.!P.~t~gc::~ 9.!:C::9!!<:lit!9P:!l.:l:(A)~ggy~th~t is.J9!:1!1QJ9 s.~tis.fxth~ !!PPI:9Y!!Lc::ri.t.~D.~!S.l.:l:9t9f. 
the.applicanCsoLpre.sentpmpertyow.m~r' .. s.maki.ng __ anddoesJJot.res.!.!lt .. solely_frompersonal 
circumstances of the applicant or PrQpert:x; owner. Personal circumstances include'=but are not limited 
to, financial circumstances. 

LCl 'fhere is practical diff!c_u!t:x; or_!:l!l.!lec::ess.a_rxh!!rc!s.hiP~t9Jht::mPt::!1X9'N!ler in the applic_(lt!on of 
the dimens.ional standar.d .. 

CP1Th~!!Y!h9D.~.a.~i.9!19ft.ht::Y~~j~gc::~:\.Y.i.U!1:9tl?~rpa_t.~ri~llY<:i~tr:im~gt.~lt9th~PY.l?Jig~t;:lf~It::9r 
injurious to property in the vicinity; or zoning district in_~hich_the property; is located, or adversely 
~ff~cts tll,e apPrQpria_!~-ci~.Yt::l9o.PIP..~l!t9f~.9JQi!!iDKoPmP=~!li~§~, 

(]l.Ih.e..Yari.an~~-J::~CblL~.tedistheminimumJ:l.~S~ss~rx..yariatipn_fmmJh~_God.e.reqHir~m.e.nt which 
would aJleviate the difficulty;. 

illAnyimpactsres:ulting .. fromJhevariance ... aremitigat.ed ... to.the.extent.p.mctica.L .. Ihatmitigationma.y 
!P:c::l ud~,J~ut i~J).Ot liJI!i!t::-fi_!Q~lJ,~QC::QQ§,ifl¥r~ti.P=lJ~~"~"PrPYi§i.p1}fQr~<i~~\!~~~J!gbJ=~!!c.l_pdy!:!~YJQ 
!'lc.IJQiJ.:l:iJ.:l:gprQP~!1\~.~.!!Q~H~!!J~m~C::.C::.f::~~.m~!!c.I ... ~ ... Q~~ig!! ___ t.Q~t .. ~.QQr~~-S.f::~m!fl~.S.i!.~ ... !Q,PQg.!:~PflY,S..\gpifi.C::~!!! 
vegetation •... anddra.ina.~ 
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----------------------------- ----------

Section 11. §§ 33.7770,34.7770,35.7770, and 36.7770 are amended as follows: 

§ 33.7770 Category 1 Land Divisions 

The following proposals are designated Category 1 Land Divisions: 

* * * 

(C) A subdivision or partition associated with an application affecting the same property for any 
action proceeding requiring a public hearing under MCC Chapter 33 or for a variance under the Land 
l}ivision pm:t-ef-this Chapter; and 

* * * 

§ 34.7770 Category 1 Land Divisions 

The following proposals are designated Category 1 Land Divisions: 

* * * 

(C) A subdivision or partition associated with an application affecting the same property for any 
action proceeding requiring a public hearing under MCC Chapter ~?4 or for a variance under the 
Land Division part of this Chapter; and 

* * * 

§ 35.7770 Category 1 Land Divisions 

The following proposals are designated Category 1 Land Divisions: 

* * * 

(C) A subdivision or partition associated with an application affecting the same property for any 
action proceeding requiring a public hearing under MCC Chapter 35 or for a variance under the Land 
DWision part ef.thi.s-Chapter; and 

* * * 

§ 36.7770 Category 1 Land Divisions 

The following proposals are designated Category 1 Land Divisions: 

* * * 
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(C) A subdivision or partition associated with an application affecting the same property for any 
action proceeding requiring a public hearing under MCC Chapter 36 or for a variance under the Land 
Division part of this Chapter; and 

* * * 

Section 12. §§ 33.7775,34.7775,35.7775, and 36.7775 are amended as follows: 

§ 33.7775 Category 3 Land Divisions 

A land division proposal under any of the following circumstances is designated a Category 3 Land 
Division: 

*** 

(G) A partition resulting in the creation of a lot for which an Exception,Adi.ustment or Variance is 
required under another part of MCC Chapter 33. 

*** 

§ 34.7775 Category 3 Land Divisions 

A land division proposal under any of the following circumstances is designated a Category 3 Land 
Division: 

* * * 

(G) A partition resulting in the creation of a lot for which an Exception,.Adj:usJment or Variance is 
required under another part ofMCC Chapter 34. 

* * * 

§ 35.7775 Category 3 Land Divisions 

A land division proposal under any of the following circumstances is designated a Category 3 Land 
Division: 

* * * 

(G) A partition resulting in the creation of a lot for which an Exception,, Adjustment or Variance is 
required under another part ofMCC Chapter 35. 

* * * 
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-----------------------------------------------------------· 

§ 36.7775 Category 3 Land Divisions 

A land division proposal under any of the following circumstances is designated a Category 3 Land 
Division: 

* * * 

(G) A partition resulting in the creation of a lot for which an Exception,j\"(ijusJm¥nt or Variance is 
required under another part ofMCC Chapter 36. 

* * * 

Section 13. §§ 33.8005, 34.8005, 35.8005, and 36.8005 are amended as follows: 

§ 33.8005 Adjustments and Variances 

(A)-AJ::!!'l:<:lJ.l::l:~tlJl~PLQI variance from ~~Di:i!D<:li.IP.~P.:~iQp'.l:LI~H.l::l:!I~IJl~l!t~igthe provisions ofMCC 33.7885 
through 33.8000 of this Chapter may be authorized by the Approval Authority under the.provisions of 
MCC 33.7601 through 33.7616.Hearings Officer or the Planning Commission, as appropriate. Such a 
variance may be authorized only when substantially all of the follmving factors exist: 

( 1) Special circumstances or conditions apply to the property or to the intended use that do not 
apply to other property in the same vicinity; 

(2) The variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right of 
the-ap-plicanf-antl-e-x:traor-di&'try-haffiship-weuld result from strict compliance with the ordinance 
requirement-s-;-

(3) The authorization of the variance vlill not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or 
injurious to other property in the vicinity; 

(4)-'Fhe-graflti.n.g-ofthe variance-will-nof-ativ-ersely affect implementation of the Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

(5) The circumstances of any hardship are not of the applicant's making. 

(B) Application for a variance shall be filed v;ith the Planning Director, on the forms provided, at the 
time of aprlication for tentative plan approval. The application shall be accompanied by the required 
fee. Notice of the hearing on the tentative plan shall include notice of the proposed variance. 

(C) A variance authorized under the provisions ofMCC 33.8005 shall expire upon expiration of the 
tentative plan approval or of the phase of an approved staged development associated therewith. 

(D) A variance from the provisions of the Street Standards Code and Rules may be authorized as 
provided therein. 
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§ 34.8005 Adjustments and Variances 

fAt-An_ adjustment or variance from certain dimensionaLreguirements inthe provisions ofMCC 34.7885 
through 34.8000 of this Chapter may be authorized by the AR0roval Authority u_nder the pr__ovisiQns of 
MC:::GJ4.76QJ!h!<?..t:Igh?4]§J§,Hearings Officer or the Planning Commission, as appropriate. Such a 
variance may be authorized only '<Vhen substantially all of the following factors exist: 

(1) Special circumstances or conditions apply to the property or to the intended use that do not 
apply to other property in the same vicinity; 

(2) The variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right of 
the applicant and extraordinary hardship would result from strict compliance with the ordinance 
requirements; 

f3-)-The authorization of the variance will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare er 
injurious to other property in the vicinity; 

(4) The granting of the variance will not adversely affect implementation ofthe Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

(5) The circumstances of any hardship are not of the applicant's making. 

f-B}-Application for a variance-s-hall be filed with the Planning Directer,e-n-the-ferms provided, at the 
time of application for tentative plan approval. The application shall be accompanied by the required 
fee. Notice of the hearing on the tentative plan shall include notice of the proposed variance. 

(C) A variance authorized under the provisions ofMCC 34.8005 shall expire upon expiration of the 
tentative-plan approval-er-ef.the-phase of an approved staged deve~iated-therew-ith-: 

(D) A variance from the provisions of the Street Standards Code and Rules may be authorized as 
provided thereifr. 

§ 35.8005 Adjustments and Variances 

fAt-An_adjJJsJm~ntm variance from G.~rta.in dim.ensiQnal r.eq_uir~m~nts inthe-provisions-efMCC 35.7885 
through 35.8000 of this Chapter may be authorized by the A11.oroval Authorit~un.der the provisions of 
MC:::G ??J§QJ thr9.t:IghJ5,}§J§,Hearings Officer or the Planning Commission, as appropriate. Such a 
variance-may be autherized only when-substantially all of the follov,ring factors exfs.t7 

( 1) Special circumstances or conditions apply to the property or to the intended use that do not 
apply to other property in the same vicinity; 

~e-varianee-is-Rece&sary-fer-the-preservation and efljeyment-Bf-a-s-ubs-tan~roperty-F-ight-e-f 
the applicant and extraordinary hardship would result from strict compliance with the ordinance 
requirements; 

(3) The authorization of the variance will not be materially detrimental to the public ·.velfare or 
injurious to other property in the vicinity; 
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(4) The granting of the variance will not adversely affect implementation of the Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

(5) The circumstances of any hardship are not of the applicant's making. 

fB) Application for a variance shall be filed with the Planning Director, on the forms provided,at-the 
time of application for tentative plan approval. The application shall be accompanied by the required 
fee. Notic&-ef-t.he-hearing on the tentative plan shall include notice of the pref)O-S-ed variance:-

(C) A variance authorized under the provisions ofMCC 35.8005 shall expire upon expiration of the 
tenta~l-att-aprre-val-or of the rhase-of..a.~r&ved-staged-d:eve-l-opme-nt-assoe-iated-therew-i:tft: 

(D) A variance from the provisions of the Street Standards Code and Rules may be authorized as 
provided therein. 

§ 36.8005 Adjustments and Variances. 

(A}-Anadj.ustmentor variance from certa.i!ldimensionalrequirementsinthe provisions-o-f MCC 36.7885 
through 36.8000 of this Chapter may be authorized by the ,aRRroval Authorit:Lunder the_wvisiollS. of 
M CC 3 6. 7 EiO 1 through 3 6. 7 616 .Hearings-Q-fficer-oF-the-PJanning-Gommiss.ton.,-as-approrriaJ&.--8-ucll-a 
¥afi.anee-iflay-be-authorized only when substantially all of the-follovling facJors exist: 

fl-)-&pecial circumstances or conditions apply to the property or to the ~ntended-use-that-do-not 
apply to other property in the same vicinity; 

R-)-The-variance-i-s-necess-ary-,for-the-pres-effitti.on-and-enjoyment-of....'t-Stlbs-tan#al-property-right-of 
the applicant and extraordinary hardship would result from strict compliance with the ordinance 
re€}tlirements; 

(3) The authorization of the variance ·.vill not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or 
irljurious to other property in the vicinity; 

(4) The granting ofthe variance will not adversely affect implementation of the Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

(5) The circumstances of any hardship are not ofthe applicant's making. 

(B) Application for a variance shall be filed with the Planning DirecJoF;-On-the forms provided, at the 
time of application for tentative plan approval. The application shall be accompanied by the required 
fee. Notice of the hearing on the tentative plan shall include notice of the proposed variance. 

(C) A variance authorized under the provisions ofMCC 36.8005 shall expire upon expiration of the 
tentatWe-plan-appre-val-oF-B-:f..the-fthase of an appre-ve-d-staged-d:eveloprnent associated-therewith. 

(D) A variance from the provisions of the Street Standards Code and Rules may be authorized as 
provided therein. 
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Section 14. § 37.0530, Summary of Decision Making Processes, is amended as follows: 

§ 37.0530 Summary Of Decision Making Processes. 

The following decision making processes chart shall control the County's review ofthe indicated permits: 

APPROVAL PROCESS 
Permit Type I II III IV 

(Not a 
(Plan (Hear (Planni 

Initial "land 
Approval use 

mng mgs ng 

Body decisi 
Direct Offic Commi 

on") 
or) er) ssion) 

* * * 
Adjustment X 
Variance X X 
* * * 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By ~~.-~-'] 
Sandra N. Duffy, Assistant 

PC 

(Legis 
lative) 

*** 

September 21, 2006 

September 28, 2006 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 
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MUL TNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
PUBLIC TESTIMONY SIGN-UP 

. . . . · Please compJe,te tlii$ f6nrr;an!J: returti to:t .. e•Boar'd cn~rk · · __ . _ 
. ._ · .· · • - • ·. *~*This tol'm~is:a public i"ec6rci***' > - . · ·· : ·_._· .. _.. . . _.· ·· · 

MEETING DATE: r/2;/o ~ 
As;;_ch:::;;~e:~~ -~~~MCE ~d 'nt 
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.·.. FqR: ')<' AGAlNST: ..... ·.. ..• THE AB.OVE A(JENDAITENt . 

NAME:.. .£ 2L. L l/f .·./fA ( (' .f{;/IA // ..... ····.· .. 
. . · 0 . .. . r) I .. ·r-/_· c:- .. TTl .. 

ADDRESS: .. Q 4-0 /l ,W ,·~--!Kp .. · ... ·. _.· .. ·.·_ ... ·.·· .·_. ·_·· .. ·_. ,· 

em/sTATE/ziP, (k&t=SH A/lx , Drft::: f/#3 o • •• ••·· •·•·• 
PRONE: DAYS:003~~ft;f:,~(f3L EVES:·.\..SqMfL- •. · ..... _ 
EwiL:f()UiCf.Jit.//JQJ~-15 (fl) .. ·_ -·· ·. FAX: ,5()3 -&(pb ~ ff32-

[ ~r_· ~ 
SPECIFIC ISSUE: -f CUrfk_ /1 f/ ~ l 1/lli 

~TTENTESTIMONY~=---------------------------------------

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

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

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



MULTNOMAH C'O,UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 09/21106 
-------'--

Agenda Item#: _R_-9 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:52 AM 
Date Submitted: 08/14/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

PUBLIC HEARING and Consideration of an ORDER Authorizing Legalization 

of Deverell Road from NE Louden Road, Easterly Approximately 2.2 Miles to 

NE Larch Mountain Road as County Road No. 5021 · 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21, 2006 

Department: Community Services 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Robert Maestre, Deputy Director 
Robert Hovden, County Surveyor 

--'(>..:....5.:...::03...L..) -'--98.:...::8:.....:-5'-'-0-'-0 1-'---- Ext. 85 00 1 

Presenter(s): Robert Maestre and Robert Hovden 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Time 
Requested: 

Division: 

5 minutes 

Land Use & Transportation 

1/0 Address: 455/2/224 
-~~~--~-----

Public hearing for consideration of the legalization of Deverell Road and approve an order legalizing 
this road in its as-traveled location if the Board determines it is in the best interest of the public. 

