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Board Meeting, please call the Board Clerk (503) 988-
3277. Call the City/County Information Center TOO 
number (503) 823-6868 for info on available services 
and accessibility. 

REVISED 
JANUARY 5 & 7, 2010 

BOARD MEETINGS 
FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS 

Pg 9:00a.m. Tuesday Executive Session 
2 
Pg 10:00 a.m. Tuesday- Auditor's Briefing on 
2 Central Stores: External Sales Report to 

Management Nov. 2009 
10:15 a.m. Tuesday- Briefing on Multnomah 
County Department Presentations on State and 
Federal Legislative Agenda 

Pg 9:30 a.m. Thursday - Appointment of 2010 
3 Board of Commissioners Vice-Chair 
Pg R-1 @ 9:30 a.m. Thursday - Second Reading 
4 and Possible Adoption of ORDINANCE to 

Provide for Vehicle Registration Fee for 
Construction of New Sellwood Bridge 

Pg R-3@ 9:40a.m. Thursday- RESOLUTION 
4 Directing the Department of Community 

Services to Investigate the Use of Alternative 
Construction Methodologies for the Delivery of 
the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

Pg R-5@ 10:10a.m. Thursday- RESOLUTION 
4 Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate 

Possession of Real Property for Constructing 
Improvements on Behalf of Dunthorpe-Riverdale 
Service District No. 1 

Pg R-13@ 11:10 a.m. Thursday- RESOLUTION 
6 Reaffirming Exemption to Use Construction 

Manager/General Contractor Method for 
Construction of the East County Courts and 
District Attorney Facility 

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: 

(Portland & East County) 
Thursday, 9:30 AM, (LIVE) Channel 30 

Sunday, 11 :00 AM Channel 30 
(East County Only) 

Saturday, 10:00 AM, Channel 29 
Tuesday, 8:15PM, Channel29 

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

or: http://www.metroeast.org 
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Tuesday, January 5, 2010-9:00 AM 
Multnomah Building, Sixth Floor Commissioners Conference Room 635 

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) (d)( e) and/or (h). Only representatives 
of the news media and designated staff may attend. News media and all 
other attendees are specifically directed not to disclose information that is 
the subject of the Executive Session. Final decisions are decided in public 
Board meetings. Presented by County Attorney Agnes Sowle. 15-55 
MINUTES REQUESTED. 

Tuesday, January 5, 2010-10:00 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

BOARD BRIEFINGS 

B-1 Auditor's Briefing on Central Stores: External Sales Report to Management 
November, 2009 presented by Steve March, Multnomah County Auditor, 
Mark Ulanowicz Principal Auditor, and Garret R. Vanderzanden, Finance 
Manager. 15 MINUTES REQUESTED. 

B-2 Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners 2010 State and Federal 
Legislative Agenda presented by Phillip Kennedy-Wong, Department 
Directors and staff. 60 MINUTES REQUESTED 

-2-



Thursday, January 7, 2010 - 9:30 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

REGULAR MEETING 

Appointment of Commissioner District 4 Diane McKeel as Multnomah 
County Vice-Chair for the 201 0 Calendar Year Pursuant to Section 3.60 of 
the Multnomah County Home Rule Charter 

CONSENT CALENDAR- 9:30 AM 
NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Reappointment of Joe Smith to the Portland International Airport CITIZEN 
NOISE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

C-2 Reappointment of Joe Markunas, CPA, to the BUSINESS LICENSE 
APPEALS BOARD 

C-3 Appointment of Todd Barnhart to the Multnomah County CITIZEN 
INVOLVEMENT COMMITTEE 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT 

C-4 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-12 Reclassifying a Finance Technician 
to a Finance Specialist 1 in FREDS, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit 
of Central Human Resources 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-5 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Repurchase of a Tax Foreclosed Property 
by the Former Owner Catherine Mitchell 

C-6 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
RomanMagac 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY JUSTICE 

C-7 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCJ-12 Reclassifying a Vacant Office 
Assistant Senior in the Business Services Division, as Determined by the 
Class/Comp Unit of Central Human Resources 
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REGULAR AGENDA 
PUBLIC COMMENT - 9:30 AM 

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. 

REGULAR AGENDA 
COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE-9:30AM 

R-1 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending 
Multnomah County Code Chapters 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle 
Registration Fee for Construction of a New Sellwood Bridge 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES - 9:35 A.M. 

R-2 Intergovernmental Expenditure Agreement 4600008043 with the City of 
Portland to Establish City and County Tasks for the Planning and Public 
Improvement Process Required Under the National Environmental Policy 
Act Rules in Connection with the Sellwood Bridge Rehab/Replacement 
Project 

R-3 RESOLUTION Directing the Department of Community Services to 
Investigate the Use of Alternative Construction Methodologies for the 
Delivery of the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

R-4 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending 
MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive 
Framework Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps 
Relating to Significant Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in 
Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature in Neighborhoods 

DUNTHORPE RIVERDALE SERVICE DISTRICT- 10:00 A.M. 

(Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the governing body 
for DUNTHORPE RIVERDALE SANITARY SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1) 

R-5 RESOLUTION Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate Possession of 
Real Property Necessary for the Purpose of Constructing Improvements on 
Behalf of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 in Unincorporated 
Multnomah County 
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(Adjourn as the governing body for Dunthorpe Riverdale Sanitary Service district 
No. 1 and reconvene as BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS) 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT -10:05 A.M. 

R-6 NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for Grant Funding of up to $558,750 of 
Stimulus Money Directly from the Federal Government or Indirectly 
through the State to Improve County-Owned Facilities, Reduce Utility 
Costs, and Lessen Maintenance Time and Expense 

R-7 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-13 (FPM 10-02) Transferring $443,000 
from Facilities Contingency Fund 3505 to Capital Fund 2507 for Courthouse 
Elevators 3 and 4 Modernization Project 

R-8 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-14 (FPM 1 0-04) Appropriating Funds 
from the City of Portland into Capital Fund 2507 for Expenses Incurred for 
Requested Tenant Improvements to the Gate Residential Building for the 
City of Portland Gateway Center for Domestic Violence Services 

R-9 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-15 (FPM 10-03) Transferring $97,000 to 
the Fiscal Year 2010 Capital Repair and Maintenance Mini-Fund 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES -10:35 A.M. 

R-10 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCHS-11 Increasing SUN Service System 
Division Federal/State Appropriation by $149,100 in Intergovernmental 
Agreement Revenue as Follows: Centennial School District $49,500; David 
Douglas School District $21 ,000; Gresham Barlow School District $64,1 00; 
City of Portland $12,000 and Leaders Roundtable $2,500 

R-11 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCHS-21 Increasing Developmental 
Disabilities Services Division Federal/State Appropriation by $25,431 in 
Grant Funding as Follows: Housing Authority of Portland by $19,431 and 
Autism Research and Resources of Oregon by $6,000 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH -10:45 A.M. 

R-12 BUDGET MODIFICATION HD-10-16 Appropriating $337,500 in Grant 
Revenue from the National Association of County and City Health Officials, 
Designating the Multnomah County Health Department an Advanced 
Practice Center for Public Health Emergency Preparedness 
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PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD -10:50 A.M. 

(Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the governing body 
for PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD) 

R-13 RESOLUTION Reaffirming an Exemption to Use a Construction 
Manager/General Contractor Method for Construction of the East County 
Courts and District Attorney Facility 

(Adjourn as the governing body for Public Contract Review Board and reconvene 
as BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS) 

BOARD COMMENT -11:05 A.M. 

Opportunity (as time allows) for Commissioners to provide informational 
comments to Board and public on non-agenda items of interest or to discuss 
legislative issues. 
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JANUARY 5 & 7, 2010 
BOARD MEETINGS 

FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS 
9:00a.m. Tuesday Executive Session 

10:00 a.m. Tuesday- Auditor's Briefing on 
Central Stores: External Sales Report to 
Management Nov. 2009 
10:15 a.m. Tuesday- Briefing on Multnomah 
County Department Presentations on State and 
Federal Legislative Agenda 
9:30a.m. Thursday- Appointment of 2010 
Board of Commissioners Vice-Chair 

R-1 @ 9:30 a.m. Thursday- Second Reading 
and Possible Adoption of ORDINANCE to 
Provide for Vehicle Registration Fee for 
Construction of New Sellwood Bridge 
R-3 @ 9:40 a.m. Thursday - RESOLUTION 
Directing Department of Community Services to 
Investigate the Use of a Construction 
Manager/General Contractor for Sellwood 
Bridge Replacement Project 
R-5@ 10:10a.m. Thursday- RESOLUTION 
Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate 
Possession of Real Property for Constructing 

v 

Improvements on Behalf of Dunthorpe-Riverdale 
Service District No. 1 
R-13@ 11:10 a.m. Thursday- RESOLUTION 
Reaffirming Exemption to Use Construction 
Manager/General Contractor Method for 
Construction of the East County Courts and 
District Attorney Facility 

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: 

(Portland & East County) 
Thursday, 9:30AM, (LIVE) Channel 30 

Sunday, 11:00 AM Channel 30 
(East County Only) 

Saturday, 10:00 AM, Channel29 
Tuesday, 8:15PM, Channel29 

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

or: http://www.metroeast.org 



Tuesday, January 5, 2010-9:00 AM 
Multnomah Building, Sixth Floor Commissioners Conference Room 635 

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) (d)( e) and/or (h). Only representatives 
of the news media and designated staff may attend. News media and all 
other attendees are specifically directed not to disclose information that is 
the subject of the Executive Session. Final decisions are decided in public 
Board meetings. Presented by County Attorney Agnes Sowle. 15-55 
MINUTES REQUESTED. 

Tuesday, January 5, 2010-10:00 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

BOARD BRIEFINGS 

B-1 Auditor's Briefing on Central Stores: External Sales Report to Management 
November, 2009 presented by Steve March, Multnomah County Auditor, 
Mark Ulanowicz Principal Auditor, and Garret R. Vanderzanden, Finance 
Manager. 15 MINUTES REQUESTED. 

B-2 Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners 2010 State and Federal 
Legislative Agenda presented by Phillip Kennedy-Wong, Department 
Directors and staff. 60 MINUTES REQUESTED 
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Thursday, January 7, 2010- 9:30AM . 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

REGULAR MEETING 

Appointment of Commissioner District 4 Diane McKeel as Multnomah 
County Vice-Chair for the 2010 Calendar Year Pursuant to Section 3.60 of 
the Multnomah County Home Rule Charter 

CONSENT CALENDAR- 9:30 AM 
NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Reappointment of Joe Smith to the Portland International Airport CITIZEN 
NOISE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

C-2 Reappointment of Joe Markunas, CPA, to the BUSINESS LICENSE 
APPEALS BOARD 

C-3 Appointment of Todd Barnhart to the Multnomah County CITIZEN 
INVOLVEMENT COMMITTEE 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT 

C-4 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-12 Reclassifying a Finance Technician 
to a Finance Specialist 1 in FREDS, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit 
of Central Human Resources 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-5 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Repurchase of a Tax Foreclosed Property 
by the Former Owner Catherine Mitchell 

C-6 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
RomanMagac 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY JUSTICE 

C-7 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCJ-12 Reclassifying a Vacant Office 
Assistant Senior in the Business Services Division, as Determined by the 
Class/Comp Unit of Central Human Resources 
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REGULAR AGENDA 
PUBLIC COMMENT - 9:30 AM 

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. 

REGULAR AGENDA 
COUNTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE-9:30AM 

R-1 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending 
Multnomah County Code Chapters 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle 
Registration Fee for Construction of a New Sellwood Bridge 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES-9:35A.M. 

R-2 Intergovernmental Expenditure Agreement 4600008043 with the City of 
Portland to Establish City and County Tasks for the Planning and Public 
Improvement Process Required Under the National Environmental Policy 
Act Rules in Connection with the Sellwood Bridge Rehab/Replacement 
Project 

( 

R-3 RESOLUTION Directing the Department of Community Services to 
Investigate the Use of a Construction Manager I General Contractor Method 
of Delivery for the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

R-4 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending 
MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive 
Framework Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps 
Relating to Significant Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in 
Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature in Neighborhoods 

DUNTHORPE RIVERDALE SERVICE DISTRICT- 10:00 A.M. 

(Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the governing body 
for DUNTHORPE RIVERDALE SANITARY SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1) 

R-5 RESOLUTION Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate Possession of 
Real Property Necessary for the Purpose of Constructing Improvements on 
Behalf of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 in Unincorporated 
Multnomah County 
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(Adjourn as the governing body for Dunthorpe Riverdale Sanitary Service district 
No. 1 and reconvene as BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS) 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT -10:05 A.M. 

R-6 NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for Grant Funding of up to $558,750 of 
Stimulus Money Directly from the Federal Government or Indirectly 
through the State to Improve County-Owned Facilities, Reduce Utility 
Costs, and Lessen Maintenance Time and Expense 

R-7 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-13 (FPM 10-02) Transferring $443,000 
from Facilities Contingency Fund 3505 to Capital Fund 2507 for Courthouse 
Elevators 3 and 4 Modernization Project 

R-8 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-14 (FPM 10-04) Appropriating Funds 
from the City of Portland into Capital Fund 2507 for Expenses Incurred for 
Requested Tenant Improvements to the Gate Residential Building for the 
City of Portland Gateway Center for Domestic Violence Services 

R-9 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-15 (FPM 10-03) Transferring $97,000 to 
the Fiscal Year 2010 Capital Repair and Maintenance Mini-Fund 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES -10:35 A.M. 