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

Deverell Road was established as County Road No. 554 in 1892, and maintenance and 
improvements have changed its location over the years. On September 15, 2005, the Board of 
County Commissioners initiated proceedings for legalizing Deverell Road and directed the road to 
be surveyed in its traveled location. On August 3, 2006, the Board set a date of September 21,2006 
for a public hearing to consider legalization of Deverell Road in its as-traveled location. The survey . 
and documentation will be ready for the September 21, 2006 public hearing. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
Cost to road fund for costs of the legalization process. 

1 



4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 
This legalization is following procedures as required by ORS 368.201 to 368.221. 

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place. 
All adjacent property owners have been served legal notice of the public hearing to consider this 
legalization and notice has be posted in the area as required by ORS 368.206(1)(c). All adjacent 
property owners will have an opportunity to express their concerns in writing or at the public 
hearing. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/10/06 

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

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

--------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 
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Department of Community Services 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Land Use and Transportation Program 
1600 SE 190th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 
(503) 988-5050 

August 23,2006 

Board of County Commissioners 
501 SE Hawthorne Blvd 
Portland, OR 97214 

RE: County Engineer's Report for Legalization ofDeverell Road No. 5021 

Dear Commissioners: 

The Department of Community Services- Land Use and Transportation Program has 
completed preliminary proceedings for legalization of Deverell Road. The existing 
road as-traveled and used for more than ten years does not conform to the location of 
the road as described in the County Records. Deverell Road was first established in 
1892 as County Road No. 554. Maintenance and improvements have changed its 
location over the years. 

The County Surveyor has completed the survey of the road as-traveled and the final 
map and description have been prepared. A letter and a map showing their property 
has been sent to all the property owners along this road. The right-of-way was set at 
the standard county road width of 60 feet. No structures are within the right-of-way 
except for fences and gates, which will be allowed to stay. 

Written notice of the proceedings for legalization has been mailed to all abutting 
property owners by certified mail and the notice has been posted along Deverell Road 
as required by ORS 368.206 (1)(c). 

One issue that was discovered with this legalization is that if we legalize the road to 
the existing as-traveled roadway near the one-quarter comer common to Sections 5 
and 8, right of way access for the property to the Southwest of this one-quarter comer 
may be interfered with. We attempted to contact the owners of the property (a 
cemetery) to the southeast of this one-quarter comer, to obtain an access easement, but 
the deed records for this property show it to be owned by 12 people who now appear 
to be deceased. Trying to obtain an easement from the heirs of these 12 deceased 
people would be onerous and time consuming and may not be successful. 

The interference with access issue prompted the County Surveyor's Office to re­
examine the survey work done for Deverell Road and it was ultimately determined that 
at this portion of the road (i.e. near the one-quarter comer common to Sections 5 and 
8) that the existing as traveled road fits within the boundaries of the right-of-way as 
originally described and recorded. Therefore, I recommend that this area be excluded 
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from the legalization process. This will preserve the legal access to the property to the 
Southwest of the one-quarter corner common to Sections 5 and 8. 

The County Engineer is requesting that the Board of County Commissioners approve 
an Order legalizing Deverell Road as it is now as-traveled and shown in its true 
location on the final map, excepting a portion of the original Deverell Road, County 
Road No. 554, near the one-quarter corner common to Sections 5 and 8 as described in 
the final order. 

Very truly yours, 

k/J/,~4 
Stan M. Ghezzi, P .E. 
Acting County Engineer 



' ,, 

In the matter of the legalization) 
Deverell Road, No. 5021 ) 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
ROBERT A. HOVDEN RELATING 
TO NOTICE PROCEDURE PURSUANT 
TO ORS 368.421 

1) · I, Robert A. Hovden, P.L.S., do hereby state that I am the County Surveyor for 

Multnomah County, Oregon. 

2) I certify that notice was served of the public hearing on the legalization ofDevereil Road, 

County Road No. 5021, to the following persons or agencies: 

LONGVIEW FIBRE CO; SCHNACK, PETER C & SUSAN & VAN HOOK, DAVID W; 

MARTIN, GEORGE R TO BUFFO, JUDITH C.; WEST, GERALD A TR; BURDICK, 

DOROTHY M TR; GRAFF, JOHN F & GRAFF, DANIEL B; SMITH, PATRICIA E; 

CARTISSER, MARJEANNE L; SMITH, LEROY W & SMITH, PATRICIA E; FONES, 

JACK R; FINNEY, WILLIAM L & KAY M; LOWE, KATHY S & HOPP, VERNON A; 

CARTER, JACK K TR & CARTER, JEAN D TR; DELANEY, ANASTASIA ET AL TO 

GREENE, JEANNE; LEITH-ROSS, JULIE; pNITED STATES OF AMERICA% USDA 

3) The notice was consistent with the requirements of ORS 368.426 and included copies of 

the Notice of Public Hearing (Resolution No. 06-137) and was served by certified mail return 

receipt requested, to the parties identified above in Paragraph 2. 

4) I further certify that on August 21, 2006, notice was posted of the public hearing on the 

legalization of Deverell, County Road No. 5021, at the following places: 

1. On 20" Hemlock on West side of road near Station 26+65. 

2. On PGE Company power pole No. D15 9 1052 on the South Side of Deverell 

, Road near Station 53+70. 

3. On 30" Fir on South side of road near Station 1 08+25 

5) The posted notice was consistent with the requirements of ORS 368.426 and included 

copies of the Notice of Public Hearing (Resolution No. 06-137) posted along said road in a 

manner to facilitate reading by passersby. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this zz#' 

Robert A. Hovden, P.L.S., County Surveyor 
Department of Community Services 
Multnomah County, Oregon 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDER NO. 

Authorizing Legalization of Deverell Road from NE Louden Road, Easterly Approximately 2.2 Miles to 

NE Larch Mountain Road as County Road No. 5021. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Deverell Road was established as a County Road in 1892, and maintenance and improvements have 

changed its location over the years. 

b. The above-described Deverell Road is a road that has been traveled and used by the public for more 

than 10 years in a location that does not conform to the location of the road as described in the 

County Records. 

c. On September 15, 2005, the Board initiated proceedings for legalizing Deverell Road in its traveled 

location and directed the County Surveyor to conduct a survey of the road. 

d. The County Surveyor completed the survey of the road. The County Engineer filed a written report 

recommending legalization of Deverell Road, except for a small portion ofthe original1892 road 

near the one quarter corner common to Sections 5 and 8, which will be retained as is to avoid any 

interference with access to one abutting property to the Southwest of this corner. 

e. By Resolution 06-137, adopted on August 3, 2006, the Board set a public hearing on September 21, 

2006 to consider legalization of the portion of Deverell Road. 

f. The County Surveyor provided notice of the hearing to interested parties by certified mail and by 

posting along the roadway in a manner consistent with ORS 368.401-368.426. No objections to 

the proposal or other information have been filed with the County Surveyor. No claims for 

compensation with respect to any encroaching structures on this portion of Deverell Road (ORS 

368.211) have been filed with the Board. 

g. The Board has determined that legalization of said portion of Deverell Road is in the public interest. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders: 

1. That Deverell Road from NE Louden Road No. 1982, Southerly, Easterly, and Northerly 

approximately 2.2 Miles toNE Larch Mountain Road No. 1320, as more particularly described in 

the attached Exhibit "A,", is legalized as County Road No. 5021, in accordance with ORS 368.201 

through ORS 368.221, and as shown on Survey No. 60573, Multnomah County Survey Records, 

excepting the portion of Deverell Road near the one quarter corner common to Sections 5 and 8 as 

noted above. 

2. This Order legalizing Deverell Road to be recorded as provided under ORS 368.216(2) and ORS 

368.106. 
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3. The County Surveyor shall prepare a new survey that identifies the excluded portion near the one 
quarter comer common to Sections 5 and 8, which shall be prepared and recorded as provided 
under ORS 368.106. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September 21, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNO TY, OREGON 
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 



EXHIBIT "A" 

DEVERELL ROAD No. 5021 

A strip of land in the Southwest one-quarter and Southeast one-quarter of Section 4, Southeast one­

quarter of Section 5, Northeast one-quarter of Section 8, and Northwest one-quarter of Section 9, 

Township 1 South, Range 5 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon, said strip of land 

running from the centerline ofNE Louden Road No. 1982, southerly, easterly and northerly along the 

centerline of the as-traveled Deverell Road to its intersection with the centerline ofNE Larch Mountain 

Road No. 1320, said strip of land being 60 feet in width, 30 feet on each side of the following described 
centerline: 

Beginning at Engineer's Station 0+00.00, said station being at Engineer's centerline Station 182+69.19 

POT of said NE Louden Road, said station bears N09°16'53"E, a distance of976.73 feet from a 4-114" 

brass disc in concrete post found at the one-quarter corner common to said Sections 5 and 8; 

Thence S26°51 'OO"E, a distance of264.09 feet to Engineer's Station 2+64.09 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 135.00 feet, through a central angle of29°40'13" (long 

chord of which bears S41 °41 '07"E, a distance of69.13 feet), an arc distance of69.91 feet to Engineer's 

Station 3+34.00 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 250.00 feet, through a central angle of3 8°27 '26" (long 

chord of which bears S75°44'56"E, a distance of 164.67 feet), an arc distance of 167.80 feet to 

Engineer's Station 5+01.80 PT; 

Thence N85°0 1 '21 "E, a distance of 112.68 feet to Engineer's Station 6+ 14.48 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 160.00 feet, through a central angle of23°44'34" (long 

chord of which bears S83°06'22"E, a distance of 65.83 feet), an arc distance of 66.30 feet to Engineer's 

Station 6+80. 78 PT; 

Thence S71 °14'05"E, a distance of 65.67 feet to Engineer's Station 7+46.45 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 460.00 feet, through a central angle of 13°54'29" (long 

chord of which bears S78°11 '19"E, a distance of 111.39 feet), an arc distance of 111.66 feet to 

Engineer's Station 8+58.11 PT; 

Thence S85°08'34"E, a distance of 50.42 feet to Engineer's Station 9+08.53 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 140.00 feet, through a central angle of39°13'08" (long 

chord of which bears S65°31 '59"E, a distance of93.97 feet), an arc distance of95.83 feet to Engineer's 

Station 1 0+04.36 PT; 

Thence S45°55'25"E, a distance of 47.76 feet to Engineer's Station 1 0+52.13 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 3 50.00 feet, through a central angle of 12° 4 7' 11" (long 

chord of which bears S52°19'01 "E, a distance of 77.95 feet), an arc distance of 78.11 feet to Engineer's 

Station 11 +30.24 PT; 

Thence S58°42'36"E, a distance of 47.93 feet to Engineer's Station 11 +78.17 PC; 
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Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 1,300.00 feet, through a central angle of 4°31 '49" (long 
chord of which bears S60°58'31 "E, a distance of 102.76 feet), an arc distance of 102.79 feet to 
Engineer's Station 12+80.96 PRC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 130.00 feet, through a central angle of 17°14'26" (long 
chord of which bears S54°37' 12"E, a distance of 38.97 feet), an arc distance of 39.12 feet to Engineer's 
Station 13+20.07 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of35.00 feet, through a central angle of97°55'23" (long 
chord of which bears S02°57'43"W, a distance of 52.80 feet), an arc distance of 59.82 feet to Engineer's 
Station 13+79.89 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 80.00 feet, through a central angle of 38°35'32" (long 
chord of which bears S71 °13' 10"W, a distance of 52.87 feet), an arc distance of 53.88 feet to Engineer's 
Station 14+33.78 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 435.00 feet, through a central angle of 6°01' 17" (long 
chord of which bears N86°28'25"W, a distance of 45.70 feet), an arc distance of 45.72 feet to Engineer's 
Station 14+79.49 PT; 

Thence N83°27'46"W, a distance of99.90 feet to Engineer's Station 15+79.39 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 340.00 feet, through a central angle of 62°40'33" (long 
chord of which bears S65°11 '57"W, a distance of353.66 feet), an arc distance of 371.93 feet to 
Engineer's Station 19+51.32 PT; 

Thence S33°51 '41 "W, a distance of 62.50 feet to Engineer's Station 20+ 13.82 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 140.00 feet, through a central angle of66°47'14" (long 
chord of which bears S67° 15' 18"W, a distance of 154.11 feet), an arc distance of 163.19 feet to 
Engineer's Station 21+77.02 PT; 

Thence N79°2l '05"W, a distance of 83.24 feet to Engineer's Station 22+60.26 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of 15°12'02" (long 
chord of which bears N86°57'06"W, a distance of 66.13 feet), an arc distance of 66.32 feet to Engineer's 
Station 23+26.58 PT; 

Thence S85°26'54"W, a distance of 67.10 feet to Engineer's Station 23+93.68 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 400.00 feet, through a central angle of 4 °39' 16" (long 
chord of which bears S87°46'32"W, a distance of 32.49 feet), an arc distance of32.49 feet to Engineer's 
Station 24+26.18 PT; 

Thence N89°53'50"W, a distance of96.48 feet to Engineer's Station 25+22.66 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 300.00 feet, through a central angle of 19°42 '26" (long 
chord of which bears S79°22'26"W, a distance of 102.68 feet), an arc distance of 103.19 feet to 
Engineer's Station 26+25.84 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 70.00 feet, through a central angle of 25°08 '40" (long 
chord ofwhich bears S56°56'53"W, a distance of30.47 feet), an arc distance of30.72 feet to Engineer's 
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. Station 26+56.56 PCC, from which said one-quarter common to Sections 5 and 8 bears S60°10'50"W, a 
distance of 68.92 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 35.00 feet, through a central angle of 120°09'02" (long 

chord of which bears S 15°41 '58"E, a distance of 60.67 feet), an arc distance of 73.40 feet to Engineer's 
Station 27+29.96 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 55.00 feet, through a central angle of 30°49'31" (long 

chord of which bears N88°48'45"E, a distance of29.23 feet), an arc distance of29.59 feet to Engineer's 
Station 27+59.55 PT; 

Thence N73°24'00"E, a distance of34.44 feet to Engineer's Station 27+93.99 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 150.00 feet, through a central angle of 14 o 1 0'20" (long 

chord of which bears N80°29' 1 O"E, a distance of37.0 1 feet), an arc distance of 3 7.10 feet to Engineer's 
Station 28+31.09 PT; 

Thence N87°34'20"E, a distance of 106.36 feet to Engineer's Station 29+37.45 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 215.00 feet, through a central angle of 34° 12'27" (long 

chord ofwhich bears S75°19'27"E, a distance of 126.46 feet), an arc distance of 128.36 feet to 
Engineer's Station 30+65.81 PT; 

Thence S58°13' 13"E, a distance of 53.72 feet to Engineer's Station 31 +19.53 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 200.00 feet, through a central angle of 49°42' 19" (long 

chord of which bears S83°04'23"E, a distance of 168.11 feet), an arc distance of 173.50 feet to 
Engineer's Station 32+93.04 PT; 

Thence N72°04'27"E, a distance of206.37 feet to Engineer's Station 34+99.41 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 200.00 feet, through a central angle of 17° 19' 44" (long 
chord of which bears N80°44' 19"E, a distance of 60.26 feet), an arc distance of 60.49 feet to Engineer's 

Station 35+59.90 PT; 

Thence N89°24' 12"E, a distance of 537.52 feet to Engineer's Station 40+97.42 PC, from which a 4" 
brass disc in concrete post found at the East one-sixteenth corner common to said Sections 5 and 8 bears 
S83°59'49"W, a distance of69.47 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 10,000.00 feet, through a central angle of 0°46' 46" 

(long chord of which bears N89°47'35"E, a distance of 136.06 feet), an arc distance of 136.06 feet to 

Engineer's Station 42+33.48 PT; 

Thence S89°49'02"E, a distance of 711.41 feet to Engineer's Station 49+44.88 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of2,000.00 feet, through a central angle of2°15'30" (long 

chord of which bears S88°41' 17"E, a distance of 78.82 feet), an arc distance of 78.83 feet to Engineer's 
Station 50+23.71 PT; 

Thence S87°33 '33"E, a distance of 576.81 feet to Engineer's Station 56+00.52 PC, from which a 4" 

brass disc in concrete post found at the corner common to said Sections 4, 5, 8 and 9 bears 
N87°50'56"W, a distance of231.71 feet; 
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Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 4,000.00 feet, through a central angle of 1 o 19' 42" (long 

chord of which bears S88°13 '24"E, a distance of 92.73 feet), an arc distance of92. 73 feet to Engineer's 
Station 56+93.25 PT; 

Thence S88°53'14"E, a distance of791.49 feet to Engineer's Station 64+84.74 PC; 
Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 4,000.00 feet, through a central angle of 2°11 '54" (long 

chord of which bears S89°59' 11 "E, a distance of 153.46 feet), an arc distance of 153.47 feet to 
Engineer's Station 66+38.21 PT; 

Thence N88°54'52"E, a distance of348.07 feet to Engineer's Station 69+86.28 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of900.00 feet, through a central angle of 14°47'39" (long 

chord of which bears N81 °31 '02"E, a distance of231. 74 feet), an arc distance of232.39 feet to 
Engineer's Station 72+ 18.66 PT; 

Thence N74°07' 12"E, a distance of286.79 feet to Engineer's Station 75+05.45 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 250.00 feet, through a central angle of 31°21 '59" (long 

chord of which bears N58°26' 13"E, a distance of 135.16 feet), an arc distance of 136.86 feet to 
Engineer's Station 76+42.32 PT; 

Thence N42°45'13"E, a distance of 112.51 feet to Engineer's Station 77+54.82 PC, from which a 4" 
brass disc in concrete post found at the one-quarter corner common to said Sections 4 and 9 bears 
S48°09' 17"E, a distance of 461.31 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of350.00 feet, through a central angle of 18°12'59" (long 

chord of which bears N51 °51 '43"E, a distance of 110.81 feet), an arc distance of 111.28 feet to 
Engineer's Station 78+66.1 0 PT; 

Thence N60°58' 12"E, a distance of 181.57 feet to Engineer's Station 80+47.67 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 140.00 feet, through a central angle of 61 °28'00" (long 

chord of which bears N30° 14' 12"E, a distance of 143.09 feet), an arc distance of 150.19 feet to 
Engineer's Station 81 +97.86 PT; 

Thence N00°29'48"W, a distance of 435.94 feet to Engineer's Station 86+33.81 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 125.00 feet, through a central angle of68°16'18" (long 

chord of which bears N33°38'20"E, a distance of 140.29 feet), an arc distance of 148.95 feet to 
Engineer's Station 87+82.75 PT; 

Thence N67°46'29"E, a distance of 117.54 feet to Engineer's Station 89+00.29 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 550.00 feet, through a central angle of 4°32'09" (long 

chord of which bears N65°30'25"E, a distance of 43.53 feet), an arc distance of 43.54 feet to Engineer's 
Station 89+43.83 PT; 

Thence N63°14'21"E, a distance of77.69 feet to Engineer's Station 90+21.52 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 750.00 feet, through a central angle of 7°59' 13" (long 

chord ofwhich bears N67°13'57"E, a distance of 104.46 feet), an arc distance of 104.55 feet to 
Engineer's Station 91+26.07 PT; 
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Thence N71 °13'33"E, a distance of 57.96 feet to Engineer's Station 91 +84.03 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 400.00 feet, through a central angle of 24°09'35" (long 
chord of which bears N59°08'46"E, a distance of 167.42 feet), an arc distance of 168.67 feet to 
Engineer's Station 93+52.69 PT; 

Thence N47°03 '58"E, a distance of 107.04 feet to Engineer's Station 94+59. 73 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 330.00 feet, through a central angle of 41 o 12 '4 7" (long 

chord of which bears N67°40'22"E, a distance of232.29 feet), an arc distance of237.37 feet to 
Engineer's Station 96+97.10 PT; 

Thence N88° 16' 45"E, a distance of 127.15 feet to Engineer's Station 98+24.25 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 64.00 feet, through a central angle of 149°33 '35" (long 
chord of which bears Nl3°29'58"E, a distance of 123.51 feet), an arc distance of 167.06 feet to 
Engineer's Station 99+91.31 PT; 

Thence N61 °16'50"W, a distance of 131.07 feet to Engineer's Station 101 +22.38 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of300.00 feet, through a central angle of33°50'45" (long 
chord of which bears N78°12' 13"W, a distance of 174.65 feet), an arc distance of 177.22 feet to 
Engineer's Station 1 02+99.60 PT; 

Thence S84°52'25"W, a distance of 161.90 feet to Engineer's Station 104+61.50 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 1, 700.00 feet, through a central angle of 3°09'01" (long 
chord of which bears S86°26'55"W, a distance of93.46 feet), an arc distance of93.47 feet to Engineer's 

Station 1 05+54.97 PT; 

Thence S88°0 1 '26"W, a distance of 345.46 feet to Engineer's Station 1 09+00.43 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of235.00 feet, through a central angle of20°35'03" (long 

chord of which bears N81 °41 '03"W, a distance of 83.97 feet), an arc distance of 84.43 feet to Engineer's 

Station 109+84.85 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 85.00 feet, through a central angle of 71 °36' 12" (long 
chord of which bears N35°35'26"W, a distance of99.45 feet), an arc distance of 106.23 feet to 
Engineer's Station 110+91.08 PT; 

Thence N00°12'40"E, a distance of 477.41 feet to Engineer's Station 115+68.49 and the terminus of 
Deverell Road No. 5021, which equals Engineer's centerline Station 208+40.63 POT of said NE Larch 
Mountain Road, said terminus being S00°14'01"W, a distance of336.09 feet from a 4" brass disc in 
concrete post found at the center one-quarter corner of said Section 4; 

The heretofore description is written and based on a survey by Robert A. Hovden, 
Multnomah County Surveyor, recorded as Survey Number 60573, Multnomah County Survey 
Records, and by said reference is hereby made a part thereof. 

EXCEPT and save that portion of the original Deverell Road, County Road No. 554, described as 
follows: 
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A strip of land 60 feet in width, being 30 feet on each side of the following described centerline: 

Beginning at a point on the centerline of said Deverell Road, County Road No. 554, said point 
being N63°09'06"E (record= N62°30'E), a distance of 54.07 feet from a 4-1/4" brass disc in 
concrete post found at the one-quarter corner common to Sections 5 and 8, Township 1 South, 
Range 5 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon; 

Thence S63°09'06"W, along said centerline, a distance of 54.07 feet to said one-quarter corner 
common to Sections 5 and 8; 

Thence S89°28'54"E, along the line common to said Sections 5 and 8, a distance of 33.92 feet to 
the terminus of said exception and saved portion of the original Deverell Road, County Road No. 
554. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDER NO. 06-161 

Authorizing Legalization of Deverell Road from NE Louden Road, Easterly Approximately 2.2 Miles to 
NE Larch Mountain Road as County Road No. 5021 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Deverell Road was established as a County Road in 1892, and maintenance and improvements have 
changed its location over the years. 

b. The above-described Deverell Road is a road that has been traveled and used by the public for more 
than 10 years in a location that does not conform to the location ofthe road as described in the 
County Records. 

c. On September 15,2005, the Board initiated proceedings for legalizing Deverell Road in its traveled 
location and directed the County Surveyor to conduct a survey of the road. 

d. The County Surveyor completed the survey of the road. The County Engineer filed a written report 
recommending legalization ofDeverell Road, except for a small portion of the original1892 road 
near the one quarter comer common to Sections 5 and 8, which will be retained as is to avoid any 
interference with access to one abutting property to the Southwest of this comer. 

e. By Resolution 06-137, adopted on August 3, 2006, the Board set a public hearing on September 21, 
2006 to consider legalization of the portion ofDeverell Road. 

f. The County Surveyor provided notice of the hearing to interested parties by certified mail and by 
posting along the roadway in a manner consistent with ORS 368.401 -368.426. No objections to 
the proposal or other information have been filed with the County Surveyor. No claims for 
compensation with respect to any encroaching structures on this portion of Deverell Road (ORS 
368.211) have been filed with the Board. 

g. The Board has determined that legalization of said portion of Deverell Road is in the public interest. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders: 

1. That Deverell Road from NE Louden Road No. 1982, Southerly, Easterly, and Northerly 
approximately 2.2 Miles toNE Larch Mountain Road No. 1320, as more particularly described in 
the attached Exhibit "A,", is legalized as County Road No. 5021, in accordance with ORS 368.201 
through ORS 368.221, and as shown on Survey No. 60573, Multnomah County Survey Records, 
excepting the portion of Deverell Road near the one quarter comer common to Sections 5 and 8 as 
noted above. 

2. This Order legalizing Deverell Road to be recorded as provided under ORS 368.216(2) and ORS 
368.106. 

Page 1 of 8 - Order 06-161 Legalizing Deverell Road 



3. The County Surveyor shall prepare a new survey that identifies the excluded portion near the one 
quarter comer common to Sections 5 and 8, which shall be prepared and recorded as provided 
under ORS 368.106. 

Page 2 of 8 - Order 06-161 Legalizing Deverell Road 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

c)~~ 
Diane M. Linn,Chaif 



EXHIBIT II A II 

DEVERELL ROAD No. 5021 

A strip of land in the Southwest one-quarter and Southeast one-quarter of Section 4, Southeast one­
quarter of Section 5, Northeast one-quarter of Section 8, and Northwest one-quarter of Section 9, 
Township 1 South, Range 5 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon, said strip of land 
running from the centerline ofNE Louden Road No. 1982, southerly, easterly and northerly along the 
centerline of the as-traveled Deverell Road to its intersection with the centerline ofNE Larch Mountain 
Road No. 1320, said strip ofland being 60 feet in width, 30 feet on each side ofthe following described 
centerline: 

Beginning at Engineer's Station 0+00.00, said station being at Engineer's centerline Station 182+69.19 
POT of said NE Louden Road, said station bears N09°16'53"E, a distance of976.73 feet from a4-l/4" 
brass disc in concrete post found at the one-quarter comer common to said Sections 5 and 8; 

Thence S26°51 'OO"E, a distance of264.09 feet to Engineer's Station 2+64.09 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 135.00 feet, through a central angle of29°40' 13" (long 
chord of which bears S41 °41 '07"E, a distance of69.13 feet), an arc distance of69.91 feet to Engineer's 
Station 3+ 34.00 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of38°27'26" (long 
chord of which bears S75°44'56"E, a distance of 164.67 feet), an arc distance of 167.80 feet to 
Engineer's Station 5+01.80 PT; 

Thence N85°01 '21"E, a distance of 112.68 feet to Engineer's Station 6+14.48 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 160.00 feet, through a central angle of23°44'34" (long 
chord ofwhich bears S83°06'22"E, a distance of65.83 feet), an arc distance of66.30 feet to Engineer's 
Station 6+80. 78 PT; 

Thence S71 °14'05"E, a distance of 65.67 feet to Engineer's Station 7+46.45 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 460.00 feet, through a central angle of 13°54'29" (long 
chord of which bears S78° 11' 19"E, a distance of 111.39 feet), an arc distance of 111.66 feet to 
Engineer's Station 8+58.11 PT; 

Thence S85°08'34"E, a distance of 50.42 feet to Engineer's Station 9+08.53 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 140.00 feet, through a central angle of 39°13 '08" (long 
chord of which bears S65°31 '59"E, a distance of93.97 feet), an arc distance of95.83 feet to Engineer's 
Station 1 0+04.36 PT; 

Thence S45°55'25"E, a distance of 47.76 feet to Engineer's Station 10+52.13 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of350.00 feet, through a central angle of 12°47' 11" (long 
chord of which bears S52°19'01 "E, a distance of77.95 feet), an arc distance of78.11 feet to Engineer's 
Station 11+30.24 PT; 
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Thence S58°42'36"E, a distance of 47.93 feet to Engineer's Station 11 +78.17 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 1,300.00 feet, through a central angle of 4 °31 '49" (long 
chord of which bears S60°58'31"E, a distance of 102.76 feet), an arc distance of 102.79 feet to 
Engineer's Station 12+80.96 PRC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 130.00 feet, through a central angle of 17°14'26" (long 
chord of which bears S54°37'12"E, a distance of38.97 feet), an arc distance of39.12 feet to Engineer's 
Station 13+20.07 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of35.00 feet, through a central angle of97°55'23" (long 
chord of which bears S02°57'43"W, a distance of 52.80 feet), an arc distance of 59.82 feet to Engineer's 
Station 13+79.89 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 80.00 feet, through a central angle of38°35'32" (long 
chord of which bears S71 °13'10"W, a distance of 52.87 feet), an arc distance of53.88 feetto Engineer's 
Station 14+33.78 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 435.00 feet, through a central angle of6°0l '17" (long 
chord of which bears N86°28'25"W, a distance of 45.70 feet), an arc distance of 45.72 feet to Engineer's 
Station 14+79.49 PT; 