R-10 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCHS-11 Increasing SUN Service System 
Division Federal/State Appropriation by $149,100 in Intergovernmental 
Agreement Revenue as Follows: Centennial School District $49,500; David 
Douglas School District $21,000; Gresham Barlow School District $64,100; 
City of Portland $12,000 and Leaders Roundtable $2,500 

R-11 BUDGET MODIFICATION DCHS-21 Increasing Developmental 
Disabilities Services Division Federal/State Appropriation by $25,431 in 
Grant Funding as Follows: Housing Authority of Portland by $19,431 and 
Autism Research and Resources of Oregon by $6,000 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH -10:45 A.M. 

R-12 BUDGET MODIFICATION HD-10-16 Appropriating $337,500 in Grant 
Revenue from the National Association of County and City Health Officials, 
Designating the Multnomah County Health Department an Advanced 
Practice Center for Public Health Emergency Preparedness 
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PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD- 10:50 A.M. 

(Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the governing body 
for PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD) 

R-13 RESOLUTION Reaffirming an Exemption to Use a Construction 
Manager/General Contractor Method for Construction of the East County 
Courts and District Attorney Facility 

(Adjourn as the governing body for Public Contract Review Board and reconvene 
as BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS) ' 

BOARD COMMENT -11:05 A.M. 

Opportunity (as time allows) for Commissioners to provide informational 
comments to Board and public on non-agenda items of interest or to discuss 
legislative issues. 

-6-



....... 

MULTNOMAH CO,UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST (revised o9122tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: · 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: _C_-1 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Snbmitted: 12/16/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

Reappointment of Joe Smith to the Portland International Airport CITIZEN 
NOISE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Reqnested 
Meetine Date: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Amount of 
_J_a_n_u_ary-"---7_,_,_2_0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: _N_/A ________ _ 

Non-Departmental Division: CIC 
~~~~-~~~~------- ~~---------

Ted Wheeler, Ruth Langlois 

503-988-5531 Ext. 85531 -------- 110 Address: 503/6 
--~~--------

Consent Calendar 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Request the reappointment of Joe Smith to the Portland International Airport Citizen Noise 

Advisory Committee (CNAC) 

2. Please provide sufficient background info-rmation for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. Please note which Program Offer this action affects and how it impacts the results. 
Multnomah County has one citizen appointment to the 15-member Portland International Airport 
Citizen Noise Advisory Committee (CNAC). This Committee is charged with reporting, in an 
advisory capacity, to the Director of Aviation for PDX. CNAC also acts on behalf of the local 
jurisdictions as the official forum-to address community noise concerns. CNAC monitors input on 
the implementation of the current PDX Noise Compatibility Plan, reviews airport noise issues and 
provides advice on issue resolution and follow up action. CNAC develops ideas and recommends 
proposals for consideration in future airport noise plans. CNAC participates ori advisory committees 
involved in long-range airport facilities and capital improvement planning and enhances citizen 
understanding of airport noise management. CNAC periodically briefs the Port of Portland Board of 
Commissioners on the work of the Committee. CNAC general meets the second Thursday of every 
month at the Port of Portland Administrative Offices. Members serve 3 year terms and are eligible 
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for reappointment. 

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. 

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

N/A 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or -~~ /. 
Department/ ~ / 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/16/09 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST (short form) 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 0 1107/2010 

Agenda Item#: --=-C-=-2=--------'--­
Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 12115/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

Reappointment of Joe Markunas, CPA, to the BUSINESS LICENSE APPEALS 
BOARD 

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

Amount of Requested 
Meetine Date: _Jan_u_ary__.__7--',_2_0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: _N_/A ________ _ 

Department: Non-Departmental Division: Chair's Office 
--~~-~----------- --=--~~-------

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Ted Wheeler, Ruth Langlois 

_(,._5_03_.£.)_98_8_-5_5_3_1 __ Ext. 85531 

Consent Agenda 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

1/0 Address: 503/600 ------------

Recommend approval of reappointment of Joe Markunas, CPA, to he Business License Appeals 
Board. 

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. 

Business License Law creates an appeals body, known as the Business License Appeals Board, to 
hear and decide appeals of Business License Bureau determinations on Code issues. As part of the 
City Code conformity and joint administration, County Code has designated this body to hear 
appeals ofBureau determination on County Code issues. As a part ofthejoint administration ofthe 
City and County programs, the Intergovernmental Agreement between the City and County requires 
that one of the public members must be appointed by the Mayor of the City of Portland from a list of 
candidates provided by the County Chair. Criteria for appointees to this Board include an 
appropriate level of expertise in accounting methods and tax regulations. Mr. Markunas, as a CPA, 
meets these criteria. 

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

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

No legal and/or policy issues involved. 

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

N/A 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: dL ___ _ 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA P'LACEME.NT REQUEST <revisedo9/22tos) 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 

Agenda Item#: _C_-3 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/15/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

Appointment of Todd Barnhart to the Multnomah County CITIZEN 
INVOLVEMENT COMMITTEE 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Amount of Requested 
Meetine Date: _J_a_n_uary-...L_7-'-, _20_1_0 ________ Time Needed: _N_/_A ________ _ 

Department: Non-Departmental Division: CIC 
~~~~-~~~~------- ------------

Contact(s): Kathleen Todd 

Phone: 503-988-3450 Ext. 22438 --------- 110 Address: 503/6/CIC 
--~~--------

Presenter(s ): Consent Calendar 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Appointment of 1 new member to the Citizen Involvement Committee. 

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 bow it impacts the results. 
Nominees are passed forward by the Citizen Involvement Committee and appointed to 3-year terms 
by the Board of County Commissioners. Citizen Involvement Committee members have a 2-term 
limit. The current nomine will fill a position vacated due to term limits. This candidate has met the 
appointment criteria set forth by the CIC for membership on the Committee. These include 
geographic distribution, a letter of recommendation, interviews with current committee members 
and staff, and participation at CIC discussions, events and meetings. 

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

None 

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

This nomination process is consent with the charter provisions establishing the CIC. 
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5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place. 

Acting as an independent, advocate, evaluator and monitor of county citizen involvement, the CIC 
and its office work to enhance opportunities for citizen participation in policy and decision-making 

within Multnomah County, thereby increasing the openness of county government. 

The Office of Citizen Involvement staff actively recruits new members of the CIC to fill vacancies 

with press releases, outreach to East County cities, Sauvie Island/Corbett Springdale residents, 

community groups, through social technology such as facebook, blogs, and list-serves as well as 

word of mouth and various meetings and events. Application materials and recruitment 

announcements are placed on the County Website. Current members of the CIC recommend this 

nomine to the Board of County Commissioners for appointment. 

Required Signature 

Agency Director: 

Elected Official or d~ 
Department/ 

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

2 

Date: 12/15/09 
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Office of 

Citizen ---~ -~~~ment 

Office of Citizen Involvement 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

501 SE Hawthorne, Room 192 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-3450 phone 
(503) 988-5674 fax 
www.citizenweb.org 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Chair Ted Wheeler 

FROM: Kathleen Todd 
Office of Citizen Involvement 

RE: Appointment to the Citizen Involvement Committee 

December 8, 2009 

The following Multnomah County citizen is recommended for appointment to the 
Citizen Involvement Committee (CIC): Todd Barnhart. If appointed, this new member 
would serve a three year term, effective through January of2012. 

We are pleased with the range of geographical, personal and occupational experience 
that Todd brings to the CIC. He has been active in the community and is eager to serve 
on the CIC. Todd has successfully met the appointment criteria used by the CIC for 
membership on the Committee which includes a letter of recommendation as well as 
discussion with committee members and staff. He has also participated at CIC 
meetings. The prospective appointee's interest form is attached. 

cc: file 



Todd Barnhart 
From: citizen Involvement 
sent: Monday, November 16, 2009 1:33 PM 
To: TODD Kathleen M 
subject: FW: CIC Application 

-----original Message-----
From: [mailto:ta@tabarnhart.net] 
sent: Tuesday, october 13, 2009 9:17 AM 
To: citizen Involvement 
subject: CIC Application 

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by 
(ta@tabarnhart.net) on Tuesday, october 13, 2009 at 09:16:53 

Formtype: CIC Application 

name: Todd A Barnhart 

address: 3111 se 29th 

city: Portland 

state: OR 

zip: 97202 

homephone: 503-757-5834 

workphone: 503-757-5834 

employer: self 

occupation: writer-activist 

resident: Yes 

daytime: any 

evening: any 

experience: • Board Member, First Alternative coop, corvallis • Board President 
(student), Helen Gordon Child Development center, PSU • Member, childcare committee, 
uo • Member, Family Housing committee, uo • chair, Vice-chair, westmoreland Family 
Housing Assn, uo • community Member, corvallis Neighorhood Housing services (now 
Willamette NHS) • Board Member, southwest Parent child collective • volunteer, Food 
Front coop 

references: 

Heather Hutchison 
3835 sw Kelly Ave 
Portland, OR 97239 
503.750.6660 

Garrett Downen 
2128 SE Hawthorne Blvd, #32 
Portland, OR 97214 
503.889.6989 
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age: 52 

gender: M 

caucasian: true 

Todd Barnhart 

Page 2 



MULTNOMAH C'OUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST <revisedo9122tos) 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA # C- 4 DATE o' lo, \ '2.0 \0 

DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK . 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCM-12 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: . _C_-4 _____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 12114/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-12 Reclassifying a Finance Technician to a 
Finance Specialist 1 in FREDS, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit of 
Central Human Resources 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested 
Meetine Date: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Amount of 
_J_a_n_u_ary_,__7--'-,_2_0_1 0_________ Time Needed: Consent Calendar 

DCM Division: FREDS 
~~------------ ~~~---------

Garret Vanderzanden 

503 988-5299 Ext. 24367 110 Address: 374/MM ------- -------------
N/A Consent 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The department is requesting Board approval of Budget Modification DCM-12 reclassifying a 
Finance Technician position to a Finance Specialist 1 in FREDS (Fleet, Records, Electronics, 
Distribution and Stores Materiel Management. 

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. 

This modification reflects a Class/Comp decision on a reclassification request initiated by 
management. Class/Comp rev~wed the submitted job duties and description and concluded that a 
Finance Specialist 1 was the best fit for the position. The reclassification is effective· May 17, 2009. 

The position is responsible for accounts payable, accounts receivable, performing general ledger 
corrections, reconciling purchase orders to invoices and collecting customer payments and other 
miscellaneous administrative support work. These responsibilities are considered routine accounting 
functions rather than accounting support work. This change impacts program offer 72085 FREDS 
Materiel Management. 
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3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 

The reclassification has a net zero impact on payroll costs in the current year. The pay scale range 
for a Finance Technician is ($34,870 - $42,929) while the pay scale range for a Finance Specialist 1 
is ($3 8,148 - $46,896). Personnel cost will increase over time, as the pay scale for the Finance 
Specialist 1 is higher than a Finance Technician. Ongoing expenses for this position will be 

absorbed within the FREDS budget. 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

2 



ATTACHME.NT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

N/A 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 
No budgetary impact in FYlO. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Approval of a classification decision from Human Resources Class/Comp uri it that best reflects the 
functions and duties ofthis position. 

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

Reclassification of a Finance Technician position to a Finance Specialist 1 in FREDS Material 
Management. 

• 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 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

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

Attachment A-1 
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ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCM- 12 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 12/11/09 

Date: 12/14/09 

Date: 12/11/09 

Date: 11/25/09 

Attachment B 



Budget Modification: DCM-12 

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

1:,,.:·:.:.'::·:m:.::::::~::.::tf:~~~;:;w~- :::::.:::::::.:::::: 
Fund Job# HROrg Position Title ~'::~~~~ FTE BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 
3504 6027 _643~6 904600 I Finance 706634 (1.00) (42,929) (12,449) (14,740) (70,118) 
3504 6029 64326 904600 lc:; .. ,. ........ :1 706634 1.00 42,929 12,449 14,740 ]0,118 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

t<<<' f><>> <<~ f:::::::: :: <~=~ =~ ~ ::. TOTAL ANNIIA 17J:n CHAt IGES 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. 

Fund 
3504 
3504 

Job# HR Org CC/WBSnO Position Title 
6027 64326 904600 Finance Technician 
6029 64326 904600 Finance Specialist 1 

Position 
Number 
703344 
703344 

TOTAL CURRENT FY CHANGES 

f:\admin\fisca~budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod DCM_12 FREDS FY10 Page4 

FTE 
(1.00) 
1.00 

0.00 

BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 
(42,929) (12,449) (14,740) (70,118) 
42,929 12,449 14,740 70,118 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

ol on ol 0 

12130/2009 
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Department of County Management 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
Human Resources 

Multnomah Building 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 400 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-5015 Phone 
(503) 988-3009 Fax 

To: 

From: 

Garret Vanderzanden, DCM- FREDS, Finance Manager J::Y-1. /J 

Candace Busby, Classification and Compensation Unit (503/4)~;;~ 

November 25, 2009 Date: 
Subject: Reclassification Request# 1357 (Dorothy Johnson) 

We.have completed our review of your request and the decision is outlined below. 

Request Information: 
Position Number: 706634 Date Request Received: November 17, 2009 

Current Classification: Finance Technician ' 
Job Class Number: 6027 

Requested Classification: Finance Specialist 1 
Job Class Number: 6029 

Pay Grade: 14 

Request is: [gl Approved as Requested 
0 Approved - Revised 
0 Denied 

Allocated Classification: Finance Specialist 1 
Pay Range: $38,147.76 to $46,896.48 annually 

Pay Grade: 17 

Effective Date: May 17, 2009 

Job Class Number: 6029 
Pay Grade: 17 

, Please note this classification decision is subject to all applicable requirements stated in MC 
Personnel Rule 5-50 and may require Board of County Commissioners' approval. This 
decision is considered preliminary until such approval is received. 