Thence N83°27'46"W, a distance of99.90 feet to Engineer's Station 15+79.39 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 340.00 feet, through a central angle of 62°40'33" (long 
chord of which bears S65°11 '57"W, a distance of353.66 feet), an arc distance of 371.93 feet to 
Engineer's Station 19+51.32 PT; 

Thence S33°51 '41"W, a distance of62.50 feet to Engineer's Station 20+ 13.82 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 140.00 feet, through a central angle of66°47' 14" (long 
chord of which bears S67°15' 18"W, a distance of 154.11 feet), an arc distance of 163.19 feet to 
Engineer's Station 21 +77.02 PT; 

Thence N79°21 '05"W, a distance of 83.24 feet to Engineer's Station 22+60.26 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of 15°12'02" (long 
chord of which bears N86°57'06"W, a distance of66.13 feet), an arc distance of66.32 feet to Engineer's 
Station 23+26.58 PT; 

Thence S85°26'54"W, a distance of67.10 feet to Engineer's Station 23+93.68 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 400.00 feet, through a central angle of 4°39' 16" (long 
chord of which bears S87°46'32"W, a distance of32.49 feet), an arc distance of32.49 feet to Engineer's 
Station 24+26.18 PT; 

Thence N89°53'50"W, a distance of96.48 feet to Engineer's Station 25+22.66 PC; 
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Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of300.00 feet, through a central angle of 19°42'26" (long 
chord of which bears S79°22'26"W, a distance of 102.68 feet), an arc distance of 103.19 feet to 
Engineer's Station 26+25.84 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of70.00 feet, through a central angle of25°08'40" (long 
chord of which bears S56°56'53"W, a distance of30.47 feet), an arc distance of30.72 feet to Engineer's 
Station 26+56.56 PCC, from which said one-quarter common to Sections 5 and 8 bears S60°10'50"W, a 
distance of 68.92 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 35.00 feet, through a central angle of 120°09'02" (long 
chord of which bears S15°41 '58"E, a distance of60.67 feet), an arc distance of73.40 feet to Engineer's 
Station 27+29.96 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of55.00 feet, through a central angle of30°49'31" (long 
chord of which bears N88°48'45"E, a distance of29.23 feet), an arc distance of29.59 feet to Engineer's 
Station 27+59.55 PT; 

Thence N73°24'00"E, a distance of34.44 feet to Engineer's Station 27+93.99 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 150.00 feet, through a central angle of 14°10'20" (long 
chord ofwhich bears N80°29'10"E, a distance of37.01 feet), an arc distance of37.10 feet to Engineer's 
Station 28+ 31.09 PT; 

Thence N87°34'20"E, a distance of 106.36 feet to Engineer's Station 29+37.45 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of215.00 feet, through a central angle of34°12'27" (long 
chord of which bears S75°19'27"E, a distance of 126.46 feet), an arc distance of 128.36 feet to 
Engineer's Station 30+65.81 PT; 

Thence S58°13' 13"E, a distance of 53.72 feet to Engineer's Station 31+ 19.53 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 200.00 feet, through a central angle of 49°42' 19" (long 
chord of which bears S83°04'23"E, a distance of 168.11 feet), an arc distance of 173.50 feet to 
Engineer's Station 32+93.04 PT; 

Thence N72°04'27"E, a distance of206.37 feet to Engineer's Station 34+99.41 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of200.00 feet, through a central angle of 17°19'44" (long 
chord ofwhich bears N80°44'19"E, a distance of60.26 feet), an arc distance of60.49 feet to Engineer's 
Station 35+59.90 PT; 

Thence N89°24' 12"E, a distance of 53 7.52 feet to Engineer's Station 40+97 .42 PC, from which a 4" 
brass disc in concrete post found at the East one-sixteenth comer common to said Sections 5 and 8 bears 
S83°59'49"W, a distance of69.47 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 10,000.00 feet, through a central angle of0°46'46" 
(long chord of which bears N89°47'35"E, a distance of 136.06 feet), an arc distance of 136.06 feet to 
Engineer's Station 42+33.48 PT; 
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Thence S89°49'02"E, a distance of711.41 feet to Engineer's Station 49+44.88 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of2,000.00 feet, through a central angle of2°15'30" (long 
chord of which bears S88°4l' 17"E, a distance of78.82 feet), an arc distance of78.83 feet to Engineer's 
Station 50+23.71 PT; 

Thence S87°33 '33"E, a distance of 576.81 feet to Engineer's Station 56+00.52 PC, from which a 4" 
brass disc in concrete post found at the comer common to said Sections 4, 5, 8 and 9 bears 
N87°50'56"W, a distance of231.71 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 4,000.00 feet, through a central angle of 1 o 19' 42" (long 
chord of which bears S88°13'24"E, a distance of92.73 feet), an arc distance of92.73 feet to Engineer's 
Station 56+93 .25 PT; 

Thence S88°53' 14"E, a distance of 791.49 feet to Engineer's Station 64+84. 74 PC; 
Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 4,000.00 feet, through a central angle of2°ll '54" (long 
chord of which bears S89°59' 11 "E, a distance of 153.46 feet), an arc distance of 153.47 feet to 
Engineer's Station 66+38.21 PT; 

Thence N88°54'52"E, a distance of348.07 feet to Engineer's Station 69+86.28 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of900.00 feet, through a central angle of 14°47'39" (long 
chord of which bears N81 °31 '02"E, a distance of231.74 feet), an arc distance of232.39 feet to 
Engineer's Station 72+18.66 PT; 

Thence N74°07'12"E, a distance of286.79 feet to Engineer's Station 75+05.45 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 250.00 feet, through a central angle of 31°21 '59" (long 
chord of which bears N58°26'l3"E, a distance of 135.16 feet), an arc distance of 136.86 feet to 
Engineer's Station 76+42.32 PT; 

Thence N42°45'13"E, a distance of 112.51 feet to Engineer's Station 77+54.82 PC, from which a 4" 
brass disc in concrete post found at the one-quarter comer common to said Sections 4 and 9 bears 
S48°09' 17"E, a distance of 461.31 feet; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having.a radius of350.00 feet, through a central angle of 18°12'59" (long 
chord of which bears N51 °51 '43"E, a distance of 110.81 feet), an arc distance of 111.28 feet to 
Engineer's Station 78+66.10 PT; 

Thence N60°58'12"E, a distance of 181.57 feet to Engineer's Station 80+47.67 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 140.00 feet, through a central angle of 61°28 '00" (long 
chord of which bears N30°14' 12"E, a distance of 143.09 feet), an arc distance of 150.19 feet to 
Engineer's Station 81+97.86 PT; 

Thence N00°29'48"W, a distance of 435.94 feet to Engineer's Station 86+33.81 PC; 
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Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 125.00 feet, through a central angle of68°16' 18" (long 
chord of which bears N33°38'20"E, a distance of 140.29 feet), an arc distance of 148.95 feet to 
Engineer's Station 87+82.75 PT; 

Thence N67°46'29"E, a distance of 117.54 feet to Engineer's Station 89+00.29 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 550.00feet, through a central angle of 4°32'09" (long 
chord of which bears N65°30'25"E, a distance of 43.53 feet), an arc distance of 43.54 feet to Engineer's 
Station 89+43.83 PT; 

Thence N63°14'21 "E, a distance of 77.69 feet to Engineer's Station 90+21.52 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 750.00 feet, through a central angle of 7°59' 13" (long 
chord of which bears N67°13'57"E, a distance of 104.46 feet), an arc distance of 104.55 feet to 
Engineer's Station 91 +26.07 PT; 

Thence N71 °13 '33"E, a distance of 57.96 feet to Engineer's Station 91 +84.03 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 400.00 feet, through a central angle of24°09'35" (long 
chord of which bears N59°08'46"E, a distance of 167.42 feet), an arc distance of 168.67 feet to 
Engineer's Station 93+52.69 PT; 

Thence N47°03'58"E, a distance of 107.04 feet to Engineer's Station 94+59.73 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 330.00 feet, through a central angle of 41 o 12 '4 7" (long 
chord of which bears N67°40'22"E, a distance of232.29 feet), an arc distance of237.37 feet to 
Engineer's Station 96+97.10 PT; 

Thence N88°16'45"E, a distance of 127.15 feet to Engineer's Station 98+24.25 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of64.00 feet, through a central angle of 149°33'35" (long 
chord ofwhich bears N13°29'58"E, a distance of 123.51 feet), an arc distance of 167.06 feet to 
Engineer's Station 99+91.31 PT; 

Thence N61 °16'50"W, a distance of 131.07 feet to Engineer's Station 101+22.38 PC; 

· Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of300.00 feet, through a central angle of33°50'45" (long 
chord of which bears N78°12' 13"W, a distance of 174.65 feet), an arc distance of 177.22 feet to 
Engineer's Station 1 02+99 .60 PT; 

Thence S84°52'25"W, a distance of 161.90 feet to Engineer's Station 104+61.50 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 1,700.00 feet, through a central angle of3°09'01" (long 
chord of which bears S86°26'55"W, a distance of93.46 feet), an arc distance of93.47 feet to Engineer's 
Station 1 05+54.97 PT; 

Thence S88°0l '26"W, a distance of345.46 feet to Engineer's Station 109+00.43 PC; 

Page 7 of 8 - Order Legalizing Deverell Road 



Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of235.00 feet, through a central angle of20°35'03" (long 
chord of which bears N81 °41 '03"W, a distance of 83.97 feet), an arc distance of84.43 feetto Engineer's 
Station 1 09+84.85 PCC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of85.00 feet, through a central angle of71 °36' 12" (long 
chord of which bears N35°35'26"W, a distance of99.45 feet), an arc distance of 106.23 feet to 
Engineer's Station 110+91.08 PT; 

Thence N00°12'40"E, a distance of 477.41 feet to Engineer's Station 115+68.49 and the terminus of 
Deverell Road No. 5021, which equals Engineer's centerline Station 208+40.63 POT of said NE Larch 
Mountain Road, said terminus being S00°14'01 "W, a distance of336.09 feet from a 4" brass disc in 
concrete post found at the center one-quarter corner of said Section 4; 

The heretofore description is written and based on a survey by Robert A. Hovden, Multnomah 
County Surveyor, recorded as Survey Number 60573, Multnomah County Survey Records, and 
by said reference is hereby made a part thereof. 

EXCEPT and save that portion of the original Deverell Road, County Road No. 554, described as 
follows: 

A strip of land 60 feet in width, being 30 feet on each side of the following described centerline: 

Beginning at a point on the centerline of said Deverell Road, County Road No. 554, said point 
being N63°09'06"E (record= N62°30'E), a distance of 54.07 feet from a 4-1/4" brass disc in 
concrete post found at the one-quarter corner common to Sections 5 and 8, Township 1 South, 
Range 5 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon; 

Thence S63°09'06"W, along said centerline, a distance of 54.07 feet to said one-quarter corner 
common to Sections 5 and 8; 

Thence S89°28'54"E, along the line common to said Sections 5 and 8, a distance of 33.92 feet to 
the terminus of said exception and saved portion ofthe original Deverell Road, County Road No. 
554. 
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MULTNO~MAH CO~UNTY 

AGENDA PLACEMENT RE.QUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/_06 ___ _ 
Agenda Item#: _R_-1_0 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:56 AM 
Date Submitted: 08/14/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

PUBLIC HEARING and Consideration of ORDER Authorizing Legalization of 
Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road, Easterly Approximately 1.1 Miles to 
SE Kerslake Road, as County Road No. 5022 

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

Date Time 
Requested: Se~tember 21, 2006 Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Trans~ortation 

Robert Maestre, Deputy Director 
Contact(s): Robert Hovden, County Surve~or 

Phone: (503} 988-5001 Ext. 85001 110 Address: 455/2/224 

Presenter(s): Robert Maestre and Robert Hovden 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 
Public hearing for the consideration of the legalization of Sweetbriar Road and approve an order 
legalizing this road in its as-traveled location if the Board determines it is in the best interest of the 
public. 

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

Sweetbriar Road was established as County Road No. 484 in 1889, and maintenance and 
improvements have changed its location over the years. On November 3, 2005, the Board of County 
Commissioners initiated proceedings for legalizing Sweetbriar Road and directed the road to be 
surveyed in its traveled location. On August 3, 2006, the board set a hearing date of September 21, 
2006 for the consideration of the legalization of Sweetbriar Road in its as-traveled location. The 
survey and documentation will be ready for a September 21, 2006 public hearing. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
Cost to road fund for costs of the legalization process. 
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4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 
This legalization is following procedures as required by ORS 368.201 to 368.221. 

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place. . 
All adjacent property owners have been served legal notice of the public hearing to consider this 
legalization and notice has been posted in the area as required by ORS 368.206(1)(c). All adjacent 
property owners will have an opportunity to express their concerns in writing or at the public 

hearing. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 08/10/06 

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

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

Date: --------------------------------------- --------------
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Department of Community Services 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Land Use and Transportation Program 
1600 SE 190th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 
(503) 988-5050 

August 10, 2006 

Board of County Commissioners 
501 SE Hawthorne Blvd 
Portland, OR 97214 

RE: County Engineer's Report for Legalization of Sweetbriar Road No. 5022 

Dear Commissioners: 

The Department of Community Services- Land Use and Transportation Program has 
completed preliminary proceedings for legalization of Sweetbriar Road. The existing 
road as-traveled and used for more than ten years does not conform to the location of 
the road as described in the County Records. Sweetbriar Road was first established in 
1889 as County Road No. 484. Maintenance and improvements have changed its 
location over the years. 

The County Surveyor has completed the survey of the road as-traveled and the final 
map and description have been prepared. A letter and a map showing their property 
has been sent to all the property owners along this road. The right-of-way was set at 
the standard county road width of 60 feet. No structures are within the right-of-way 
except for some fences and gates, which will be allowed to stay. 