Position Information: 
0 Vacant - see New/Vacant Section 
[gl Filled & incumbent reclassed- see Employee Information Section 
0 Filled & incumbent not reclassed with position See New/Vacant Section 

Employee Information: 
Name of Incumbent Employee: Dorothy Johnson (SAP# 2827) 
New Job Class Seniority Date: May 17, 2009 

Date Job Class and Number Grade 
5/16/2009 Finance Technician (6027) 14 
5/17/2009 Finance Specialist 1 (6029) 17 

Step 
8 
5 

Rate Action 
$20.56 Pre-reclass 
$20.56 Post-reclass 

Employees in positions reclassified downward to a classification with a lower salary range will 
receive no change in pay. If an employee's pay exceeds the maximum of the lower salary range, pay 
will be frozen at the existing rate until the new salary range is higher than the employee's rate of pay. 
Compensation will be determined in accordance with applicable bargaining agreement or MC 
Personnel Rule 4-10. Any compensation or seniority adjustments will be processed in accordance 
with applicable bargaining agreement or MC Personnel Rule 2-80 and 4-10. 

Per MC Personnel Rule 5-50-030, when the position is reclassified downward, the employee will be 
placed on the recall list for reappointment to the higher classification. The employee's Department 
Human Resource Unit will originate and process required documentation. Contact your Department 
HR Unit for additional information. 



Reclass #1357 
November 25, 2009 
Page 2 of 2 

Reason for Classification Decision: 
This position is responsible for processing accounts receivable and accounts payable actions, and 
for performing general ledger corrections for the Material Management section of FREDS. The work 
includes reconciling purchase orders to invoices, collecting customer payments and clearing 
invoices accordingly, and periodic monitoring of accounts while ensuring accuracy and adherence to 
county administrative rules and Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP). The 
responsibility for these accounts receivable and accounts payable functions are consistent with the 
Finance Specialist 1 (6029) classification. 

Appeal Rights 
The outcome of a reclassification request may be appealed under Article 15 of the Local 88 contract 
by filing a Step 3 grievance within fifteen (15) days of receipt of this notification letter. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 503-988-5015 ext. 24422. 

cc: Karin Lamberton, HR Manager 
Susan Giesbrecht, HR Analyst, SR 
Leola Warner, HR Maintainer 
Bryan Lally, Local 88 
Class Comp File Copy 



Agenda 
Title: 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST <revised o9!22tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: _C_-5 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 12/21/09 -------

RESOLUTION Authorizing the Repurchase of a Tax Foreclosed Property by 
the Former Owner Catherine Mitchell 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine: Date: January 7, 2010 Time Needed: Consent Item 

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

Department: Community Services Division: _T_ax_T_it_le ______ _ 

Contact(s): _J:....:e_rry...,__E_l_lio.c...tt _________________________ _ 

Phone: 503-988-4624 Ext. 84624 110 Address: 503/1/Tax Title ---------
Presenter(s): Jerry Elliott 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Tax Title Section is requesting the Board to approve the repurchase of a tax foreclosed property 
by the former owner Catherine Mitchell. 

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. 

The subject property (as shown in Exhibit A) was foreclosed on for delinquent property taxes and 
came into County ownership on October 2, 2009. Lawyers Title contacted Tax Title on November 5, 
2009, on behalf ofthe former owner, requesting the payoff information to repurchase the property 
within the 30 days provided by Multnomah County Code Chapter 7. Lawyers title had discovered 
errors on two 1986 deeds, corrected the documents and re-recorded them to place Catherine Mitchell 
as the former owner of the subject property. 

This action affects our Vibrant Communities Program Offer by placing a tax foreclosed property 
back onto the tax roll. 

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

The repurchase will allow for the recovery of the delinquent taxes, fees, and expenses. The sale will 

-1-



also reinstate the property on the tax roll. 

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

Multnomah County Code Section 7.402 provides for 30 days notice to the former owner of record to 
repurchase a property foreclosed on for delinquent property taxes and expenses. 

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

None is anticipated. 

Required Signat~re 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 

-2-



EXHIBIT A 

R532011 Parking Unit P13 

S; 
( 

S; 
0 
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EXHIBITB 

PROPOSED PROPERTY LISTED FOR REPURCHASE 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Parking Unit P-13, Hall Place Condominium 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 

TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: 

GREENSPACE DESIGNATION: 

SIZE OF PARCEL: 

ASSESSED VALUE: 

1320 SW Hall Street 

R532011 

No designation 

NA 

$14,510 

ITEMIZED EXPENSES FOR TOTAL PRICE OF PRIVATE SALE 

BACK TAXES & INTEREST: 

TAX TITLE MAINTENANCE COST & EXPENSES: 

PENALTY & FEE: 

MINIMUM PRICE REQUEST FOR REPURCHASE 

-4-

$1,644.32 

$500.00 

$267.95 

$2,412.27 



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

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Authorizing the Repurchase of a Tax Foreclosed Property by the Former Owner, Catherine 
Mitchell 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Catherine Mitchell is the former owner of certain real property described as: 

Parking Unit P13, Hall Place Condominiums 

(the Property). On or about October 1, 2007 judgment was entered in Multnomah 
County Circuit Court foreclosing the delinquent taxes levied against the Property. 

b. On October 2, 2009 the County Tax Collector deeded all right, title and interest in the 
Property to Multnomah County as authorized under ORS 312.200. 

c. Catherine Mitchell has applied to the County in compliance with MCC Section 7.402 
to repurchase the Property for $2,412.27, which amount is not less than that 
required by ORS 275.180 and MCC Subsection 7.402(C); and it is in the best 
interest of the County that the Property be sold to the former owner. 

d. The Tax Title Section has received payment in the amount of $2412.27 from 
Catherine Mitchell. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The County Chair is authorized to execute a deed, in substantial compliance with the 
attached deed, conveying the Property to Catherine Mitchell. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January, 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATIORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By~----~~--------~----------
Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

SUBMITTED BY: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

( 

M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Dept. of Community Services 

Page 1 of 2- Resolution and Deed Authorizing Repurchase 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements shall be sent 
to the following address: 
CATHERINE MITCHELL 
1320 SW Hall ST #302 
PORTLAND OR 97201-32 

After recording return to: 
Multnomah County Tax Title 503/1 

Deed 0102198 for R532011 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to Catherine 
Mitchell, Grantee, the following described real property: 

Parking Unit P13, Hall Place Condominiums 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 THAT THE UNIT OF LAND 
BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR 
215.010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, 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 195.300, 195.301 
AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $2,412.27. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners by authority of a Resolution of 
the Board, entered of record; has caused this deed to be executed by the Chair of the of County Board. 

Dated this 7th day of January, 2010. 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 7th day of January 2010, by Ted Wheeler, 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. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By ____________________________ __ 

Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 
Page 2 of 2- Resolution and Deed Authorizing Repurchase 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad, 
Notary Public for Oregon; 
My Commission expires: 6/27/2013 



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

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-001 

Authorizing the Repurchase of a Tax Foreclosed Property by the Former Owner, Catherine 
Mitchell 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Catherine Mitchell is the former owner of certain real property described as: 

Parking Unit P13, Hall Place Condominiums 

(the Property). On or about October 1, 2007 judgment was entered in Multnomah 
County Circuit Court foreclosing the delinquent taxes levied against the Property. 

b. On October 2, 2009 the County Tax Collector deeded all right, title and interest in the 
Property to Multnomah County as authorized under ORS 312.200. 

c. Catherine Mitchell has applied to the County in compliance with MCC Section 7.402 
to repurchase the Property for $2,412.27, which amount is not· less than that 
required by ORS 275.180 and MCC Subsection 7.402(C); and it is in the best 
interest of the County that the Property be sold to the former owner. 

d. The Tax Title Section has received payment in the amount of $2412.27 from 
Catherine Mitchell. 

The Multnom~h County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The County Chair is authorized to execute a deed, in substantial compliance with the 
attached deed, conveying the Property to Catherine Mitchell. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMA OUNTY, OREGON 

REVIEWED: 

SUBMITTED BY: 
M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Dept. of Community Services 

Page 1 of 2- Resolution 2010-001 and Deed Authorizing Repurchase 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements shall be sent 
to the following address: 
CATHERINE MITCHELL 
1320 SW f:lall ST #302 
PORTLAND OR 97201-32 

After recording return to: 
Multnomah County Tax Title 503/1 

Deed 0102198 for R532011 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to Catherine 
Mitchell, Grantee, the following described real property: 

Parking Unit P13, Hall Place Condominiums 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 THAT THE UNIT OF LAND 
BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR 
215.010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, 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 195.300, 195.301 
AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $2,412.27. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners by authority of a Resolution of 
the Board, entered of record; has caused this deed to be executed by the Chair of the of County Board. 

Dated this 7th day of January, 2010. 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 7th day of January 2010, by Ted Wheeler, 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. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By~~--~~--~~--~---------­
Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

Page 2 of 2 - Resolution 2010-001 and Deed Authorizing Repurchase 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad, 
Notary Public for Oregon; 
My Commission expires: 6/27/2013 
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Until a change is requested. all tax statements shall be sent 
to the following address: 
CATHERINE MITCHELL 
1320 SW Hall ST #302 
PORTLAND OR 97201-32 

After recording return to: 
Multnomah County Tax Title 50311 

Deed D102198 for R532011 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to Catherine 
Mitchell, Grantee; the following described real property: 

Parking Unit P13, Hall Place Condominiums 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 THAT THE UNIT OF LAND 
BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR 
215.010, TO VeRIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, 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 195.300, 195.301 
AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $2,412.27. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners by authority of a Resolution of · 
the Board, entered of record; has caused this deed to be executed by the Chair of the of County Board. 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 7th day of January 2010, by Ted Wheeler, 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. 

REVIEWED: 

Deborahlynn Bogstad, 
Notary Public for Oregon; 
My Commission expires: 6/2712013 

···-_j 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACE.MENT REQUEST <revisedo9122tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 

Agenda Item#: _C..:::_..:.-6'------
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 

Date Submitted: 12/21109 _.;::.:=-=..:....:..::.__ __ _ 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to 
ROMANMAGAC 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine Date: _J_a_n_u_ary_,._7--'-,_2_0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: _C_on_s_e_n_t I_te_m _____ _ 

Department: Community Services Division: _T_ax--'----T--'it_le ______ _ 

Contact(s): _J'-e--'rry-"---.;E=..:l....:..li....:..ott--'-----------------------------

Phone: 503-988-4624 Ext. 84624 1/0 Address: 503/1/Tax Title --------
Presenter(s): Jerry Elliott 

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 Roman Magac. 

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. 

The subject property is a strip of land that came into county ownership through the foreclosure of 
delinquent tax liens in 1981. The strip is more or less 8.3' wide and approximately 116.4' long. The 
strip is approximately 436'square feet in size. The attached plat map Exhibit A shows it as Tax Lot 
#1800. The strip is located between 2812 NE Bryant Stand 2761 NE Bryant St. An aerial photo, 
Exhibit B, shows the strip in relation to the two adjacent properties. We propose to sell the strip to 
the owner of the 2812 SE Bryant St property. 

This action affects our Vibrant Communities Program Offer by placing a tax-foreclosed property 
back onto the tax roll. 

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

The private sale will allow for the recovery of the delinquent taxes, fees, and expenses. The sale will 

-1-



also reinstate the property on the tax roll (see Exhibit C). 

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

No legal issues are expected. The parcel will be deeded "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. 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

-2-

Date: 12/21/09 
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EXHffiiTC 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

Described in that certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated the 9th day of June 1981, 
and recorded on June 9, 1981 at Book 1529 and Page 1665 in the Multnomah County 
Deed Records; being the 23rd property interest listed on Page 1667 of said TAX 
FORECLOSURE DEED. 

ADJACENT PROPERTY 2812 NE Bryant St 

TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: R315422 

GREENSPACE DESIGNATION: No designation 

SIZE OF PARCEL: More or less 436 square feet 

ASSESSED VALUE: $400 

ITEMIZED EXPENSES FOR TOTAL PRICE OF PRIVATE SALE 

BACK TAXES & INTEREST: $19.52 

TAX TITLE MAINTENANCE COST & EXPENSES: $50.34 

RECORDING FEE: $26.00 

SUB-TOTAL $95.86 

MINIMUM PRICE REQUEST OF PRIVATE SALE $400.00 

-5-



----------

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

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to Roman Magac 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

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

Described in that certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated the 91
h day of June 

1981, and recorded on June 9, 1981 at Book 1529 and Page 1665 in the 
Multnomah County Deed Records; being the 23rd property interest listed on 
Page 1667 of said TAX FORECLOSURE DEED. 

b. The property has a real market value of $400 on the assessment roll prepared for the 
County, consistent with the requirement of ORS 275.225(1) (a). 

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 make it unsuitable for the 
construction or placement of a dwelling thereon under applicable zoning ordinances and 
building codes, as provided under ORS 275.225(1) (b). 

d. Roman Magac has agreed to pay $400, 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 $400, the Chair on behalf of Multnomah 
County is authorized to execute a deed, substantially in compliance with the attached 
deed; conveying to Roman Magac the real property described above. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January, 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By------------------~--------
Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

SUBMITTED BY: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Dept. of Community Services 

Page 1 of 2- Resolution and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



r-----------------------~~~~------

Until a change is requested. all tax statements shall be sent 
to the following address: 
ROMAN MAGAC 
2812 NE BRYANT ST 
PORTLAND OR 97211 

· After recording return to: 
Multnomah County Tax Title 503/4 

Deed D102197 for R315422 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of- the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to ROMAN 
MAGAC, Grantee, the following real property: 

Described in that certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated the 9th day of June 1981, 
and recorded on June 9, 1981 at Book 1529 and Page 1665 in the Multnomah County 
Deed Records; being the 23rd property interest listed on Page 1667 of said TAX 
FORECLOSURE DEED. 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 THAT THE UNIT OF LAND 
BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR 
215.010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, 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 195.300, 195.301 
AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $400. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners by authority of a Resolution of 
the Board, entered of record; has caused this deed to be executed by the Chair of the of County Board. 