Written notice of the proceedings for legalization has been mailed to all abutting 
property owners by certified mail and the notice has been posted along Sweetbriar 
Road as required by ORS 368.206 (B)( c). 

The County Engineer is requesting that the Board of County Commissioners approve 
an Order legalizing Sweetbriar Road as it is now as-traveled and shown in its true 
location on the final map, together with the property dedicated as street by Document 
No. 98-080182, Multnomah County Deed Records and the street dedication at the 
Southwest comer of the plat of Estates at Riverbend, Multnomah County Plat Records. 

Very truly yours, 

£1:~/ 
Stan M. Ghezzi, P .E. 
Acting County Engineer 



In the matter of the legalization) 
Sweetbriar Road, No. 5022 ) 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
ROBERT A. HOVDEN RELATING 
TO NOTICE PROCEDURE PURSUANT 
TO ORS 368.421 

1) I, Robert A. Hovden, P.L.S., do hereby state that I am the County Surveyor for 

Multnomah County, Oregon. 

2) I certify that notice was served of the public hearing on the legalization of Sweetbriar 

Road, County Road No. 5022, to the following persons or agencies: 

BAKER WILLIAM W & BAKER FLORENCE E; DOBRINSKI VOLNEY J & JOANNE K; MUSTAIN LARRY 

W & MUSTAIN DEBORAH A; BEACHELL JAMES G; GRIESSMANN TOMAS; MC CRACKEN 

RAYMOND J & COHN-MCCRACKEN SHARI L; BUCK CAMERON B & JULIE l; CENTEX HOMES; 

FUJII JAMES M; ANDREWS THAD S & FRANCES A; MARKS TIMOTHY J; BRUNDIDGE MARILYN; 

ANDREWS SCOTT I; EDIE AARON & MCFARLAND JOANN; PATTON WENDY A; MANCIN MONICA & 

MANCIN JOSEF; JAMESON SHANE A; PEREZ DENNIS L & CYNTHIA R; SERRANO-VASQUEZ 

VALENTIN; MCBURNEY PATRICK W & MCBURNEY OPAL E; HENRIKSON JANELLE L & KEVIN L; 

FRYE ARLETHA D; MODUN BRADLEY J & PATRICIA A; SCHEIDT GARY & MARY C; LEAR DAVID S 

& TAMMY M; UESATO TAS & UESATO KAREN; FISHER MICHAEL D & FISHER TERRY K; BLACK 

JANELLA & RONALD W; MCKAY DANIEL & WILLIS DEANNA; KIPERS, PATRICIA A & TIMOTHY; 

HOLDER RICHARD J & LILLIAN M; MILLER JEFFREY L & NANCY A; ELLIS DAVID V & ELIZABETH C; 

PHILLIPS PHYLLIS R; GREY DANIEL J & KELLY D; NORLEN DONALD A & CYNTHIA K; ZURITA 

DIEGO; BURNACCI EDWARD J TR & BURNACCI PAULINE TR; BECKMAN JONATHAN D & JODI L; 

GLASER ROBERT G TR & GLASER MARY L TR; RIDING PAUL J & TERESE A; AND AZURE HILLS 

ESTATES, HOMEOWNERS ASSOC. 

3) · The notice was consistent with the requirements of ORS 368.426 and included copies of 

the Notice of Public Hearing (Resolution No. 06-138) and was served by certified mail return 

receipt requested, to the parties identified above in Paragraph 2. 

4) I further certify that on August 21, 2006, notice was posted of the public hearing on the 

legalization of Sweetbriar, County Road No. 5022, at the following places: 

1. On PGE Company power pole No. D13 OlD 2825 on the South Side of 

Sweetbriar Road near Station 8+40. 

2. On PGE Company power pole No. D13 OlD 03312 on the South Side of 
Sweetbriar Road near Station 16+ 17. 

3. On PGE Company power pole No. D14 6 3924 on the South Side of 
Sweetbriar Road near Station 40+60. 

5) The posted notice was consistent with the requirements of ORS 368.426 and included 

copies of the Notice of Public Hearing (Resolution No. 06-138) posted along said road in a 

manner to facilitate reading by passersby. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2 2..~ 

OFFICIAL SEAL .7. 
ALAN G YOUNG .,,, 

NOTARY PUBUCOREGON ·:· 
COMMISSION NO. 377599 . : 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES MAR. 23, 2008 

Robert A. Hovden, P.L.S., County Surveyor 
Department of Community Services 
Multnomah County, Oregon 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDER NO. 

Authorizing Legalization of Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road, Easterly Approximately 1.1 Miles to SE 

Kerslake Road, as County Road No. 5022. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Sweetbriar Road was established as a County Road in 1889, and maintenance and improvements have changed 

its location over the years. 

b. The above-described Sweetbriar Road is a road that has been traveled and used by the public for more than 10 

years in a location that does not conform to the location of the road as described in the County Records. 

c. On November 3, 2005, the Board initiated proceedings for legalizing Sweetbriar Road in its traveled location 

and directed the County Surveyor to conduct a survey of the road. 

d. The County Surveyor completed the survey of the road. The County Engineer filed a written report 

recommending legalization of Sweetbriar Road. 

e. By Resolution 06-138, adopted on August 3, 2006, the Board set a public hearing on September 21,2006, to 

consider legalization ofthe portion ofSweetbriar Road. 

f. The County Surveyor provided notice of the hearing to interested parties by certified mail and by posting along 

the roadway in a manner consistent with ORS 368.401-368.426. No objections to the proposal or other 

information have been filed with the County Surveyor. No claims for compensation with respect to any 

encroaching structures on this portion ofSweetbriar Road (ORS 368.211) have been filed with the Board. 

g. The Board has determined that legalization of said portion ofSweetbriar Road is in the public interest. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders: 

1. That Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road No. 1570, Easterly approximately 1.1 Miles to SE Larch 

Kerslake No. 908, as more particularly described in the attached Exhibit "A," and as shown on Survey No. 

60584, Multnomah County Survey Records, is legalized as County Road No. 5022, in accordance with ORS 

368.201 through ORS 368.221. 

2. This Order legalizing Sweetbriar Road to be recorded as provided under ORS 368.216(2) and 

ORS 368.106. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

SWEETBRIAR ROAD No. 5022 

A strip of land in the Southwest one-quarter and Southeast one-quarter of Section 1, Township 1 South, 

Range 3 East, and the Southwest one-quarter of Section 6, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Willamette 

Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon, said strip ofland running from the centerline of SE Troutdale 

Road No. 1571, easterly along the centerline of the as-traveled Sweetbriar Road to its intersection with the 

centerline of SE Kerslake Road No. 908, said strip of land being 60 feet in width, 30 feet on each side of 

the following described centerline: 

Beginning at Engineer's Station 0+00.00, said station being at Engineer's centerline Station 32+ 19.85 

POC of said SE Troutdale Road, said station bears S62°5l '42"E, a distance of 871.66 feet from a 4" brass 

disc in concrete post found at the Northwest corner of the William B. Jones DLC No. 50 in said Section 1; 

Thence N89°20'46"E, a distance of 1798.59 feet to an angle point at Engineer's Station 17+98.59; 

Thence SO 1 o 1 0'21 "W, a distance of 402.23 feet to an angle point at Engineer's Station 22+00.82; 

Thence N84°23' 18"E, a distance of 923.63 feet to Engineer's Station 33+23.82 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of32°56'47" (long 

chord of which bears S79°08' 19"E, a distance of 141.78 feet), an arc distance of 143.76 feet to Engineer's 

Station 34+67.59 PT; 

Thence S62°39'55"E, a distance of360.03 feet to Engineer's Station 38+27.62 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 1170.00 feet, through a central angle of 8°56'31" (long 

chord of which bears S58°ll '40"E, a distance of 182.41 feet), an arc distance of 182.60 feet to Engineer's 

Station 40+28.82 PRC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of225.00 feet, through a central angle of76°23'34" (long 

chord of which bears N88°44'42"E, a distance of278.26 feet), an arc distance of299.99 feet to Engineer's 

Station 43+28.81 PT; 

Thence N50°32'55"E, a distance of331.80 feet to Engineer's Station 46+60.61 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 650.00 feet, through a central angle of 14°15'32" (long 

chord of which bears N57°40'40"E, a distance of 161.34 feet), an arc distance of 161.76 feet to Engineer's 

Station 48+22.38 PT; 

Thence N64°48'26"E, a distance of 150.36 feet to Engineer's Station 49+72.73 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 200.00 feet, through a central angle of 60°34 '29" (long 

chord ofwhich bears S84°54'19"E, a distance of201.73 feet), an arc distance of211.45 feet to Engineer's 

Station 51 +84.18 PT; 

Thence S54°37'05"E, a distance of 59.73 feet to Engineer's Station 52+43.91 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of28°l2'05" (long 

chord of which bears S68°43'07"E, a distance of 121.81 feet), an arc distance of 123.05 feet to Engineer's 

Station 53+66.96 PT; 
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Thence N89°04'58"E, a distance of78.76 feet to Engineer's Station 55+51.72 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of 290.00 feet, through a central angle of 25°05 '52" (long 

chord of which bears N76°32'02"E, a distance of 126.02 feet), an arc distance of 127.03 feet to Engineer's 
Station 56+78.75 PT; 

Thence N63°59'07"E, a distance of206.82 feet to Engineer's Station 58+85.57 and the terminus of 
Sweetbriar Road No. 5022, which equals Engineer's centerline Station 4+49.72 POT of said SE Kerslake 
Road, said terminus being S53°02'06"W, a distance of 1235.60 feet from a 4" brass disc in concrete post 
found at the center one-quarter corner of said Section 6; 

Together with the property dedicated as street by Document No. 98-080182, Multnomah County Deed 
Records and the street dedication at the Southwest corner of the plat of Estates at Riverbend, Multnomah 
County Plat Records. 

The heretofore description is written and based on a survey by Robert A. Hovden, 
Multnomah County Surveyor, recorded as Survey Number 60584, Multnomah County Survey 
Records, and by said reference is hereby made a part thereof. 
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BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: HOVDEN Robert A 

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2006 4:29PM 

To: BOGSTAD Deborah L; MAESTRE Robert A 

Cc: SOWLE Agnes 

Subject: RE: Possible Typo in Order R-10 on this Thursday's agenda 

Deb, 

You are correct. I will ask the board to approve an amendment striking the word "Larch" from order number one. 

Thanks you for finding this typo. 

Bob 

Robert A. Hovden, PLS 
Multnomah County Surveyor 
1600 SE 190tlt Avenue 
Portland, OR 97233 
503-988-5573 

-----Original Message----­
From: BOGSTAD Deborah L 
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2006 10:13 AM 
To: HOVDEN Robert A; MAESTRE Robert A 
Cc: SOWLE Agnes 
Subject: Possible Typo in Order R-10 on this Thursday's agenda 
Importance: High 

I believe there is a typo in the Legalization of Sweetbriar Road Order as follows: 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders: 

1. That Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road No. 1570, Easterly approximately 1.1 Miles to 
SE Larch Kerslake No. 908, as more particularly described in the attached Exhibit "A," and as 
shown on Survey No. 60584, Multnomah County Survey Records, is legalized as County Road 
No. 5022, in accordance with ORS 368.201 through ORS 368.221. 

Should it just be SE Kerslake No. 908? If so, please ask the Board to approve an amendment 
striking the word Larch from order number one. Please let Agnes and me know. Thanks! 

Deb Bogstad, Board Clerk 
Multnomah County Commissioners 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 
Portland, Oregon 97214-3587 
(503) 988-3277 phone 
(503) 988-3013 fax 
d_c:tb..OJ:.~_I:I.J..l>..Qg~_t;a..Jt@cQ..._mu_l_tnomah.or.us 
ht:tR..;.L/www.c;_o.multoomah_._or.usLcc.Lindex.shtml 

9/20/2006 



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

ORDER NO. 06-162 

Authorizing Legalization of Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road, Easterly Approximately 
1.1 Miles to SE Kerslake Road, as County Road No. 5022 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Sweetbriar Road was established as a County Road m 1889, and maintenance and 
improvements have changed its location over the years. 

b. The above-described Sweetbriar Road is a road that has been traveled and used by the 
public for more than 10 years in a location that does not conform to the location of the road 
as described in the County Records. 

c. On November 3, 2005, the Board initiated proceedings for legalizing Sweetbriar Road in its 
traveled location and directed the County Surveyor to conduct a survey of the road. 

d. The County Surveyor completed the survey of the road. The County Engineer filed a 
written report recommending legalization ofSweetbriar Road. 

e. By Resolution 06-138, adopted on August 3, 2006, the Board set a public hearing on 
September 21, 2006, to consider legalization of the portion of Sweetbriar Road. 

f. The County Surveyor provided notice of the hearing to interested parties by certified mail 
and by posting along the roadway in a manner consistent with ORS 368.401-368.426. No 
objections to the proposal or other information have been filed with the County Surveyor. 
No claims for compensation with respect to any encroaching structures on this portion of 
Sweetbriar Road (ORS 368.211) have been filed with the Board. 

g. The Board has determined that legalization of said portion of Sweetbriar Road is in the 
public interest. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders: 

1. That Sweetbriar Road from SE Troutdale Road No. 1570, Easterly approximately 1.1 
Miles to SE Kerslake No. 908, as more particularly described in the attached Exhibit "A," 
and as shown on Survey No. 60584, Multnomah County Survey Records, is legalized as 
County Road No. 5022, in accordance with ORS 368.201 through ORS 368.221. 
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2. This Order legalizing Sweetbriar Road to be recorded as provided under ORS 368.216(2) 
and ORS 368.106. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL 1NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

B~kmey 
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FOR MUL1NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

SWEETBRIAR ROAD No. 5022 

A strip of land in the Southwest one-quarter and Southeast one-quarter of Section 1, Township 1 
South, Range 3 East, and the Southwest one-quarter of Section 6, Township 1 South, Range 4 
East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon, said strip of land running from the 
centerline ofSE Troutdale Road No. 1571, easterly along the centerline ofthe as-traveled 
Sweetbriar Road to its intersection with the centerline of SE Kerslake Road No. 908, said strip of 
land being 60 feet in width, 30 feet on each side of the following described centerline: 

Beginning at Engineer's Station 0+00.00, said station being at Engineer's centerline Station 
32+19.85 POC of said SE Troutdale Road, said station bears S62°51 '42"E, a distance of871.66 
feet from a 4" brass disc in concrete post found at the Northwest comer of the William B. Jones 
DLC No. 50 in said Section 1; 