Dated this 7th day.of January, 2010. 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 7th day of January 2010, by Ted Wheeler, 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. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By~~---~-------------------
Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

Page 2 of 2- Resolution and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad, 
Notary Public for Oregon; 
My Commission expires: 6/2712013 



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

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-002 

Authorizing the Private Sale of a Tax Foreclosed Property to Roman Magac 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. · Multnomah County acquired through the foreclosure of liens for delinquent real property 

taxes the following real property: 

Described in that certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated the 9th day of June 
1981, and recorded on June 9, 1981 at Book 1529 and Page 1665 in the 
Multnomah County Deed Records; being the 23rd property interest listed on 
Page 1667 of said TAX FORECLOSURE DEED. 

b. The property has a real market value of $400 on the assessment roll prepared for the 

County, consistent with the requirement of ORS 275.225(1) (a). 

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 make it unsuitable for the 

construction or placement of a dwelling thereon under applicable zoning ordinances and 

building codes, as provided under ORS 275.225(1) (b). 

d. Roman Magac has agreed to pay $400, 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 $400, the Chair on behalf of Multnomah 

County is authorized to execute a deed, substantially in compliance with the attached 

deed; conveying to Roman Magac the real property described above. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of 

BOARD OF COUN COMMISSIONERS 
H COUNTY, OREGON 

air 

REVIEWED: 

SUBMITTED BY: 
M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Dept. of Community Services 

Page 1 of 2- Resolution 2010-002 and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements shall be sent 
to the following address: 
ROMANMAGAC 
2812 NE BRYANT ST 
PORTLAND OR 97211 

After recording return to: 
Multnomah County Tax Title 503/4 

Deed D102197 for R315422 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to ROMAN 
MAGAC, Grantee, the following real property: 

Described in that certain TAX FORECLOSURE -DEED dated the 9th day of June 1981, 
and recorded on June 9, 1981 at Book 1529 and Page 1665 in the Multnomah County 
Deed Records; being the 23rd property interest listed on Page 1667 of said TAX 
FORECLOSURE DEED. 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 THAT THE UNIT OF LAND 
BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR 
215.010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, 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 195.300, 195.301 
AND 195.305 TO 195.336AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $400. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners by authority of a Resolution of 
the Board, entered of record; has caused this deed to be executed by the Chair of the of County Board. 

Dated this 7th day of January, 2010. 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 7th day of January 2010, by Ted Wheeler, 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. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATIORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By~~--~~--~~--~----~---­
Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

Page 2 of 2- Resolution 2010-002 and Deed Authorizing Private Sale 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad, 
Notary Public for Oregon; 
My Commission expires: 6/27/2013 



Until a change is requested. all tax statements shall be sent 
to thefollowing address: 
ROMANMAGAC 
2812 NE BRYANT ST 
PORTLAND Oi::f!372f1 .. 

After recording return to: 
Multnomah County Tax Title 503/4 

Deed 0102197 for R315422 

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

MAGAC, Grantee, the following real property: 

Described in that certain TAX FORECLOSURE DEED dated the 9th day of June 1981, 
and recorded on June 9, 1981 at Book 1529 and Page 1665 in the Multnomah County 
Deed Records; being the 23rd property interest listed on Page 1667 of said TAX 
FORECLOSURE DEED. 

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE 
SHOULD INQUIRE ABOUT THE PERSON'S RIGHTS, IF' ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 THAT THE UNIT OF LAND 
BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR 
215.010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, 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 195.300, 195.301 
AND 195.305 TO 195.336AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $400. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners by authority of a Resolution of 

the Board, entered of record; has caused this deed to be executed by the Chair of the of County Board. 

Dated this 7th day of January, 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH 

MMISSIONERS 
UNTY, OREGON 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 7th day of January 2010, by Ted Wheeler, 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 Com~· ~-~~~:;s:SS>S'lSS~~:s:E~ 
OFFICIAL SEAL r::---.., ...__ , . ().__ 

DEBORAHLYNNBOGSTAD ~~ .v~q;~$\ctD 
NOTARY PUBUC-OREGON 1&--_..::'---::D~b'----':..:..h .:..::L=.:..,:B::___t.....:d~.:..;:.....:-==----
COMMISSlON NO. 438505 e ora ynn ogs a ' 

WN COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 27, 2013 Notary Public for Oregon; 
My Commission expires: 6/2712013 

REVIEWED: 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLAC'EMENT RE.QUEST <revised o9m;os> 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# C--1 DATE O\{O'T (-z..o.o 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ-12 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 

Agenda Item #: ---=-C--7'-------­
Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/21/09 ____::_:_:.:.,_;__:.:.,_;_.:__ __ _ 

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCJ-12 Reclassifying a Vacant Office Assistant 
Senior in the Business Services Division, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit 
of Central Human Resources 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested 
Meetine Date: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Amount of 
_J.:...an_u_ary;.,t._7;..2.,_2.:...0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: _N_IA ________ _ 

_D_..:.eL_p_t.....:o....:f_C:....o:....mm ___ un--=i.:..,t.ty.:...J.:...u.:...s.:...ti_c_e ___ Division: Business Services 

Shaun Coldwell 

503-988-3961 Ext. 83961 110 Address: 503 I 250 -------- -------------
Consent Calendar 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of Community Justice (DCJ) requests approval of a budget modification to 
reclassify a vacant Office Assistant Senior position which has been reviewed by the Class/Camp 
Unit of Central Human Resources. 

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. 

Reclassification of a 1.00 FTE Office Assistant Senior ( 6002) position to an Office Assistant 2 
(6001) was approved for recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners by the 
Class/Camp Unit of Central Human Resources on December 16,2009, to be effective December 28, 
2009. 

This position will serve in the Business Services unit by providing administrative and business 
support to the Department. This position is responsible for reception desk coverage including 
answering the phone, directing calls to the appropriate personnel, and providing information to 
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visitors. This position will provide general clerical support to the Business Services unit through 
updating, compiling, and archiving various records and files. In addition, this position will perform 
payroll time entries for over 50 employees. This position requires two years of general clerical 
experience, including experience working with clients and/or the public and education equivalent to 
the completion of the twelfth grade. These functions are consistent with those of the Office 
Assistant 2 ( 6001) classification. 

This position is part ofFY 2010 Program Offer 50001- DCJ Business Services. 

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

There is no fiscal impact for current year FY 2010 because the pay scale ranges for these two 
positions overlap. This position is ongoing and is expected to be included in the FY20 11 budget 
submittal. · 

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 
of Multnomah 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 nonmerit factor. 

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

NIA 

2 



ATTAC'HMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

N/A 
• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

N/A 
• What do the changes accomplish? 

Approval of a reclassification decision from the Class/Comp Unit of Central Human Resources. 

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

No, this position is currently vacant 

• 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. 

Attachment A-1 



ATTACHMENT U 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 12 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or ~ 
Department/ '-..._ 0 p--' ~ .. < Date: 12/21/09 
AgencyDirector: "'-.~ \. <1Crt'l I~ 

Budget Analyst: Date: 12/21109 

Department HR: Date: 12/21109 

Countywide HR: Date: 12/18/09 

Attachment B 



Page1 of 1 

Budget ModificationiD:I ,__ __ __;;D;_C;;...;J;;...;-...:..12::::;.._ __ --' 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change I Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
1 0 
2 0 
3 No Fiscal Impact. 0 
4 Reclass position 704594 from a OA Sr to a OA 2 in Business Services (cost 0 
5 center 509600) 0 
6 0 
7 0 
8 0 
9 0 
10 0 
11 0 
12 0 
13 0 
14 0 
15 0 
16 0 
17 0 
18 0 
19 0 
20 0 
21 0 
22 0 
23 0 
24 0 
25 0 
26 0 
27 0 
28 0 
29 0 

0 0 Total - Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

BudMod_DCJ-12 BusSvc reclass_OA2 Exp & Rev 



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

Fund Job# HR Org CCIWBSnO 

1000 6002 65160 509600 
1000 6001 65160 509600 

Position Title 
Office Assistant Senior 
Office Assistant 2 

Position 
Number 
704594 
704594 

TOTAL ANNUALIZED CHANGES 

CURRENT YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGE 

FTE 
(1.00) 
. 1.00 

0.00 

Budget Modification: DCJ-12 

BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 

(37,020) (10,736) (14,083) (61,839) 
37,020 10,736 14,083 61,839 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

o II o II ol 0 

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

Fund Job# HR Org CC/WBSnO Position Title 

1000 6002 65160 509600 Office Assistant Senior 

1000 6001 65160 509600 Office Assistant 2 

Position 
Number 
704594 
704594 

FTE 
(0.52) 
0.52 

BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 

(19,250) (5,583) (7,323) (32,156) 
19,250 5,583 7,323 32,156 

0 

t----+---;IReclass effective 12128/09 11---------t----+---+--------lr----t----t-----:-o-t 
I I o 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TOTAL CURRENT FY CHANGES 0.00 ol o II ol 0 

f:\admin\fisca~budget\00-01 \budmods\BudMod_DCJ-12 BusSvc reel ass_ OA2 Page4 12130/2009 
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Department of County Management 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
Human Resources 

Multnomah Building 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 400 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-5015 Phone 
(503) 988-3009 Fax 

To: Joyce Resare, DCJ, Business Services 1~{2/()a-n{ 
Olga ward/Candace Busby, DCM Class c~~S[tr From: 

Date: December 16, 2009 . 
' 

Subject: Reclassification Request #1370 (vacant) 

We have completed our review of your request and the decision is outlined below. 

Request Information: 
Date Request Received: December 8, 2009 
Current Classification: Office Assistant Sr. 
Job Class Number: 6002 
Pay Grade: 14 

Request is: [gl Approved as Requested 
0 Approved - Revised 
0 Denied 

Allocated Classification: Office Assistant 2 
Pay Range: $30,129.84 - $37,020.24 annually 

Position Number: 704594 
Requested Classification: Office Assistant 2 
Job Class Number: 6001 
Pay Grade: 9 

Effective Date: December 28, 2009 

Job Class Number: 6001 
Pay Grade: 9 

Please note this classification decision is subject to all applicable requirements stated in MC 
Personnel Rule 5·50 and may require Board of County Commissioners' approval. This 
decision is considered preliminary until such approval is received. 

Position Information: 
[gl Vacant - see New/Vacant Section 
0 Filled & incumbent reclassed- see Employee Information Section 

' 0 Filled & incumbent not reclassed with position See New/Vacant Section 

New/Vacant Position Information: 
If the position is vacant or incumbent not reclassed with position, position must be filled in 
accordance with the normal appointment procedures. If position is reclassed due to reorganization, 
a limited recruitment process may' be conducted. Please consult with the Department Human 
Resources Unit for assistance. 

Reason for Classification Decision: 
This position will serve in the Business Services unit by providing administrative and business 
support to the Department. This position is responsible for reception desk coverage including 
answering the phone, directing calls to appropriate personnel, and providing information to visitors. 
This position will provide general clerical support to the Business Services units through updating, 
compiling, and archiving various records and files. In addition, this position will perform payroll time 
entries for over 50 employees. The position requires two years of general clerical experience, 
including experience working with clients and/or the public and education equivalent to the 
completion of the twelfth grade. This and one other Office Assistant 2 position will be led by an 
Administrative Analyst. These functions are consistent with those of the Office Assistant 2 (6001) 
classification. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Olga Ward at 503-988-5015 ext. 22747. 

cc: James Opoka, HR Manager 
Lorraine Newell, HR Maintainer 
Local88 
Class Comp File Copy 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA P'LACEMENT RE.QUEST 

(revised 12/31/09) 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: o 1/07/201 o 
Agenda Item#: _U_C_-_1 ~----
Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 01/06/2010 

Agenda 
Title: 

PROCLAMATION Honoring January 11, 2010 as Human Trafficking 
Awareness Day in Multnomah County, Oregon 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetin2 Date: January 7, 2009 Time Needed: 5 minutes 

Department: Non-DeJ:!artmental Division: Commissioners 

Contact(s): Andrew Olsen, Corle Wiren 

Phone: 503.988.5213 Ext. 85213 110 Address: 503/600 

Presenter(s ): Commissioner Diane McKeel 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Making January 11,2010 Human Trafficking Awareness Day in Multnomah County, Oregon 

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 bow it impacts the results. 

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

None 

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. 

On Saturday, January 11, at the Red Lion Janzen Beach there will be a Northwest Conference 
Against Trafficking. Speakers include Sen. Ron Wyden, Mayor Timothy Leavitt of Vancouver, 
Commissioners Dan Saltzman and Amanda Fritz, Reps. Brent Barton and Jefferson Smith, and 
Commissioner Diane McKeel. All are encouraged to attend. 

Agenda Placement Request 
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Required Signature 

Elected Official or ~ • : .. _ '\ '-rn~ 
Department/ · /..._) ~ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 01/0712010 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

PROCLAMATION NO. 2010-003 

Honoring January 11, 2010 as Human Trafficking Awareness Day in Multnomah County, Oregon 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. A resolution passed by Congress in 2007 and proposed by Senators Feinstein, Obama, 
Luger and Comyn, designated January 11 of each year as Human Trafficking Awareness 
Day in the United States.· · 

b. Human Trafficking is the modem day practice of slavery. 

c. Today in the United States, it is estimated that 200,000 minors are at high risk for being 
trafficked for sexual exploitation. Ninety percent of the victims are American citizens. 

d. The average age of entry into the sex industry is 12 years old. 

e. Trafficking continues because of the huge potential for profit, based on enormous 
demand, and because of the negligible or low risk of prosecution. 

f. ,on January 9, 2010, there will be a Northwest-Conference Against Trafficking. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Proclaims: 

January 11, 2010 as Human Trafficking Awareness Day in Multnomah County, Oregon. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January 2010. 

~~ 
Commissioner District 1 

~~ udy Shiprack, 
COmmissioner District 3 

SUBMTITED BY: 
Commissioner Diane McKeel 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNO COUNTY, OREGON 

d-----
Ted Wheeler, County Chair 

{L)A.~;<-rn~ 
Diane McKeel, 
Commissioner District 4 
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MUL TNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
PUBLIC TESTIMONY SIGN-UP 

Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk 
***This form is a public record*** 

MEETING DATE: I ---7 7 - 2.0to 

AGENDA NUMBER OR TOPIC: __ <±j__.__-=LA.6....::....:='--U~0_u_Co _ __:_~_rv\_~----=*-'----------
FOR: AGAINST: ___ THE ABOVE AGENDA ITEM 
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SPECIFIC ISSUE.~:---------------------------

WRITTEN TESTIMONY"-: ~s~·~JtO=-...,.f'L...:._t-_/_::_tYJ _________________________ _ 

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. 
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Thank you all for the opportunity to testify. Chair Wheeler, you know the value of a helmet. If I 
remember correctly, you said something to the effect of: it may have saved your life while 
skiing on the slopes at Mt. Bachelor. As of January 1st, 2010, the State of Oregon has 
extended mandatory helmet protection for A TV riders and life jacket protection for boaters. 
Drivers are required to use seatbelts and motorcyclists are required to wear helmets. So why 
not adult bicyclists? Why, because the government discriminately caters to the bicyclists who 
have become well organized in their refusal and opposition to accept complying with the 
majority of common place standards and ethics in a modern society. 

Multnomah County should, could and needs to take the lead by requiring all bicyclists within 
the county, when riding on public right-of-ways, to wear helmets- or be fined for a primary 
offense traffic violation at the same dollar amount as a violation for not wearing a seat belt. In 
Oregon, a bicycle is a vehicle. This would bring bicyclists, at least in the most densely 
populated county in the state, into conformity with the safety codes the operators of other types 
of vehicles are required to comply with. Bicyclists must not be an exception to these types of 
safety codes when similar codes apply to everybody else. 

Additionally, Chair Wheeler, as you know, it is invigorating to get out there and have that 
feeling of freedom while whooshing down those slopes on a pair of skis. I know! I skied for 
about 12 years. But when I did, undoubtedly like you, I paid hefty fees for the privilege to use 
the public lands and the developed infrastructure to take me to the top so I could use my skis 
on those down hill runs. Bicyclists too need to directly pay for the privilege of using their bikes 
on the exclusive infrastructure that is being provided specifically for them. 

In the second part of 1 890s, bicycles in Multnomah County were required to be licensed -the 
money used to pay for bicycle paths. After May 1, 1899, all bicycles in Multnomah County 
without license tags were seized and held until a payment fee was received. This registration 
applied to out-of-state bicycles and well as those owned in Oregon. In that Mayor Sam Adams 
is in the process of shoving through his "500 million dollar" Bicycle Master Plan, Multnomah 
County needs to revisit history and establish a robust bicycle license and registration fee to 
pay for any such plan - a fee that also includes a surcharge to pay for all of the overly 
generous bicycle infrastructure included in the Sellwood Bridge replacement project. 

Third, have any of you ever been in a crosswalk and had a bicyclist unexpectedly whiz by 
within an arms length? I have, many times. There are numerous recorded crashes of bicyclists 
hitting and injuring pedestrians, including on Multnomah County controlled property such as 
the Hawthorne Bridge where the bicyclist had to be held by passers by from leaving the scene. 
Simply put, Multnomah County also needs to require bicyclists to carry insurance. 

Currently, not only do bicyclists often bypass common sense safety practices, but they are 
"freeloading deadbeats" when it comes to paying for the specialized infrastructure they clamor 
for and arrogantly abuse traffic laws other public roadway users are 
expected to comply with. With the stroke of a pen, Multnomah County 
can require all bicyclists to wear helmets. Bicycle license and registration 
fees might take a little longer, but MUST be considered as a top priority 
while the insurance issue is studied with the prospects of bringing it to 
the board for implementation sgmetime in the near future. 

• . 1973 .• 

I 
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MULTNOMAH CO~UNTY 
AGENDA PLAC'EMENT REQ~UEST (revisedo9122tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item #: _R::..::.....:-1:___ ____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 12/08/09 ------------

Agenda 
Title: 

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending 
Multnomah County Code Chapters 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle 
Registration Fee for Construction of a New Sellwood Bridge 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Amount of Requested 
Meetine Date: January 7, 2010 Time Needed: 5 minutes 

-----~~------------ -----------------
Department: _N---o_n-...::D'-e'""p...::artm ___ e_n_ta_l __________ Division: County Attorney 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

John Thomas 

--'(..._5_03--£.)_9_88_-_3 _13_8__ Ext. 8313 8 

John Thomas 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

1/0 Address: 503/500 ----------------

Approve first Reading of an Ordinance Amending Vehicle Registration Fees for Construction of a 
New Sellwood Bridge. 

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. 

On October 22,2009, the Board of Commissioners passed an Ordinance establishing Vehicle 
Registration Fees for construction of a new Sellwood Bridge. After discussions with ODOT, it was 
determined that these changes were necessary to bring the Ordinance into conformity with state law. 

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

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

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

A hearing will be held in conjunction with the first and second reading of the ordinance. 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 11/19/2009 



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

ORDINANCE NO.----

Ordinance Amending MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle Registration Fee for Construction 
of a New Sellwood Bridge 

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

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On October 22, 2009 the Board adopted Ordinance 1148 establishing a vehicle registration fee to 
provide a dedicated revenue source for replacement of the Sellwood Bridge in Multnomah 
County 

b. Oregon Laws Chapter 865 (2009), effective September 28, 2009, grants to counties with a 
population of 350,000 or more the authority to enact an ordinance establishing vehicle 
registration fees for the purpose of designing, replacing and acquiring necessary property for 
engineering and constructing a bridge and its approach that crosses the Willamette River in the 
City of Portland. 

c. On October 22, 2009 by Ordinance 1148 the Board approved MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 
establishing vehicle registration fees for the purpose of funding replacement of the Sellwood 
Bridge. 

d. It is necessary to amend MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 to conform to state law. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 are amended as follows: 

MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE 

§ 11.250 AUTHORITY. 

This ordinance is adopted pursuant to the authority granted by Oregon Laws Chapter 865 (2009). 

§ 11.251 PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this ordinance is to provide funds for the designing, replacing, acqumng 
necessary property for, engineering and constructing a new Sellwood Bridge and approaches. Except for 
motor vehicles registered as government-owned vehicles under ORS 805.040, the Sellwood Bridge will 
be restricted to motor vehicles with a gross vehicle weight rating of 26,000 pounds or less. 

§ 11.252 DEFINITIONS. 

(A) "Motor vVehicle" shall have the meaning given in ORS 801.360801.590. 

Pagel of3- Ordinance Amending MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle Registration Fee for Construction of a New 
Sellwood Bridge 



(B) "Registration" or "register" shall have the meaning given in ORS 801.410. 

§ 11.253 FEE IMPOSED; EXEMPTIONS. 

(A) Subject to the exceptions in paragraph B, a vehicle registration fee is imposed on every 
meter-vehicle registered with the State of Oregon Department of Transportation where the address on the 
application for registration or the renewal of registration is in Multnomah County. 

(B) The following meter-vehicles are exempt from the vehicle registration fee: 

(1) Snowmobiles and Class I all-terrain vehicles; 

(2) Fixed load vehicles; 

(3) Vehicles registered under ORS 805.100 to disabled veterans; 

(4) Vehicles registered as antique vehicles under ORS 805.010; 

(5) Vehicles registered as vehicles of special interest under ORS 805.020; 

(6) Government-owned or operated vehicles registered under ORS 805.040 or 805.045; 

(7) School buses or school activity vehicles registered under ORS 805.050; 

(8) Law enforcement undercover vehicles registered under ORS 805.060; 

(9) Vehicles registered on a proportional basis for interstate operation; 

(10) Vehicles with a registration weight of26,001 pounds or more described in ORS 803.420 
(10) or (11); 

(11) Vehicles registered as farm vehicles under the provisions ofORS 805.300; 

(12) Travel trailers, campers and motor homes. 

§ 11.254 AMOUNT OF THE FEE. 

With the exception of a trailer issued permanent registration as described in ORS 803 .415( 1 )(c), 
A!!,t the time a metef-vehicle is first registered or at the time of registration renewal, the applicant shall 
pay a county vehicle registration fee ofm19.00 for each twe-year of the registration period. At the time 
a trailer issued permanent registration is first issued, the applicant shall pay a county vehicle registration 
fee of$10.00. This fee is in addition to other fees required to be paid to that State of Oregon under ORS 
803.420. The fee shall be collected by the Oregon Department of Transportation on behalf of the 
Multnomah County. 
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§ 11.255 AGREEMENT Wim mE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. 

Pursuant to ORS 801.401801.041, the County shall enter into an intergovernmental agreement 
with the Oregon Department of Transportation ODOT for collection of the fees. 

§ 11.256 USE OF PROCEEDS 

The net proceeds of the fees collected under this subchapter shall be used exclusively to pay the 
cost of designing, engineering, acquiring necessary property for, and constructing the new Sellwood 
Bridge. 

Section 2. The Board Clerk is directed to file a copy of this Ordinance with the Oregon 
Department of Transportation. 

Section 3. The effective date of this ordinance is September 1, 2010. 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By ____________________________ ___ 

John S. Thomas, Deputy County Attorney 

SUBMITTED BY: 
Agnes Sowle, Multnomah County Attorney 

December 17 2009 

January 7, 2010 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL1NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. 1151 

Ordinance Amending MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle Registration Fee for Construction 
of a New Sellwood Bridge 

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

Th_e Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On October 22, 2009 the Board adopted Ordinance 1148 establishing a vehicle registration fee to 
provide a dedicated revenue source for replacement of the Sellwood Bridge in Multnomah 
County 

b. Oregon 'Laws Chapter 865 (2009), effective September 28, 2009, grants to counties with a 
population of 350,000 or more the authority to enact an ordinance establishing vehicle 
registration fees for the purpose of designing, replacing and acquiring necessary property for 
engineering artd constructing a bridge and its approach that crosses the Willamette River in the 
City of Portland. · 

c. On October 22, 2009 by Ordinance 1148 the Board approved MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 
establishing vehicle registration fees for the purpose of funding replacement of the Sellwood 
Bridge. 

d. It is necessary to amend MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 to conform to state law. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. MCC §§ 1 1.250-11.256 are amended as follows: 

:MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE 

§ 11.250 AUTHORITY. 

This ordinance is adopted pursuant to the authority granted by Oregon Laws Chapter 865 (2009). 

§ 11.251 PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this ordinance is to provide funds for the designing, replacing, acqurrmg 
necessary property for, engineering and constructing a new Sellwood Bridge and approaches. Except for 
motor vehicles registered as government-owned vehicles under ORS 805.040, the Sellwood Bridge will 
be restricted to motor vehicles with a gross vehicle weight rating of26,000 pounds or less . 

. § 11.252 DEFINITIONS. 

(A) "Motor YVehicle" shall have the meaning given in ORS 801.360801.590. 
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(B) "Registration" or "register" shall have the meaJling given in ORS 801.4-10. 

§.11.253 FEE IMPOSED; EXEMPTIONS. 

(A) Subject to the exceptions in paragraph B, a vehicle registration fee is imposed on every 
meter-vehicle registered with the State of Oregon Department ofTransportation where the address on the 
application for registration or the renewal of registration is in Mitltnomah County. 

(B) The following meter-vehicles are exempt from the vehicle registration fee: 

(1) Snowmobiles and Class I all-terrain vehicles; 

(2) Fixed load vehicles; 

(3) Vehicles registered under ORS 805.100 to disabled veterans; 

(4) Vehicles registered as antique vehicles under ORS 805.010; 

(5) Vehicles registered as vehicles of special interest under ORS 805.020; 

(6) Government-owned or operated vehicles registered under ORS 805.040 or 805.045; 

(7) School buses or school activity vehicles registered under ORS 805.050; 

(8) Law enforcement undercover vehicles registered under ORS 805.060; 

(9) Vehicles registered on a proportional basis for interstate operation; 

(1 0) V ~hicles with a registration weight of 26,001 pounds or more described in ORS 803.420 
(10) or (11); 

(11) Vehicles registered as farm vehicles under the provisions of ORS 805.300; 

(12) Travel trailers, campers and motor homes. 

§ 11.254 AMOUNT OF THE FEE. 

With the exception of a trailer issued permanent registration as described in ORS 803.415(1)(c), 
:A!!,t the time a motor vehicle is first registered or at the time of registration renewal, the applicant shall 
pay a county vehicle registration fee of$~19.00 for each twe-year of the registration period. At the time 
a trailer issued permanent registration is first issued, the applicant shall pay a county vehicle registration 
fee of $10.00. This fee is in addition to other fees required to be paid to that State of Oregon under ORS 
803.420. The fee shall be collected by the Oregon Department of Transportation on behalf of the 
Multnomah County. 