Thence N89°20'46"E, a distance of 1798.59 feet to an angle point at Engineer's Station 
17+98.59; 

Thence SOl 0 l0'21"W, a distance of 402.23 feet to an angle point at Engineer's Station 
22+00.82; 

Thence N84°23'18"E, a distance of923.63 feet to Engineer's Station 33+23.82 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of 
32°56'47" (long chord of which bears S79°08'19"E, a distance of 141.78 feet), an arc distance of 
143.76 feet to Engineer's Station 34+67.59 PT; 

Thence S62°39'55"E, a distance of360.03 feet to Engineer's Station 38+27.62 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 1170.00 feet, through a central angle of 
8°56'31" (long chord of which bears S58°1l '40"E, a distance of 182.41 feet), an arc distance of 
182.60 feet to Engineer's Station 40+28.82 PRC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of225.00 feet, through a central angle of76°23'34" 
(long chord of which bears N88°44'42"E, a distance of278.26 feet), an arc distance of299.99 
feet to Engineer's Station 43+28.81 PT; 

Thence N50°32'55"E, a distance of331.80 feet to Engineer's Station 46+60.61 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of 650.00 feet, through a central angle of 
14°15'32" (long chord of which bears N57°40'40"E, a distance of 161.34 feet), an arc distance 
of 161.76 feet to Engineer's Station 48+22.38 PT; 

Thence N64°48'26"E, a distance of 150.36 feet to Engineer's Station 49+72.73 PC; 
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Thence on a curve to the right, having a radius of200.00 feet, through a central angle of 
60°34'29" (long chord ofwhich bears S84°54'19"E, a distance of201.73 feet), an arc distance of 
211.45 feet to Engineer's Station 51+84.18 PT; 

Thence S54°37'05"E, a distance of 59.73 feet to Engineer's Station 52+43.91 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of250.00 feet, through a central angle of28°12'05" 
(long chord of which bears S68°43'07"E, a distance of 121.81 feet), an arc distance of 123.05 
feet to Engineer's Station 53+66.96 PT; 

Thence N89°04'58"E, a distance of78.76 feet to Engineer's Station 55+51.72 PC; 

Thence on a curve to the left, having a radius of290.00 feet, through a central angle of25°05'52" 
(long chord of which bears N76°32'02"E, a distance of 126.02 feet), an arc distance of 127.03 
feet to Engineer's Station 56+78.75 PT; 

Thence N63°59'07"E, a distance of206.82 feet to Engineer's Station 58+85.57 and the terminus 
of Sweetbriar Road No. 5022, which equals Engineer's centerline Station 4+49. 72 POT of said 
SE Kerslake Road, said terminus being S53°02'06"W, a distance of 1235.60 feet from a 4" brass 
disc in concrete post found at the center one-quarter corner of said Section 6; 

Together with the property dedicated as street by Document No. 98-080182, Multnomah County 
Deed Records and the street dedication at the Southwest corner of the plat of Estates at 
Riverbend, Multnomah County Plat Records. 

The heretofore description is written and based on a survey by Robert A. Hovden, 
Multnomah County Surveyor, recorded as Survey Number 60584, Multnomah County 
Survey Records, and by said reference is hereby made a part thereof. 
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MULTNOMAH CO,UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/_06 ___ _ 

Agenda Item#: R-11 -------
Est. Start Time: 9:58AM 

Date Submitted: 09111106 --,------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation 
of a Special Ordinance Regarding the Proposed Renaming of NE 207th Avenue, 
a County Road in the City of Fairview to Fairview Parkway 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21,2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: 'Non-Departmental Division: Commission District 4 

Contact(s): Robert Maestre 

Phone: ---'('-=-50.::....::3..L.) .::....98.:....:8.::....::-5:....::.0-=-0 1=---- Ext. 85001 110 Address: #455/Annex ----------------
Presenter(s): ·Robert Maestre and Matthew Ryan 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Adoption of a Resolution Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation of a Special 
Ordinance Regarding the Proposed Renaming ofNE 207th Avenue, a County Road in the City of 
Fairview to Fairview Parkway. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action effects and how it impacts the results . 

. NE 207th is a County road located within the city limits of Fairview, Oregon. Fairview desires to 
improve the traveling public's awareness of the community's location by changing the name ofNE 
207 Avenue to Fairview Parkway. Currently, there is only one house with an actual NE 207th 
A venue address, and no other structures with a NE 207th address front the road. The County's Land 
Use and Transportation Program supports the name change. To save taxpayer funds, the County is 
coordinating the renaming of this road with the Oregon Department of Transportation's project tore­
sign 1-84 in this area. The County and the cities of Gresham and Fairview have provided 
information to local businesses about the proposed name change and will provide additional 
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information to nearby residences. If the resolution is adopted, the Public Hearing and Ordinance to 
change the name ofNE 207th. A venue would come before the Board on October 5, 2006. 

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

The costs associated with changing the name of this road will be covered by funds recently received 
by the County from the sale of County property along NE 207th. With respect to I-84 signs with the 
new road name, the County has coordinated with ODOT which will keep the cost low. The County's 
sign shop will be building and installing three smaller signs along the road to direct travelers to 
Fairview's City Center. 

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

A stand alone ordinance appears to be the most efficient and appropriate mechanism for changing 
the name of the road since the exisitng County Code did not contemplate the situation where the 
County would be asked to rename a County road located within a City's limits. 

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

Approximately 100 flyers have been delivered to businesses at NE 207th and Sandy, along NE 
Halsey from 207th to 230th, within the Wood Village Town Center shopping center, and to major 
employers in Gresham. Telephone and written information has been provided to the cities of Wood 
Village, Troutdale, and Gresham. The local US Post Office has also received· information about the 
proposed change. Formal notice to abutting property owners and others will be given in accordance 
with MCC 11.05.550. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 09/11/06 

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

·Date: --------------------------------------- --------------

Date: --------------------------------------- --------------
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"I 

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

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation of a Special Ordinance 
Regarding the Proposed Renaming of NE 20ih Avenue, a County Road in the City of Fairview 
to Fairview Parkway 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On April 10, 2003 Multnomah County received from the City of Fairview a request to 
conduct a preliminary review of the City's proposal to rename NE 20ih Avenue, a 
county road (as defined under ORS Chapter 368), but located within the City of Fairview 
to "Fairview Parkway". 

b. The County's Land Use and Transportation Program (LUTP) has conducted a 
preliminary review of the City's proposal and agrees with Fairview that this name change 
is in the best interest of the public, will facilitate the City's economic development efforts 
and improve community visibility. 

c. Presently Multnomah County Code (MCC 11.05.500 et seq.) only provides a procedure 
for the renaming of county roads in unincorporated Multnomah County. 

d. In addition, MCC 11.05.505 and 11.05.525 provide that it is the County's policy to carry 
on the street naming pattern of the City of Portland into urban unincorporated areas of 
the County, under the Portland pattern, which requires most streets in a north-south 
alignment be designated "Avenues" and usually are identified by number, e.g. "SE 391

h 

Avenue". 

e. Notwithstanding MCC 11.05. 525, the LUTP determined that the existing County Code 
road naming policy does not preclude the renaming of NE 2071h Avenue as "Fairview 
Parkway" by a stand alone ordinance because the road is not in unincorporated area of 
the county but is entirely within the City of Fairview. 

f. The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT} has a pending re-signing project for 
ODOT controlled right of way including 1-84, and LUTP and Fairview deemed it desirous 
to coordinate the renaming of NE 2071h, for which there is a fairly heavily used exit on 1-
84, to allow for the Fairview Parkway street name to be placed on the new ODOT 1-84 
exit signage. 

g. LUTP has committed to coordinate with ODOT and work in conjunction with that agency 
on it's 1-84 re-signing project to save funds and facilitate the re-signing of the road. 

h. The LUTP has also coordinated with the Cities of Fairview and Gresham to provide 
information to local businesses, Chambers of Commerce and Post Office regarding the 
proposed name change for NE 20ih Avenue. 

Page 1 of 2- Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation of an Ordinance 
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The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The County Attorney is directed to prepare a Special Ordinance authorizing changing 
the name of NE 20?'h Avenue in the City of Fairview to "Fairview Parkway", to be heard 
before this Board on October 5, 2006 at 9:30AM. 

2. The LUTP is directed to provide notice by first class mail of the proposed name change 
not less than ten days prior to October 5, 2006 to: 

a. Owners and occupants of all property abutting on the street to be renamed; 
b. Any affected school or service districts, State and or Federal Agencies; 
c. Any affected emergency services providers; 
d. The United States Postal Service; 
e. The Bureau of Emergency Communications at the City of Portland; and 
f. The cities of Gresham, Troutdale, and Wood Village. 

3. The LUTP is further directed to publish the notice in a paper of general circulation in 
Multnomah County not less than ten days prior to October 5, 2006. 

4. The above referenced notice must contain the following: 

a. The date, time and location of the hearing. 
b. A statement of the subject matter of the hearing. 
c. The name, telephone number and email address of a contact person at the 

County. 
d. An address for parties to send written comments to the County. 

ADOPTED this 21 51 day of September 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

Page 2 of 2- Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation of an Ordinance 
Regarding the Proposed Renaming of NE 20?'h Avenue, a County Road in the City of 
Fairview to Fairview Parkway 



' I 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 06-163 

Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation of a Special Ordinance 
Regarding the Proposed Renaming of NE 207th Avenue, a County Road in the City of Fairview 
to Fairview Parkway 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On April 10, 2003 Multnomah County received from the City of Fairview a request to 
conduct a preliminary review of the City's proposal to rename NE 207th Avenue, a 
county road (as defined under ORS Chapter 368), but located within the City of Fairview 
to "Fairview Parkway". 

b. The County's Land Use and Transportation Program (LUTP) has conducted a 
preliminary review of the City's proposal and agrees with Fairview that this name change 
is in the best interest of the public, will facilitate the City's economic development efforts 
and improve community visibility. 

c. Presently Multnomah County Code (MCC 11.05.500 et seq.) only provides a procedure 
for the renaming of county roads in unincorporated Multnomah County. 

d. In addition, MCC 11.05.505 and 11.05.525 provide that it is the County's policy to carry 
on the street naming pattern of the City of Portland into urban unincorporated areas of 
the County, under the Portland pattern, which requires most streets in a north-south 
alignment be designated "Avenues" and usually are identified by number, e.g. "SE 39th 
Avenue". 

e. Notwithstanding MCC 11.05. 525, the LUTP determined that the existing County Code 
road naming policy does not preclude the renaming of NE 207th Avenue as "Fairview 
Parkway" by a stand alone ordinance because the road is not in unincorporated area of 
the county but is entirely within the City of Fairview. 

f. The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) has a pending re-signing project for 
ODOT controlled right of way including 1-84, and LUTP and Fairview deemed it desirous 
to coordinate the renaming of NE 207th, for which there is a fairly heavily used exit on 1-
84, to allow for the Fairview Parkway street name to be placed on the new ODOT 1-84 
exit signage. 

g. LUTP has committed to coordinate with ODOT and work in conjunction with that agency 
on its 1-84 re-signing project to save funds and facilitate the re-signing of the road. 

h. The LUTP has also coordinated with the Cities of Fairview and Gresham to provide 
information to local businesses, Chambers of Commerce and Post Office regarding the 
proposed name change for NE 207th Avenue. 
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The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The County Attorney is directed to prepare a Special Ordinance authorizing changing 
the name of NE 207th Avenue in the City of Fairview to "Fairview Parkway", to be heard 
before this Board on October 5, 2006 at 9:30AM. 

2. The LUTP is directed to provide notice by first class mail of the proposed name change 
not less than ten days prior to October 5, 2006 to: 

a. Owners and occupants of all property abutting on the street to be renamed; 
b. Any affected school or service districts, State and or Federal Agencies; 
c. Any affected emergency services providers; 
d. The United States Postal Service; 
e. The Bureau of Emergency Communications at the City of Portland; and 
f. The cities of Gresham, Troutdale, and Wood Village. 

3. The LUTP is further directed to publish the notice in a paper of general circulation in 
Multnomah County not less than ten days prior to October 5, 2006. 

4. The above referenced notice must contain the following: 

a. The date, time and location of the hearing. 
b. A statement of the subject matter of the hearing. 
c. The name, telephone number and email address of a contact person at the 

County. 
d. An address for parties to send written comments to the County. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR IYJU~\TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Page 2 of 2- Resolution 06-163 Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice and Preparation of an 
Ordinance Regarding the Proposed Renaming of NE 207th Avenue, a County Road in 
the City of Fairview to Fairview Parkway 



, ,, 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PL.ACEMENT REQUEST 

APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY' 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA#~-\ 'if- DATE q·d.,.\·6-Q 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0_9_/2_1_/_06 ___ _ 
Agenda Item#: _R_-1_2 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 10:00 AM 
Date Submitted: 08/28/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 06 

Budget Modification DCHS-06 Reclassifying a Data Technician to 
Program Development Specialist in the Mental Health and Addiction 
Services Division, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit of Central 

Agenda Title: Human Resources 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21,2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 mins 

Department: Dept. of County Human Services Division: Mental Health 

Contact(s): Chris Yager 

Phone: 503 988-3691 Ext. 84135 1/0 Address: 167/620 ----------- --------------
Presenter(s): Keith Mitchell/Jennifer Huntsman 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of County Human Services recommends approval of budget modification DCHS-06 
reclassifying a position in Mental Health & Addiction Services Division Program Offers # 25054 
MH Business Operations [0.50 FTE] and# 25067 MH Family Care Coordination Team [0.50 FTE]. 

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

This modification reflects a Class/Comp decision on a reclassification request from management. 
Class/Comp reviewed the submitted job duties and descriptions and agreed that a Program 
Development Specialist was the best fit for the position. Class/Comp fit analysis is as follows: 

"This position is responsible for the collection and analysis of data for the Verity program, and the 
operational coordination with the accounts payable functions of the Third Party Administrator. The 
position serves as the Technical Expert, giving internal and external assistance concerning the Verity 
and applicable Oregon Health Plan facets. The position aids the contract renewals for the program. 
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This classification is a good fit for the position." 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
For the current fiscal year, this reclassification increases personnel expense by $10,920. This 
additional cost includes $3,832 for the retroactive pay adjustment in FY06 and $7,088 for FY07 
(ongoing). The increased cost is offset in the current fiscal year by a reduction of$10,920 in 
Professional Services budgeted in MH Business Operations. 