Page 2 of.3- Ordinance 1151 Amending MCC §§ 11.250-11.256 to Provide for a Vehicle Registration Fee for Construction of a 
New Sellwood Bridge · 



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

§ 11.255 AGREEMENT WITH THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. 

Pursuant to ORS 801.401801.041, the County shall enter into an intergovernmental agreement 
with the Oregon Department of Transportation ODOT for collection of the fees. 

§ 11.256 USE OF PROCEEDS 

The net proceeds of the fees collected under this subchapter shall be used exclusively to pay the 
cost of designing, engineering, acquiring necessary property for, and constructing the new Sellwood 
Bridge. 

Section 2. The Board Clerk is directed to file a copy of this Ordinance with the Oregon 
Department of Transportation. · 

Section 3. · The effective date of this ordinance is September 1, 2010. 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNlY, OREGON 

By --
Johnv . Thomas, Deputy County Attorney 

SUBMITTED BY: 
Agnes Sowle, Multnomah County Attorney 

December 17, 2009 

January 7, 2010 

BOARD OF COUNlY OMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNO OUNlY, OREGON 
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Agenda 
Title: 

MULTNO,MAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST <revisedo9/22Jos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 0 1107/2010 
Agenda Item#: _R_-2 _____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:35AM 
Date Submitted: 12/29/09 ) 

Intergovernmental Expenditure Agreement 4600008043 with the City of 
Portland to Establish City and County Tasks for the Planning and Public 
Improvement Process Required Under the National Environmental Policy Act 
Rules in Connection with the Sellwood Bridge Rehab/Re lacement Project 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine Date: January 7, 2010 Time Needed: 5 minutes ---------------------
Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Michael Eaton, Project Manager 

Phone: (503) 988-3757 Ext. 247 1/0 Address: 446 
~---~------ -------- -----------------

Presenter(s): Ian Cannon 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Portland for additional participation 
in support of the Sellwood Bridge Project. 

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. 

The Sellwood Bridge is deteriorated after approximately 80 years of service, and the bridge has a 
vehicle weight limit of 10 tons maximum. TriMet buses and most trucks are excluded from using 
the bridge. Approximately 30,000 vehicles cross the narrow two-lane bridge each day. 

Multnomah County has initiated a planning and design process for replacement of the bridge. The 
Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Portland and the County continues our 
relationship with the City as a project partner and arranges for the City to provide participation in 
public involvement, regulatory oversight, and technical expertise in traffic modeling. 

The IGA extends through the end of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) process. The 
scope of work in the IGA is as follows: 

1) Extends through January 2, 2011. 

2) City will actively participate in staff and political committees that are part of the project. 

1 



3) City will assist with public outreach events. 

4) City will assist with Bureau reviews ofFEIS documents. 

5) City will provide transportation analysis at key intersections. 

6) Has a not-to-exceed (NTE) amount of $55,000. 

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

The Intergovernmental Agreement NTE amount is 100% reimbursable from state and federal funds 
dedicated to the Sellwood Bridge Replacement or Rehabilitation Project. 

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. 

The project has had an extensive public involvement process that will extend through the end of the 
FEIS process and will continue into the Design and Construction Phases. 

It began with an outreach program that contacted 100 civic organizations. A Community Task Force 
has included 20 stakeholders representing a broad range of interest groups. In addition, the process 
has involved our partners, the City of Portland, Metro, ODOT, and FHW A, as well as other 
impacted jurisdictions, Clackamas County, the Cities of Clackamas County, TriMet, and the Oregon 
Legislature. 

The Policy Advisory Group (PAG), comprised of elected officials from 10 local jurisdictions, 
discussed and eventually approved 6 key decision points in the course of arriving at the Preferred 
Alternative. Public engagement such as open houses, surveys, and public hearings were held prior 
to these milestones. As a result, the project has enjoyed widespread public support and consensus. 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/29/09 
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MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
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IGA Contract 

~ .... 

PORTLAND CITY OF OFFICE OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
106/800 

Estimated Target Value: 55,ooo.oo uso 

;Item 
----- ---. --·- .. -~ --,~ -- ~ . ·--' :-·· 

Materic)I/Descripti9n· .. . . · ... ---
0001 IGA w-Portland re Sellwood Br NEPA Reqmt 

Plant F030 Community Service 
Requirements Tracking Number: 999 

Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Portland Office of 

Transportation Planning to establish City & County tasks necessary to 

conduct planning and public Involvement required under the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) rules in connection with the proposed 

Sellwood Bridge Project. 

(WBS: 6700RT1015P600) 

Effective Dates: 07/01/09- 01/02/2011 

Project Manager: Michael Eaton-Bridge Section 

503) 988-3757 x247 

[Admin Contact: Cathey Kramer-Yean Shops(503) 988-5050 x22589] 

... 

. 

• 

lnformatio~ -~- ·.· · · .. . 
~---·~---~~._·~~-~-----~-----·~~-----·~---~---

Contract Number 
Date 
Vendor No. 
Contact/Phone 

Validity Period: 
Minority Indicator: 

-- ··-. 

:Target OtY·-. -:,>· . . . ~ 

--
55,000.000 

., 

.. -····· 

4600008043 
12/02/2009 
28777 
Bridges I 
503-988-3757 
07/01/2009-02/02/2011 
Not Identified 

.. .. .. 
·uM·' Unit Price .. .. 

-- ·--·--- --- --

Dollars $ 1.0000 

--· ., . 



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

From: RYAN Matthew 0 
Sent: Wednesday, December 02, 2009 10:20'AM 
To: KRAMER Cathey M 
Cc: CANNON lan B; EATON Michael J 
Subject: Final IGA 4600008043 with Portland re: Sellwood Br NEPA Reqmts 

Cathey, 
(The-_atfachedJGAt}a~ oeen reviewed 9nd is approved forsubmissi6n to theBCC 
fo! its consideratio_r}: _Thanks~ . 

Matthew 0. Ryan 
Assistant County Attorney 
Office of Multnomah County Attorney 
501 SE Hawthorne Blvd, Suite 500 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
Tel: 503-988-3138; Fax: 503-988-3377 
matthew.o.ryan@co.multnomah.or.us 

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email transmission may contain confidential and privileged information. 
The information contained herein is intended for the addressee only. If you are not the 
addressee, please do not review, disclose, copy or distribute this transmission. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please contact the sender immediately 



INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Agreement No. 4600008043 

This is an Agreement between City of Portland (City) and Multnomah County (County). This 
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) is made pursuant to authority granted in ORS Chapter 190. 

I. RECITALS: 

A. The purpose of this agreement is to establish the City's and the County's tasks necessary 
to conduct a planning and public involvement process required under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEP A) rules with respect to the proposed Sellwood Bridge 
Project (Project). 

B. This planning and public involvement process shall examine the impacts of replacing the 
Sellwood Bridge and includes amongst other tasks "Public Outreach" meetings to explain 
the Project and receive public comment and concerns. 

C. The County has empanelled a Senior Agency Staff (SAS) group comprised of 
representatives of jurisdictions, including the City, impacted by the Sellwood Bridge 
Project. 

D. Through the execution of this Agreement, both the City and County agree to participate 
in the "Project Management Team" (PMT) to oversee and manage the Sellwood Bridge . 
NEP A Process; it is contemplated at this time the PMT is to be comprised of 
representatives of the County, the City of Portland, Metro, and the County's engineering 
consultants. 

E. The City and County now desire to reduce to writing their cooperative roles in the NEP A 
Process for the Sellwood Bridge Project. 

II. THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

A. TERM. The term ofthis agreement shall be from July 1, 2009 through January 2, 2011. 
The intent of the term is to last through the NEP A process to the NEP A Record of 
Decision. 

B. RESPONSIBILITIES OF CITY. The City agrees to: 

1. Designate John Gillam as Project Liaison for the Sellwood Bridge Project. The 
Project Liaison shall: 
a. Be the designated primary contact person for the City in all matters related to the 

services provided under this Agreement; 
b. Keep the County and the PMT fully and promptly informed of the positions, 

comments, and questions of the affected City bureaus with respect to the Project; 
c. Keep all affected City bureaus informed of the positions, comments, and 

questions of their colleague City bureaus with respect to the Project; 
d. Attend and actively participate in the PMT including all meetings and other PMT 

activities and ensure the same for any appropriate City bureau staff, as required; 



e. Upon request from the County, be able to identify the City's final position on a 
Project issue if City bureaus have varied in their positions; 

f. As directed by the County, provide input regarding scheduling and regulatory 
tasks for the Project Work Plan; 

g. Conduct regular and timely briefings of current project progress to the elected 
City officials and to the management of all appropriate City bureaus; 

h. Issue written notice to County (updated as necessary) identifying the persons 
briefed under this Section; and 

1. Assist the County in obtaining permits from City bureaus. 

2. City's Project Liaison and appropriate City staff(as approved by County) shall 
actively participate in meetings of the PMT and SAS for the Project. City staff 
participating in the PMT and the SAS shall be prepared to respond to all inquiries 
regarding the areas of city responsibility and authority relating to the Project. City 
staff participating in the PMT and SAS shall also promptly advise City management 
of the current status of the NEP A process and identify and promptly report to the 
PMT and SAS any issues of concern perceived by the City with respect to the Project. 

3. City's Project Liaison and appropriate City staff shall actively participate in Public 
Outreach meetings as requested by the County. City personnel participating in the 
Public Outreach meetings shall be prepared to respond to all inquiries from the public 
regarding City policies and regulations as they pertain to the ongoing NEP A process 
for the Project. 

4. The City's Project Liaison shall manage an in-house technical advisory committee 
("City T AC") comprised of staff from appropriate City bureaus. The City T AC shall 
meet as necessary. The functions of the City TAC are to review and comment on 
project developments that may affect City Bureau policies and responsibilities and to 
be able to provide ongoing project status and updates within the City's management 
structure. If there are situations where the policies of different City bureaus may be 
in conflictwith one another with respect to the Project, the City's Project Liaison 
shall assist the County by facilitating the resolution of these situations. 

5. When there are materials requiring City review, the review period shall be two (2) 
weeks unless otherwise specified by the County in writing. The City Project Manager 
shall coordinate and provide to the County the City TAC's review comments. 

6. The City shall provide Transportation Analysis documents by December 30, 2009: 

Date is contingent upon timely receipt of necessary information and specifications by 
the County. The documents required are: 

a. Written justification for a pedestrian-activated. traffic signal at SE 6th Ave. and 
Tacoma St. 

b. Written justification for relocating the access for the Macadam Bay Floating 
Home Community in Willamette Moorage Park to the City-owned access point 
immediately south of Freeman Motors, 7524 SW Macadam Ave. 
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c. In the future Design Phase of the Sellwood Bridge Project, the City shall assist the 
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) in the final design of Highway 43 
(Macadam Blvd.) and provide necessary design information for the currently 
planned accesses (as described in the Interchange Area Management Plan 
Agreement between the City and ODOT). 

7. Reimbursement shall be under the following terms: 
a. Total payments to the City will not exceed $55,000 (including any expenses). 
b. City shall bill County for the work, as follows: 

1. City shall submit monthly or quarterly invoices to the County's Project 
Manager for County approval for actual work performed and authorized 
expenses incurredwithin the specific invoice period. The Project Liaison 
shall submit with invoices a summary of the work done through the period of 
the invoice and a forecast ofthe upcoming City-related tasks for the next 
invoice period. 

n. Invoices must show the hours and dates worked, billing rates including 
overhead, and summarize the nature of work done. Expenses must be fully 
itemized. Only listed expenses will be reimbursed. 

County will reimburse the City for the following expenses: 
a) City's purchases of specialized reference material or informational 

material required to complete the deliverables under this agreement, with 
receipts. 

b) The actual, reasonable costs incurred by the City for mailing, copying, or 
delivering: documents, electronic media, or similar records required for 
the performance of this Agreement, with receipts. 

c) Travel and per diem costs incurred for required travel outside of the 
greater Portland metro area; reimbursement in accordance with County 
reimbursement rates and procedures. 

iii. Unless otherwise approved in writing by the County, invoices shall be 
submitted to the County not more than 30 days after the end of the billing 
period. City shall verify any travel, per diem costs, or other expenses with 
receipts if requested by the County. 

C. RESPONSIBILITIES OF COUNTY 

1. The County, as owner of the Sellwood Bridge, agrees to serve as the Project Manager 
for the implementation of the (NEP A) process designed to determine the potential 
impacts of rebuilding or rehabilitating the Sellwood Bridge and to find the consensus 
best alternative. 

2. County will implement the NEP A process, be responsible for developing all required 
plans and specifications as required under the process, and any follow-up on 
construction as needed and determined by the planning process. 

3. County will administer the Federal Highway funding for the project and will pay the 
City. 

D. TERMINATION. This agreement may be terminated by either party upon 60 days' 
written notice. 
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E. INDEMNIFICATION. Subject to the conditions and limitations ofthe Oregon 
Constitution and the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 through 30.300, County shall 
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless City from and against all liability, loss, and costs 
arising out of or resulting from the acts of County, its officers, employees, and agents in 
the performance of this agreement. Subject to the conditions and limitations of the 
Oregon Constitution and the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 through 30.300, City 
shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless County from and against all liability, loss, and 
costs arising out of or resulting from the acts of City, its officers, employees, and agents 
in the performance of this agreement. 

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

G. ADHERENCE TO LAW. Each party shall comply with all federal, state, and local 
laws and ordinances applicable to this agreement. 

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

I. ACCESS TO RECORDS. Each party shall have access to the books, documents, and 
other records of the other which are related to this agreement for the purpose of 
examination, copying, and audit, unless otherwise limited by law. 

J. SUBCONTRACTS AND ASSIGNMENT. Neither party will subcontract or assign any 
part of this agreement without the written consent of the other party. 

K. TIDS IS THE ENTIRE AGREEMENT. This Agreement constitutes the entire 
Agreement between the parties. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by 
the written agreement of the parties. 

L. ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 

1. This agreement may be extended or amended in writing upon mutual agreement of 
the parties to the IGA. 

2. The County designates Michael Eaton as the contact person for Multnomah County. 
Mr. Eaton's address, phone number, and e-mail address are as follows: 

Department of Community Services 
Bridge Section 

1403 SE Water A venue 
Portland OR 97214 

(503) 988-3757 x247 
michael.j.eaton@co.multnomah.or.us 
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3. The City Project Liaison John Gillam's address, phone number, and e-mail address 
are as follows: 

City of Portland Office of Transportation Planning 
1120 SW 5th Ave., Suite 800 

Portland OR 97204 
(503) 823-7707 

john.gillam@pdxtrans.org 

4. Official communication regarding this contract shall be via e-mail or writing to the 
above-named persons or their designates. Designated representatives may only be 
changed upon written notice to the other party. 

M. FUNDS AVAILABLE. In the event that funds cease to be available to County in the 
amounts anticipated for this agreement~ County may terminate or reduce the scope of 
services to be provided and contract funding accordingly. 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON: 

Ted Wheeler, County Chair 

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

Approved: __________ _ 

Date: 

M. Cecilia Johnson 
Department Director 

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

Reviewed: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 

By: _____________ _ 

Matthew 0. Ryan 
Assistant County Attorney 

Date: _____________ _ 
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CITY OF PORTLAND 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner of Public Utilities 

Date: __________ _ 

Lavonne Griffin-Valade 
City Auditor 

Date: ___________ _ 

Approved as to form: 

By: ____________ _ 

LindaMeng 
City Attorney 

Date: __________ _ 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Agreement No. 4600008043 

This is an Agreement between City of Portland (City) and Multnomah County (County). This 
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) is made pursuant to authority granted in ORS Chapter 190. 

I. RECITALS: 

A. The purpose of this agreement is to establish the City's andthe County's tasks necessary 
to conduct a planning and public involvement process required under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEP A) rules with respect to the proposed Sellwood Bridge 
Project (Project). 

B. This planning and public involvement process shall examine the impacts of replacing the 
Sellwood Bridge and includes amongst other tasks "Public Outreach" meetings to explain 
the Project and receive public comment and concerns. 

C. The County has empanelled a Senior Agency Staff (SAS) group comprised of 
representatives of jurisdictions, including the City, impacted by the Sellwood Bridge 
Project. 

D. Through the execution of this Agreement, both the City and County agree to participate 
in the "Project Management Team" (PMT) to oversee and manage the Sellwood Bridge 
NEP A Process; it is contemplated at this time the PMT is to be comprised of 
representatives of the County, the City of Portland, Metro, and the County's engineering 
consultants. 

E. The City and County now desire to reduce to writing their cooperative roles in the NEP A 
Process for the Sellwood Bridge Project. 

II. THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

A. TERM. The term ofthis agreement shall be fromJuly l, 2009 through January 2, 2011. 
The intent of the term is to last through the NEP A process to the NEP A Record of 
Decision. 

B. RESPONSIBILITIES OF CITY. The City agrees to: 

1. Designate John Gillam as ProjectLiaisonforthe Sellwood Bridge Project. The 
Project Liaison shall: 
a. Be the designated primary contact person for the City in all matters related to the 

services provided under this Agreement; 
b. Keep the County and the PMT fully and promptly informed of the positions, 

comments, and questions of the affected City bureaus with respect to the Project; 
c. Keep all affected City bureaus informed of the positions, comments,. and 

questions of their colleague City bureaus with respect to the Project; 
d. Attend and actively participate in the PMT including all meetings and other PMT 

activities and ensure the same for any appropriate City bureau staff, as required; 



e. Upon request from the County, be able to identify the City's final po'sition on a 
Project issue if City bureaus have varied in their positions; 

f. As directed by the County, provide input regarding scheduling and regulatory 
tasks for the Project Work Plan; 

g. Conduct regular and timely briefings of current project progress to the elected 
City officials and to the management of all appropriate City bureaus; 

h. Issue written notice to County (updated as necessary) identifying the persons 
briefed under this Section; and 

1. Assist the County in obtaining -permits from City bureaus. 

2. · City's Project Liaison and appropriate City staff (as approved by County) shall 
actively participate in meetings of the PMT and SAS for the Project. City staff 
participating in the PMT and the SAS shall be prepared to respond to all inquiries 
regarding the areas of city responsibility and authority relating to the Project. City 
staff participating in the PMT and SAS shall also promptly advise City management 
-ofthe current status oftheNEPA process and identify and promptly reportto the 
PMT and SAS any issues of concern perceived by the City with respect to the Project. 

3. City's Project Liaison and appropriate City staff shall actively participate in Public 
Outreach meetings as requested by the County. City personnel participating in the 
Public Outreach meetings shall be prepared to respond to all inquiries from the public 
regarding City policies and regulations as they pertain to the ongoing NEPA process 
for the Project. 

4. The City's Project Liaison shall manage an in-house technical advisory committee 
("City TAC") comprised of staff from appropriate City bureaus. The City T AC shall 
meet as necessary. The functions of the City TAC are to review and comment on 
project developments that may affect City Bureau policies and responsibilities and to 
be able to provide ongoing project status and updates within the City's management 
structure. If there are situations where the policies of different City bureaus may be 
in conflict with one another with respect to the Project, the City's Project Liaison 
shall assist the County by facilitating the resolution of these situations. 

5. When there are materials requiring City review, the review period shall be two (2) 
weeks unless otherwise specified by the County in writing. The City Project Manager 
shall coordinate and provide to the County the City TAC's review comments. 

6. The City shall provide Transportation Analysis documents by December 30, 2009. 
Date is contingent upon timely receipt of necessary information and specifications by 
the County. The documents required are: · 

a. Written justification for a pedestrian-activated traffic signal at SE 6th Ave. and 
Tacoma St. 

b. Written justification for relocating the access for the Macadam Bay Floating 
Home Community in Willamette Moorage Park to the City-owned access point 
immediately south.of.Freeman Motors, 7524 SW Macadam Ave. 
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c. In the future Design Phase of the Sellwood Bridge Project, the City shall assist the 
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) in the final design of Highway 43 
(Macadam Blvd.) and provide necessary design information for the currently 
planned accesses (as described in the Interchange Area Management Plan 
Agreement between the City and ODOT). 

7. Reimbursement shall be under the following terms: 
a. Total payments to the City will not exceed $55,000 (including any expenses). 
b. City shall bill County for the work, as follows: 

1. City shall submit monthly or quarterly invoices to the County's Project 
Manager for County approval for actual work performed and authorized 
expenses incurred within the specific invoice period. The~Project Liaison 
shall submit with invoices a summary of the work done through the period of 
the invoice and a forecast of the upcoming City-related tasks for the next 
invoice. period. 

n. Invoices must show the hours and dates worked, billing rates including 
overhead, and summarize the nature of work done. Expenses must be fully 
itemized. Only listed expenses will be reimbursed. 

County will reimburse the City for the following expenses: 
a) City's purchases of specialized reference material or informational 

material required to complete the deliverables under this agreement, with 
receipts. 

b) The actual, reasonable costs incurred by the City for mailing, copying, or 
delivering: documents, electronic media, or similar records required for 
the performance of this Agreement, with receipts. 

c) Travel and per diem costs incurred for required travel outside of the 
greater Portland metro area; reimbursement in accordance with County 
reimbursement rates and procedures. 

iii. Unless otherwise approved in writing by the County, invoices shall be 
submitted to the County not more than 30 days after the end of the billing 
period. City shall verify any travel, per diem costs, or other expenses with 
receipts if requested by the County. 

C. RESPONSIBILITIES OF COUNTY 

1. The County, as owner of the Sellwood Bridge, agrees to serve as the Project Manager 
for the implementation ofthe (NEPA) process designed to determine the potential 
impacts of rebuilding or rehabilitating the Sellwood Bridge and to find the consensus 
best alternative. 

2. County will implement the NEP A process, be responsible for developing all required 
plans and specifications as required under the process, and any follow-up on 
construction as needed and determined by the planning process. 

3. County will administer the Federal Highway funding for the project and will pay the 
City. 

D. TERMINATION. This agreement may be terminated by either party upon 60 days' 
written notice. 
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E. INDEMNIFICATION. Subject to the conditions and limitations of the Oregon 
Constitution and the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 through 30.300, County shall 
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless City from and against all liability, loss, and costs 
arising out of or resulting from the acts of County, its officers, employees, and agents in 
the performance of this agreement. Subject to the conditions and limitations of the 
Oregon Constitution and the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 through 30.300, City 
shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless County from and against all liability, loss, and 
costs arising out of or resulting from the acts of City, its officers, employees, and agents 
in the performance of this agreement. 

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

G. ADHERENCE TO LAW. Each party shall comply with all federal, state, and local 
laws and ordinances applicable to this agreement. 

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

I. ACCESS TO RECORDS. Each party shall have access to the books, documents, and 
other records of the other which are related to this agreement for the purpose of 
examination, copying, and audit, unless otherwise limited by law. 

J. SUBCONTRACTS AND ASSIGNMENT. Neither party will subcontract or assign any 
part of this agreement without the written consent of the other party. 

K. TIDS IS THE ENTIRE AGREEMENT. This Agreement constitutes the entire 
Agreement between the parties. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by 
the written agreement ofthe parties. 

L. ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 

1. This agreement may be extended or amended in writing upon mutual agreement of 
the parties to the IGA. 

2. The County designates Michael-Eaton as the contact person for Multnomah County. 
Mr. Eaton's address, phone number, and e-mail address are as follows: 

Department ofCommunity Services 
Bridge Section 

1403 SE Water A venue 
PortlandOR 97214 

(503) 988-3757 x247 
michael.j .eaton@co.multnomah.or. us 
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3. The City Project Liaison John Gillam's address, phone number, and e-mail address 
are as follows: 

City of Portland Office· of Transportation Planning 
1120 SW 5th Ave., Suite 800 

Portland OR 97204 
(503) 823-7707 

john.gillam@pdxtrans.org 

4. Official communication regarding this contract shall be via e-mail or writing to the 
above-named persons or their designates. Designated representatives may only be 
changed upon written notice to the other party. 

M. FUNDS AVAILABLE. In the event that funds cease to be available to County in the 
amounts anticipated for this agreement, County may terminate or reduce the scope of 
services to be provided and contract funding accordingly. 

COUNTY, OREGON: 

Ted Wheeler, County Chair or Designee 

Date: _ __;0=-\+-0-=o;.._-r,;.;/~2=0=-\=0:..__ ___ . 
t 

Department Director or Designee 

Date: --'6-=-~-=/:.r~~~y/d=(j~?-· ___ _ 

Reviewed: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY 

By: Is/ Matthew 0. Ryan 
Matthew 0. Ryan 
Assistant County Attorney 

. Date: December 2, 2009 

APPROVED: MUlTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA # R-2. DATE oa/o, 1 "2.0, o 
DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 
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CITY OF PORTLAND 

. Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner of Public Utilities 

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

Lavonne Griffin-Valade 
City Auditor 

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

Approved as to form: 

By: ___________________ _ 

LindaMeng 
City Attorney 

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



Agenda 
Title: 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST <revisedo9/22tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: _R--'-'---"-3 _____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:40 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/29/09 __ .:....:.__:_-'-----

RESOLUTION Directing the Department of Community Services to Investigate 
the Use of Alternative Construction Methodologies for the Delivery of the 
Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation,' provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine Date: _Ja_n_u_ary_,_~7,'-2_0_1_0 _________ Time Needed: _15_m_i_n_ut_e_s ______ _ 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Michael Eaton ~~-'---~.:....:._:_ _________________________________ _ 
Phone: 503-988-3757 Ext. 24 7 110 Address: 446 --------- -------- -------------
Presenter(s): Ian Cannon 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 
a. The Bridge Section is seeking direction from the Board to pursue the varied methods for 

project design and construction for the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project (the Project). 
The Bridge Section believes that investigation and comparative analysis of the varied 
methodologies will render a recommended approach to the Board of County Commissioners 
which will best meet these articulated needs of the Board regarding the project completion: 
• Allows a robust public involvement process; 
• Allows flexibility to work with other agencies on evolving design elements; 
• Lets the County retain significant control over the project design; 
• Incorporates construction contractor input and knowledge into the project design; 
• Provides opportunities to understand risk issues and to explicitly manage risk issues; 
• Frequently results in fewer disputes and claims; 
• Provides good cost certainty 
• And provides opportunities to maximize subcontractor diversity. 
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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. 

The Sellwood Bridge is deteriorated after approximately 80 years of service, and the bridge has a 
vehicle weight limit of 10 tons maximum. TriMet buses and most trucks are excluded from using 
the bridge. Approximately 30,000 vehicles cross the narrow two-lane bridge each day. 

Multnomah County has conducted a planning process for replacement of the bridge. An 
Environmental Impact Statement will be submitted shortly to the Federal Highway Administration 
for their approval. After the Record of Decision is given, the County may proceed with design of 
the bridge. 

There are alternative design and construction methodologies for large construction projects other 
than low-bid which is required of public sector entities by state procurement law unless an 
exemption is sought. These alternative methodologies include Design/Build and Construction 
Management/General Contractor forms of project construction. 