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 
Local 88 represented employees have a contractual right to appeal and arbitrate the outcome of a 
reclassification request, which would include Board action to disapprove the request. It is the policy 
ofMultnorpah County to make all employment decisions without regard to race, religion, color, 
national origin, sex, age marital status, disability, political affiliations, sexual orientation, or any 
other non-merit factor. 

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

NIA 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

N/A 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Insurance Risk budget increases by $4 7. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

· Approval of classification decision from Class/Comp initiated by management. 

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

Reclassification of a Data Technician to Program Development Specialist. 

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

NIA 

• Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? 

NIA 

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

NIA 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

N/A 

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

Attachment A-1 



ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 06 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Date: 08/24/06 

Date: 08/28/06 

Date: 08/24/06 

Date: Countywide HR: ---------------------------------- ------------
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DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY 
MANAGEMENT 

HUMAN RESOURCES 
CLASS/COMP 

MUL TNOMAH BUILDING 
501 SE HAWTHORNE BLVD, 41

h floor 
PORTLAND OR 97214 

PHONE (503) 988~5015 x24422 
FAX (503) 988-3048 
TDD (503) 988-5170 

,. 7.13.20061 
To: Keith Mitchell 167/520 
From: Leon Oswalt Classification/Compensation 50314 
Subject: Reclassification Request #529 

Based upon a management request for reclassification of position 710142 received on June 9, 
Class/Comp reviewed the presented job duties and descriptions, and the position classification 
documents. We have determined the position best fits within the PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT 
SPECIALIST - JCN 6021 classification. . . 

The position will be reclassified, subject to Board of County Commissioners approval. Under 
County Personnel Rule 5-50-030, the incumbent will be reclassified with it, as the incumbent has 
performed the duties of a PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT SPECIALIST for at least six months. 

The request for reclass is APPROVED, pending any necessary Board action. 

Summary of position purpose and main job functions. 

This position provides planning, design, development, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of Outpatient 
and Integrated Service Array Programs claims' authorization, adjudication, and payment systems. This included 
both payments made by the TPA and payments made directly through the County's accounts Payable system. 

This position also provides both technical and administrative assistance in the research, design, development, 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of programs, projects, contracts and grants. This position collects 
and analyzes data and prepares reports regarding member demographics and needs, utilization management, 
quality management, and other areas as required administering and meeting the Division's contractual 
obligations as an MHO under the Oregon Health Plan. 

FIT ANALYSIS FOR CLASS. 

Proposed Class PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT SPECIALIST 

Class Definition- To provide research, planning, design, development, implementation, 
monitoring and evaluation of programs, projects or grants. Employees within this class are 
distinguished from the Program Development Technician ·by the performance of the full range of duties as 
assigned Including the research, design, development, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of 
programs, projects or grants. Employees at this level receive only occasional Instruction or assistance as 
new or unusual situations arise, and are fully aware of the operating procedures and policies of the work 
unit. This class Is distinguished from the Senior Program Development Specialist in that the latter is 
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responsible for organizational policy, procedure and program analysis, planning and development at the 

department level; and for the coordination of interdivisional and interagency special projects. 

FIT ANALYSIS FOR CLASS. This position .is responsible for the collection and analysis of ( 

data for the Verity program, and the operational coordination with the accounts payable functions of 

the Third Party Administrator. The position serves as the Technical Expert, giving internal and 

external assistance concerning the Verity and applicable Oregon Health Plan facets. The position 

aids the contract renewals for the program. This classification is a good fit for the position. 

Reclassification Details: 

The effective date of the reclassification is December 9, 2005. The step increase date will remain 

2/3 of each year. 

Because the position is represented, the· Local 88 Collective Bargaining Agreement (Article 15, 

IV. C) determines the salary level and step increase date. 

Date Class/JCN 
Pay Scale Pay Pay Union 

Group Rate Step 

12/8/05 Old Data Technician 6074 

.. 
12/9/05 Rec/ass Program Development Specialist 6021 . 

2/3/06 Step Program Development Specialist 6021 · 

7/1/06 COLA Program Development Specialist 6021 

If you have questions, please contact me at extension 24422. 

cc: Employee . 
AFSCME Local 88 
Position HR Rep 
HR Maintainer 
File Copy 

C Bailey 
B Lally 
K Pasquinelli 
PReed 
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167/520 

167/640 
167/640 

15 1K76 7 88 

25 21.13 1 88 

25 21.73 2 88 

25 22.34 2 88 



Page 1 of 1 

~udget Modification or Amendment ID: ._I ___ D_C_H....;.S_-0;_6 __ ___. 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 07 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Func. Program Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Offer Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
1 20-80 1000 40 25054 MASA BACGF 60000 266,644 267,320 676 BASE [710142] 

2 20-80 1000 40 25054 MASA BACGF 60130 85,127 85,326 199 FRINGE 

3 20-80 1000 40 25054 MASABACGF 60140 72,259 71,384 (875) INSURANCE 

4 

5 20-80 3002 520 25067 MASCCMHXIX 60000 352,300 356,122 3,822 BASE [710142] 

6 20-80 3002 520 25067 MASCCMHXIX 60130 104,483 105,696 1,213 FRINGE 

7 20-80 3002 520 25067 MASCCMHXIX 60140 91,928 92,353 425 INSURANCE 

8 20-80 3002 520 25067 MASCCMHXIX 50190 (572,711) (578, 171) (5,460) IG-OP Fed thru State 

9 

10 20-80 82020 40 25067 MASC CMH 22 60000 129,139 129,449 310 BASE [710142] 

11 20-80 82020 40 25067 MA SC CMH 22 60130 39,885 39,977 92 FRINGE 

12 20-80 82020 40 25067 MA SC CMH 22 60140 31,907 31,505 (402) INSURANCE 

13 

14 

15 20-80 3002 520 25054 MASABAXIX 60000 0 3,455 3,455 BASE [710142] 

16 20-80 3002 520 25054 MASABAXIX 60130 0 1,106 1,106 FRINGE 

17 20-80 3002 520 25054 MASABAXIX 60140 0 899 899 INSURANCE 

18 20-80 3002 520 25054 MASABAXIX 60170 238,634 227,714 (10,920) Professional Svcs 

19 20-80 3002 520 25054 MASABAXIX 50190 (238,634) (233,174) 5,460 IG-OP Fed thru State 

20 

21 

22 

"23 

24 72-10 3500 705210 50316 (47) Risk Fund Revenue 

25 72-10 3500 705210 60330 47 Claims Paid 

26 

27 

28 

29 

0 0 Total - Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

f:\admin\fiscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_DCHS-06.xls 9/13/2006" 



r--------------------------------------------

Budget Modfication or Amendment: DCHS-06 

!ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGE 

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

. ,.,,.!!!!i.J!i',·!li!ii!!!!i!-~~J,t~~P,j::::j.j•!:!::!.ii!i!i.!Ji·]jijj.•::!: •••• /s~= /: 
Prog HROrg Position 
Offer Job# Unit Position Title Number FTE BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 

25054 6074 63314 !Data Tech 710142 (0.50) (20,811) (6,678) (6,470) (33.959\ 

25067 6074 64401 iData Tech 710142 t0.50) (20,811) (6,678) (6,470) (33,959) 

25054 6021 63314 ~Prog Dev Spec:: 710142 ~0 23,5~! 7,554 6.~10 37,503 

25067 6021 64401 Prog Dev Spec 710142 0.50 23,540 7,554 6,409 37,503 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

IUHH/ HUH r. ... ·••••• 
TOTAL ANNIIAI 171=n CHANGES 0.00 5,457 1,752 (121)1 7,088 

YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGE 

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

HROrg 
Position Title 

f:\adminlfiscallbudget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_DCHS-06.xls Page4 9/13/2006 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

Board Clerk Use Only 

AGENDA# f<.. -\~ DATE g•.;(l ·OlR 
Meeting Date: _0.:..:9...:..;/2:.:...1:.:.../0.:...6::....._ __ _ 
Agenda Item #: _:R.:..:-....;::1~3 ____ _ 

DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD ClERK': Est. Start Time:. 10:03 AM 
Date Submitted: _0.:..:9...:..;/0.:..:1:.:.../0-=--6::....._ __ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for a Grant to Evaluate the Impact of Housing 
Stability on Children Exposed to Domestic Violence 

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

Date Time 
Requested: Se~tember 21, 2006 Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: Def!t. of County Human Services Division: Domestic Violence 

Contact(s): Chiquita Rollins 

Phone: 503-988-4112 Ext. 84112 110 Address: 167/630 

Presenter(s): Chiquita Rollins, Jana McLellan 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Multnomah County Department of County Human Services is requesting approval to apply to the 
Northwest Health Foundation (Kaiser Community Fund) for a gr~t to evaluate the impact of . 
housing stability on children exposed to domestic violence. The request is for $180,000 for three 
years. The evaluation will augment the evaluation component of the Federally funded Safe Start 
Initiative, which is identifying best practices in responding to children exposed to violence. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action effects and how it impacts the results. 

The Kaiser Permanente Community Fund (KPCF) was established in late 2004 at the Northwest 
Health Foundation to advance the health of the communities served by Kaiser Permanente 
Northwest. The fund intends to achieve this goal by addressing those factors in the social, policy, 
and physical environment that impact community health that have been shown to play a major role 
in health disparities based on race, ethnicity, and socio-economic status. KPCF seeks to support 
community-based efforts to enhance social supports that promote health equity, and eliminate those 
factors that contribute to health disparities. Proposals may address topics as diverse as public safety, 
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secure employment, environmental quality, education, affordable housing, and community 
organizing, to name a few. 

Prior research on children exposed to domestic violence has found that children witness an alarming 
amount of the domestic violence that takes place within families. More than half of Oregon female 
domestic violence victims live in households with children and nearly nine million American 
children witness domestic violence every year. Researchers have documented immediate and short­
term physical problems, emotional and behavioral problems for children exposed to a barterer/ 
domestic violence. Research on the impact ofhomelessness and/or housing instability has also 
documented a range of negative consequences for children, including poor academic achievement, 
problems with physical and emotional health, and hunger, as well as problems later in life, such as 
substance abuse and sexual risk taking. There are, however, only a handful of studies that consider 
the effects of cumulative exposure to violence and homelessness/housing instability or that provide 
policy direction or models for services to address these problems. 

The Multnomah County Domestic Violence Coordinator's Office (DVCO) currently is funded by the 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) to provide domestic violence victim . 
services to women and their children involved in the Child Welfare system. The OJJDP Project 
includes a national multi-site evaluation that focuses on outcomes for children, but does not include 
factors related to housing stability and the victimization of the mother. 

The County funds a significant level of services for homeless families and for children and youth, 
many of whom face housing problems or exposure to domestic violence. The proposed project will 
provide a understanding of the cumulative impact of these two problems on children and of the 
services and policies that are most effective in mitigating that impact. In July, 2006, DVCO 
submitted a letter of intent to the Northwest He~lth Foundation to apply for this grant and based on 
that letter, have been asked to submit a full application for the project. 

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

This is a limited duration 3-year project, beginning January 1, 2007, through December 31, 2009. 
DCHS is requesting $180,000 for the period. This figure includes direct costs and indirect costs on 
salary and benefits only (up to 10%). We expect to have the project completed by the end of the 
funding period. 

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

None 

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

This project will include that programs that are involved in the Safe Start project funded by OJJDP: 
Oregon Department of Human Services Child Welfare, Volunteers of America, El Programa 
Hispano, Listen to Kids, US Department of Justice OJJDP Safe Start Initiative staff and contractors, 
Rand Corporation and Portland State University. In addition, researchers from OHSU and Johns 
Hopkins University will provide technical assistance. 

2 



ATTACHME.NT A 

Grant Application/Notice of Intent 

If the request is a Grant Application or Notice oflntent, please answer all of the following in detail: 

• Who is the granting agency? 
Kaiser Permanente Community Fund through the Northwest Health Foundation. 

• Specify grant (matching, reporting and other) requirements and goals. 
The Kaiser Permanente Community Fund (KPCF) was established to advance the health of the 
communities served by Kaiser Permanente Northwest, by addressing those factors in the social, 
policy, and physical environment that impact community health. These factors have been shown to 
play a major role in the development of health disparities based on race, ethnicity, and socio­
economic status. KPCF seeks to support community-based efforts to enhance social supports that 
promote health equity, and eliminate those factors that contribute to health disparities. KPCF is not 
primarily focused on research, but the fund advisors will consider projects that fall under the 
community~based participatory research (CBPR) model, involving and an academic institution, 
provided the community partner submits the application and can demonstrate meaningful 
participation in the project's design, implementation, and dissemination. Of particular interest will be 
research that helps fill the gaps in the published literature about what types of interventions work, 
and why. 

Public agencies, working in the KPCF funding region are eligible to apply. Up to ten percent of 
indirect costs may be included in your proposed budget, but this rate may be calculated only against 
the salary and benefits of key personnel. A site visit may be required prior to funding approval. 

• Explain grant funding detail- is this a one time only or long term commitment? 
We will be requesting $180,00 to be expended over three years. This is one-time-only funding for a 
project that will be completed by the end of the grant period. 

• What are the estimated filing timelines? 
The grant is due October 5, 2006. 

• If a grant, what period does the grant cover? 
It is unclear when funding will be awarded, but appears to be by the end of this year (December 31, 
2006). The grant period will be three years from the start date. 

• When the grant expires, what are funding plans? 
The project will have been completed when the grant expires. 

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

Grant funds can cover up to 10% indirect and the proposed budget will include other direct costs. 
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ATTACHME.NT B 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 09/01/06 

Date: 09/05/06 

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

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

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS,. 

AGENDA# g._~\y DATE 9•cl\·Qv 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD ClERKi; 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: OSCP- 02 

., 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 09/21/06 -------
Agenda Item#: R-14 -------
Est. Start Time: 10:05 AM 
Date Submitted: · 08/28/06 

--'--------

Agenda 
Title: 

Budget Modification OSCP-02 Increasing the Department of School and 
Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 2007 Budget by $96,065 in Weatherization 
Grant Funding for Energy Services 

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

Date 
Requested: Se~tember 21, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 mins 

Department: OSCP. Division: 

Contact(s): Mary Li, Kathy Tinkle 

26787(ml) 
Phone: 503 988-6295 Ext. 26858{kt} 1/0 Address: 167/200 ------------
Presenter(s): Mary Li/Kathy Tinkle 

Gen·eral Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? • 
The Department of School and Community Partnerships requests the approval of Budget 
Modification OSCP _ 02. This budget modification increases the Department of School and 
Community Partnerships' Fiscal Year '07 budget for Energy Services by $96,065 in new State 
Housing and Community Services grant funding. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. 
The State of Oregon Department of Housing and Community Services receives funding for 
Weatherization projects from various Federal grants and State tax programs. These funds are then 
allocated to various counties and service agencies throughout Oregon, including the Multnomah 
County Department of School and Community Partnerships. 

The states affected by the West Coast Energy Crisis in 2000-2001 filed lawsuits against several 
wholesale electric companies including the Williams Company. The lawsuits resulted in monetary 
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settlements to the states, including the State of Oregon. The Attorney General's office dedicated a 
portion of the settlement from the Williams Company to be distributed to the counties and service 
agencies in Oregon. 

Ofthe funds allocated, $96,065 was awarded to the Multnomah County Department of School and 
Community Partnerships. These funds have been designated to pay for furnace repair and 

· replacement in low income and elderly-occupied homes. 

At the time that the Fiscal Year '07 budget was prepared, there was no certainty of whether the 
Williams settlement would be allocated to the counties, or how much the funding would be. As a 
result, the Williams settlement revenue was not included in the Department of School and 
Community Partnerships' Fiscal Year '07 Adopted budget. 

Budget Modification OSCP _ 02 increases the Department of School and Community Partnerships' 
Fiscal Year '07 budget for Energy Services by $96,065 to include this new, one-time increase in 
Weatherization grant funding from the State. 

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

Budget Modification OSCP _ 02 increases the Department of School and Community Partnerships' 
Fiscal Year '07 budget for Energy Services by $96,065 in one time only Weatherization grant 
funding from the State of Oregon Department Housing and Community Services, to be spent by 
June 30, 2007. 

Of the $96,065, $86,459 will pay for replacement and repair of furnaces in 43 low income and 
elderly-occupied homes. The work will be contracted to local vendors that have successfully 
completed a competitive bidding process. The bids and vendor information are kept in a 
Weatherization program database and work is assigned to the vendors as needed. 

The remaining $9,606 of the grant has been awarded for Administrative costs, including Central and 
Departmental Indirect. Based on established Fiscal Year '07 Indirect rates, $2,159 will pay for 
Central Indirect,$6,127 will pay for Departmental Indirect, and the remaining $i,320 will be used to 
pay for contracted maintenance of the Weatherization database. 

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

n/a 

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

n/a 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 
The Department of School and Community Partnerships Fiscal Year '07 budget will be increased by 
$96,065 in one time only Weatherization grant funding for the Energy Services program. This 
increase is a result of the revenue projections for the Fiscal Year '07 adopted budget being 
developed before actual grant award amounts were known. 

After the West Coast Energy Crisis in 2000-2001, the affected states including the State of Oregon, 
filed lawsuits against several wholesale electric companies. One of these lawsuits resulted in a 
settlement from the Williams Company to the State of Oregon. The Attorney General's office 
dedicated a portion of the settlement to be distributed to the counties and service agencies in Oregon. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 
Budget Modification OSCP _ 02 increases the Department of School and Community Partnerships' 
Fiscal Year '07 budget for Energy Services by $96,065 in one time only Weatherization grant 
funding from the State of Oregon Department Housing and Community Services. 

Of the $96,065, $86,459 will pay for replacement and repair of furnaces in low income and elderly­
occupied homes. The work will be contracted to local vendors that have successfully completed a 
competitive bidding process. The bids and vendor information are kept in a Weatherization program 
database and work is assigned to the vendors as needed. 

The remaining $9,606 of the grant has been awarded for Administrative· costs, including Central and 
Departmental Indirect. Based on established Fiscal Year '07 Indirect rates, $2,159 will pay for 
Central Indirect, $6,127 will pay for Departmental Indirect, and the remaining $1,320 will be used to 
pay for contracted maintenance of the Weatherization database. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 
The $96,065 grant funding will pay for the repair or replacement of furnaces in approximately 43 
low income and/or elderly occupied homes. The increased efficiencies of the furnaces will help 
lower the future heating costs in these homes. · 

• Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain. 
There will be no personnel changes. 

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

Based on established Fiscal Year '07 Indirect rates, $2,159 will pay for Central Indirect, $6,127 will 
pay for Departmental Indirect, and the remaining $1,320 will be used to pay for contracted 
maintenance of the Weatherization database. 

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

The Williams settlement funding is one-time-only and will be spent by June 30th, 2007. The funding 
will be used to repair or replace furnaces in 43 additional households in Fiscal Year '07. The 
increased efficiencies of the repaired and replaced furnaces will continue to benefit these households 
for many years. 

• If a grant, what period does the grant cover? 
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This one-time-only funding will be spent by June 30th, 2007 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

This is one-time-only revenue.· The number of households served will resume to current levels after 

the funding ends. 

NOTE: If a Budget Modification or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense & 

Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. 
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ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: OSCP- 02 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Date: 08/24/06 

/kt 

Date: 08/28/06 

Date: Department HR: ---------------------------------- ------------

Countywide HR: Date: ---------------------------------- ------------
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Budget Modification or Amendment ID:I L...:O:....:S:....C:....:P--..:0..:::2 ______ __, 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 07 

Accounting Unit Change I Line Fund Fund Func. tern Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area rdE Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description J 

1 21-62 20731 40 SCPCESRR.WLMSWX.PG 50170 0 (86,459) (86,459) !G-OP-Direct State 

2 21-62 20731 40 SCPCESRR.WLMSWX.PG 60155 0 86,459 86,459 0 Direct Client Assistance 

3 0 0 

4 21-62 20731 40 SCPCESPA.WLMSWX.AD 50170 0 (9,606) (9,606) !G-OP-Direct State 

5 21-62 20731 40 SCPCESPA.WLMSWX.AD 60170 0 1,320 1,320 Professional Services 

6 21-62 20731 40 SCPCESPA.WLMSWX.AD 60350 0 2,159 2;159 Central Indirect 

7 21-62 20731 40 SCPCESPA.WLMSWX.AD 60355 0 6,127 6,127 0 Dept Indirect 

8 0 0 

9 21-02 1000 40 SCPOP.CGF 50370 (717,188) (723,315) (6,127) Dept Indirect Revenue 

10 21-62 1000 40 SCPCESPA.CGF 60240 10,671 16,798 6,127 0 Supplies 

11 0 

12 19 1000 20 9500001000 50310 (2,159) (2, 159) Inti Svc Reimbursement 

13 19 1000 20 9500001000 60470 2,159 2,159 0 Contingency 

14 
0 0 

15 0 

16 0 

17 0 

18 0 

19 0 

20 0 

21 0 

22 0 

23 0 

24 0 

25 ' 0 

26 0 

27 0 

28 0 

29 0 

30 0 

31 0 

0 0 Total- Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 
/. 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PL.AC'EMENT REQ~UEST 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# 12,-\S · DATE~.L~ 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLE:R\~,;-

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0..:...:9....:.../2=-1=-/--=-06.:...___ __ _ 
Agenda Item#: --'R::..::.....:-1:...:..5 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 10: 10 AM 

Date Submitted: 09/11/06 ____::_;:....;_.;;._:_..._;_:__ __ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

I .Agenda 
NOTICE OF INTENT to Submit a Proposal to the Health Resources and 
Services Administration's Ryan White CARE Act Title I HIV Emergency Relief 
Grant Competition Title: 

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

Date 
Requested: September 21,2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: Health Department Division: 
Community Health Services 
HIV Prevention Programs 

Contact(s): Jodi Davich 
____::_;~~~~------------------------~---

Phone: 503-988-3663 Ext. 26561 
----'-----'-----

1/0 Address: 160/9 --'--'---------

Presenter(s): Loreen Nichols, Kalissa Canyon-Scopes and John Motter 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Multnomah County Health Department (MCHD) requests approval to submit a proposal to the 
Health Resources and Services Administration's Ryan White CARE Act Title I HIV Emergency 
Relief grant competition to secure funding for the 2007/2008 program year. The Health Department 
recommends that this request be approved. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. 
As of 12/31105, 3,952 persons were estimated as living with HIV in the six-county Portland Eligible 
Metropolitan Area (EMA). The EMA is a six-county area that includes Multnomah, Washington, 
Clackamas, Columbia, Yamhill and Clark counties. 

The Health Department has administered the EMA's Ryan White Title I Program since 1995. The 
federal government provides Title! funds to EMAs that have been the most severely affected by the 
HIV epidemic. These funds help to enhance access to a comprehensive continuum of high quality, 
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community-based care for low-income individuals and families with HIV disease. 

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

Multnomah County Health Department will request approximately $3,600,000 from the Health 

Resources and Services Administration for the period of March 2007 through February 2008. 

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

No legal or policy issues are involved. 

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place. 
Citizen stakeholders are represented on the MCHD's Community Health Council, the HIV Planning 

Council and the HIV Health Services Center's Client Advisory Board. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Grant Application/Notice of Intent 

H the request is a Grant Application or Notice of Intent, please answer all of the following in detail: 

• Who is the granting agency? 

Health Resources and Services Administration (HRSA) 

• Specify grant (matching, reporting and other) requirements and goals. 
Title I of the Ryan White CARE Act provides emergency assistance to Eligible Metropolitan Areas 
(EMAs) that are most severely affected by the HIV I AIDS epidemic. Title I funds may be used to 
provide a continuum of care for persons living with HIV disease. As federally mandated, the 
prioritization of services and subsequent allocation of Title I funds is determined by the Ryan 
White Title I HIV Planning Copncil. The Planning Council has allocated funding for these priority 
services for the 2007/2008 Title I program year: 
• Outpatient Medical Care 
• Health Insurance 

• 
• 

Case Management 
Dental Care 

• Housing Assistance 
• Housing Related Services 
• Psychosocial Support 
• Outreach 
• Complementary Care 
• Transportation 
• Food/Home Delivered Meals 
• Council Support 

While the County directly provides some Ryan White Title I funded services, most of the above 
services will be provided through contracts with a diverse group of community-based 
organizations. · 

• Explain grant funding detail- is this a one time only or long term commitment? 
Multnomah County Health Department will request approximately $3,600,000 from the Health 
Resources and Services Administration for the period of March 2007 through February 2008. No 
new county funds are needed to support this proposal. Grant funds shall not be used to take the place 
of current funding for activities described in the application. Although this grant has the federal 
standard Maintenance of Effort requirements, in some instances this requirement may be waived. 

• What are the estimated filing timelines? 

The grant application is due October 2, 2006. 

• H a grant, what period does the grant cover? 
March 2007 through February 2008. 

• When the grant expires, what are funding plans? 
We will reapply for additional Title I funds. 

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

The grant will pay the county indirect and other overhead costs for all on-site expenditures. The 
grant does not cover the county indirect and other overhead costs on the pass-through funds to 
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contractors delivering health and support services because of grant limitations on administrative 
costs. County general funds have been budgeted for the indirect costs not covered under the 
federally mandated 5% administrative cap. 
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ATTACHMENT B 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 09/11/06 

Date: 09/12/06 

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

Date: ----------------------------------- -------------
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA P·LACEMENT RE.QUEST 

Board Cle.rk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0..:..::9:..:.../2::..:1::.../0.:...:6=-----
Agenda Item #: _·::..::R:....:-1:...:6:___ ___ _ 

Est. Start Time: 10: 15 AM 

Date Submitted: _0..:..:9:..:.../.::..:13::.../-=-06~---

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda RESOLUTION Appointing a School-Age Services Task Force 
Title: 

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

Date 
Requested: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Time 
_S_.ep._t_em_b_er_2_1--",_2_0_0_6 _______ Requested: 5 mins 

--=-N'--"o"""'n'----D_e.:Jp.::.::ac::::rt--=-m=e-=n.::..:ta-=1------- Division: Chair's Office 

Barbara Willer 

Phone: 503-988-5002 Ext. 85002 110 Address: --=-50.::..::3:..:.../6.::...:0:...:0:___ _____ _ 

Presenter(s): Dianne Iverson and Barbara Willer 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval ofTask Force membership 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action affects and how it impacts the results. 

Budget notes in the June 22, 2006, adopted budget direct that a Task Force on school-age services 
be appointed and staffed by the Commission on Children, Families and Community (CCFC). 

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

n/a 

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

n/a 

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

Representatives from community and local government organizations will participate on the Task 
Force. 
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Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

A l . ~'-! 
I~~ Date: 09/13/06 

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

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

Date: ------------------------------------ -------------
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Appointing a School-Age Services Task Force 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Programs and services that contribute to education outcomes for school-age children 
are a priority for Multnomah County. 

b. The SUN system provides valuable services to school-aged youth and families but is 
facing a revenue shortfall. 

c. Budget notes in the June 22, 2006, adopted budget direct that a Task Force on school­
age services be appointed and staffed by the Commission on Children, Families and 
Community (CCFC). 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. A Task Force led by Chair-elect Ted Wheeler and staffed by the CCFC shall convene to 
recommend strategies for delivering services for school-aged children, including within 
the SUN service system. 

2. The Task Force shall include representatives from community organizations and local 
government, including the Multnomah County Commission on Children and Families, 
Leaders Roundtable, Coalition of Communities of Color, Stand for Children, City of 
Portland, local school districts and service providers. 

3. The Task Force shall report its findings to the Board in February 2007. 

ADOPTED this 21 51 day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR M 0 AH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. 06-164 

Appointing a School-Age Services Task Force 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Programs and services that contribute to education outcomes for school-aged children 
are a priority for Multnomah County. 

b. The SUN system provides valuable services to school-aged youth and families but is 
facing a revenue shortfall. 

c. Budget notes in the June 22, 2006, adopted budget direct that a Task Force on school­
age services be appointed and staffed by the Commission on Children, Families and 
Community (CCFC). 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. A Task Force led by Chair-elect Ted Wheeler and staffed by the CCFC shall convene to 
recommend strategies for delivering services for school-aged children, including within 
the SUN service system. · 

2. The Task Force shall include representatives from community organizations and local 
government, including the Multnomah County Commission on Children and Families, 
Leaders Roundtable, Coalition of Communities of Color, Stand for Children, City of 
Portland, local school districts and service providers. 

3. The Task Force shall report its findings to the Board in February 2007. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of September, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR fvlkH.::-T-NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
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