The Department of Community services will explore all methodologies in order to make a final 
recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners in accordance with Oregon and County 
procurement requirements. 

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

The resolution has no direct cost implication. 

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

State law permits alternative project delivery methods other than low-bid. ORS 279C.335 requires 
that the Board (acting as the Public Contract Review Board) issue an exemption from the public 
improvement contracting procedures. In addition, the Federal Government through the FHW A must 
authorize any Federal Aid project to use any alternative delivery methodology. Further, the County 
is seeking but does not yet have certification to directly administer federal-aid projects. The 
certification is required before the County can proceed with consideration of use of an alternative 
methodology for the project's delivery. 

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

In compliance with ORS 279C.335, the Bridge Section will prepare findings and if necessary make 
an exemption request. If an exemption request is made, we will publish notice ofthe hearing on the 
exemption. A public hearing is required before the Public Contract Review Board may authorize use 
of any process other than low bid. The Bridge Section will comply with any Federal notice or other 
requirements with respect to the exemption request. 

The Project has had an extensive public involvement process that will continue into the Design and 
Construction Phases. The Public Involvement work began with an outreach program that contacted 
over 100 civic organizations. A Community Task Force has included 20 stakeholders representing 
a broad range of interest groups. In addition, the process has involved our partners, the City of 
Portland, Metro, ODOT and FHW A, as well as other impacted jurisdictions, Clackamas County, 
TriMet and the Oregon Legislature. 

The Policy Advisory Group (PAG), comprised of elected officials from 10 local jurisdictions, 
discussed and eventually approved 6 key decision points in the course of arriving at the Preferred 
Alternative. Public engagement such as open houses, surveys and public hearings were held prior to 
these milestones. As a result, the project has enjoyed widespread public support and consensus. 

Future decisions that will consider public participation are: bridge type, architectural treatment, 
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railings, lighting, surface textures and others. 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/29/09 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Directing the Department of Community Services to Investigate the Use of Alternative 
Construction Methodologies for the Delivery of the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County owns and maintains the Sellwood Bridge in the City of Portland 
which is nearing the end of its service life and in the long-term requires replacement. 

b. The County secured federal and state funding for the public planning and decision­
making process which included development of an environmental impact statement in 
compliance with federal regulations of the National Environmental Policy Act. 

c. On October 22, 2009 the Board enacted a vehicle registration fee that will generate 
approximately $127 million for the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

d. By Resolution 09-022 the Board approved a Locally Preferred Alternative with 
Conditions on February 19, 2009. 

e. The County, through its Department of Community Services, is preparing to move 
forward with the design and construction of the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 
(Project) pending receipt of Record of Decision. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

That the Department of Community Services is directed to investigate and complete a 
comparative analysis of the use Low Bid, the Construction Manager I General Contractor 
method and the Design I Build method to deliver the Sellwood Bridge Replacement 
Project and, in compliance with ORS Chapter 279C, to report to the Board its proposed 
findings for the Board's consideration at a future meeting. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By __________________________ __ 

Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

SUBMITTED BY: 
Ted Wheeler, Chair 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 



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

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-004 

Directing the Department of Community Services to Investigate the Use of Alternative 
Construction Methodologies for the Delivery of the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County owns and maintains the Sellwood Bridge in the City of Portland 
which is nearing the end of its service life and in the long-term requires replacement. 

b. The County secured federal and state funding for the . public planning and decision­
making process which included development of an environmental impact statement in 
compliance with federal regulations of the National Environmental ~olicy Act. 

c. On October 22, 2009 the Board enacted a vehicle registration fee that will generate 
approximately $127 million for the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 

d. By Resolution 09-022 the Board approved a Locally Preferred Alternative with 
Conditions on February 19, 2009. 

e. The County, through its Department of Community Services, is preparing to move 
forward with the design and construction of the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Project 
(Project) pending receipt of Record of Decision. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

That the Department of Community Services is directed to investigate and complete a 
comparative analysis of the use Low Bid, the Construction Manager I General Contractor 
method and the Design I Build method to deliver the Sellwood Bridge Replacement 
Project and, in compliance with ORS Chapter 279C, to report to the Board its proposed 
findings for the Board's consideration at a future meeting. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

SUBMITTED BY: 
Ted Wheeler, Chair 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL T OM OUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 



Agenda 
Title: 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PL,ACEMENT REQUEST <revised o9122tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: _R_-4 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:55 AM 
Date Submitted: 11/25/2009 

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC 
Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework 
Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant 
Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of 
Metro Title 13, Nature in Nei hborhoods 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine: Date: _J.:....;a_n-'-u-'-ary-"--7'-'-'-2--'-0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: --=-5_m_;_i_nu.:....;t:.c..e_;_s ______ _ 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Kevin Cook, Lisa Estrin 

Phone: 503.988.3043 Ext. 26782 __::_.:....;__:___::___::_.:....;__:_ __ _ 110 Address: 455/116 
--=-~--=-'-'---------

Presenter(s): Kevin Cook 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Land Use Planning is requesting the Board approve the proposed amendments recommended by 
Multnomah County Planning Commission to bring Multnomah County's Comprehensive Plan and 
zoning ordinances into compliance with Metro's Title 13 Nature in Neighborhoods program (see 
Planning Commission Resolution attached). These changes will modify or add fish and wildlife 
habitat protection to various areas within the Metro jurisdictional boundary and will improve water 
quality. The proposed ordinance: 

a. Amends Comprehensive Plan Policy 16-D (A) to allow the use of Metro's habitat inventory 
when considering additional habitat protection areas. 

b. Adopts new Significant Environmental Concern overlay zones in the West Hills, East of 
Sandy River and Pleasant Valley areas to protect class I and II riparian wildlife habitat 
identified on Metro's habitat inventory maps that are not currently protected by existing 
Multnomah County SEC-s or SEC-wr overlay zones. 

c. Amends the Urban (Chapter 11.15) Significant Environmental Concern to include the 
regulations currently found in the West of Sandy River Significant Environmental Concern 
for water resource (SEC- wr) code for areas identified as water resource areas within the 
Pleasant Valley area. 

d. Amends the West Hills (Chapter 33) and East of Sandy River (Chapter 35) Significant 
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Environmental Concern (SEC) overlay zones to add exceptions for septic system repairs, 
utility poles, right-of-way expansions, and certain habitat enhancement projects. Modify the 
definition of the width of the Significant Environmental Concern- stream (SEC-s) overlay 
to allow for variable buffer widths. Expand the nuisance plant list to include all species 
identified by Metro. 

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. 

The Metro regional government established the Nature in Neighborhoods (Title 13) program as a 
regional approach for fish and wildlife habitat protection and water quality improvement in 2005. 
The program includes voluntary, incentive-based, educational, and regulatory elements. Multnomah 
County is required to implement the regulatory element of Title 13 for its rural areas within the 
Metro jurisdictional boundary. The regulations include limitations on how and where development 
can occur within the riparian resource areas mapped by Metro. Many of the areas identified by 
Metro as upland habitat are already protected under the County's Significant Environmental 
Concern for wildlife habitat (SEC-h) overlay zone. The County's existing overlay zones will not be 
modified by these amendments. 

1 

Title 13 is authorized by state administrative rules that implement Statewide Planning GoalS: Open 
Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Natural Resources. State rules designate Metro as the 
review authority for determining compliance with this program. Metro has reviewed the proposed 
plan and ordinance amendments and found them to be in substantial compliance with Title 13. 

This action contributes to the Land Use Planning program offer that is part of Vibrant Communities. 
This proposal coordinates with our regional partner, Metro to plan for the protection of wildlife 
habitat and water quality. 

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

None. 

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

During the planning process, the Planning Commission provided direction on various policy and 
planning issues relating to options to comply with Title 13. These included: 

• Whether to adopt Metro's Model Ordinance or demonstrate to Metro that the County's existing 
regulatory framework met the purpose and intent of Title 13. 

Metro's Model Ordinance was crafted for urban sized lots and severely limited the total amount 
of land that could be developed. The County's Significant Environmental Concern (SEC) 
regulations have been in effect since mid-1995 and protect wildlife habitat and water resources. 
Both the Planning Commission and planning staff felt it was appropriate to put forth that our 
current regulations are in compliance with Title 13. Land use planning audited its regulations and 
received concurrence from Metro that the County's existing SEC regulations generally met the 
goals of Title 13 and with a few minor changes would be made consistent with them. 

• What level of protection to provide riparian and wildlife habitat within Metro jurisdictional 
boundaries. 

Metro's resource study categorized six different levels of significant habitat that can be protected. 
These categories include three riparian wildlife habitat classes and three upland wildlife habitat 
classes. Planning staff discussed this issue with property owners at various open houses and with 
the Planning Commission. Input from the public and Planning Commission was to adopt the 
minimum necessary to achieve compliance and maintain exemptions for personal use of forest 
products and farm uses. 

• Determine whether the personal use exemption for timber in existing County ordinances could be 
maintained. 

Metro agreed that property owners in the rural area should be allowed to cut timber on their 
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property for personal use without first obtaining a resource related permit. 

• Determine whether the Right to Farm Law (ORS 30.930 through ORS 30.947) would prohibit the 
County from regulating agricultural buildings. 

Staff found that the Right to Farm Law prohibits counties from regulating or prohibiting farm 
practices on agricultural lands as a "nuisance". However, the law does preserve local 
governments' right to regulate structures based on the protection of health, safety and welfare. 
While farm practices are regulated by the Oregon Department of Agriculture, ~evelopment on 
farm land is subject to County zoning regulations. For Chapters 33, 35 & 11.15, agricultural 
buildings (fences will remain exempt) that encroach within the riparian buffers within Metro's 
boundaries are proposed to be subject to the SEC rules. This provision already is in effect in 
Chapter 36, West of Sandy River. 

• The changes to the West Hills and East of Sandy River codes add exceptions for septic system 
repairs, utility poles, right-of-way expansions, timber harvests, removal of hazardous trees, 
personal use of timber, agricultural fences, and certain habitat enhancement projects within 
Metro's boundary. Additional amendments relate to the definition of the width of the SEC-s 
overlay allowing for the variation in the buffer widths found in the Metro maps. The nuisance 
plant list would also be expanded to include species identified by Metro that are not already found 
in the current SEC code. Changes to the nuisance plant list will apply both inside and outside the 
Metro boundary. 

• Changes to the urban code include the addition of language currently found in the West of Sandy 
River SEC code for areas identified as water resource areas. The urban code section is applicable 
to the Pleasant Valley area. Eventually the Pleasant Valley area will annex chiefly to Gresham. 
Gresham's Pleasant Valley Concept Plan is recognized by Metro as Title 13 compliant. During 
the interim period prior to annexation, Multnomah County will administer riparian habitat areas 
under the SEC-water resources code. 

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

Land Use Planning conducted four Planning Commission work sessions between September 2008 
and April 2009 and held two open house sessions with affected property owners in March 2009. 
Measure 56 notice was mailed April 13, 2009 to all affected property owners. Three public hearings 
were held before the Planning Commission on May 41

\ June 1st and August 3, 2009 to develop the 
plan and ordinance amendments now before the Board of County Commissioners. Staff conducted 
several site visits to properties that would be affected by new overlays. Staff recommended changes 
to some of the proposed overlays where appropriate based on observations made at specific sites 
(these recommended changes are now included as part of the proposed overlay maps). 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 11/25/09 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL1NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO.----

Amending MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan; 
and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant Environmental Concern, 
Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature in Neighborhoods 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The Multnomah County Planning Commission, as authorized by Multnomah County Code 
Chapter subsection 37.0710 has recommended to the Board of County Commissioners the 
adoption of Ordinances to amend County's Comprehensive Plan Policies and land use 
regulations. 

b. The Planning Commission held public hearings on May 4, 2009, June 1, 2009 & August 3, 2009 
where all interested persons were given an opportunity to appear and be heard. 

c. The changes result from Metro's adoption of the Nature in Neighborhoods (Metro Title 13) 
program in 2005 to establish a regional approach for fish and wildlife habitat protection and water 
quality enhancement. 

d. Multnomah County is legally bound to demonstrate compliance with Metro's Title 13 for those 
areas of the County within the Metro jurisdictional boundary. 

e. The Multnomah County nuisance plant list needs to be expanded to include species that have 
been identified by Metro as invasive species. 

f. Regulations are being proposed that further restrict the use of property and mailed notice to 
individual property owners was sent on April 13, 2009 ("Ballot Measure 56" notice). Notice of 
the hearings was published in the "Oregonian" newspaper and on the Land Use Planning web site 
on April13, 2009, May 11, 2009, and July 13, 2009. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. § 33.4515 is amended as follows: 

33.4515 Exceptions 

(A) Except as specified in (B) below, aAB SEC permit shall not be required for the following: 

(Al) Farm use, as defined in ORS 215.203 (2) (a), including buildings and structures accessory 
thereto on "converted wetlands" as defined by ORS 541.695 (9) or on upland areas; 
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(B2.) The propagation of timber or the cutting of timber for public safety or personal use or the 
cutting of timber in accordance with the State Forest Practices Act; 

(GJ_) Customary dredging and channel maintenance and the removal or filling, or both, for the 
maintenance or reconstruction of structures such as dikes, levees, groins, riprap, drainage ditch, 
irrigation ditches and tile drain systems as allowed by ORS 196.905 (6); 

(~) The placing, by a public agency, of signs, markers, aids, etc., to serve the public; 

(E~) Activities to protect, conserve, enhance, and maintain public recreational, scenic, historical, 
and natural uses on public lands; 

(F§.) The expansion of capacity, or the replacement, of existing communication or energy 
distribution and transmission systems, except substations; 

(G1) The maintenance and repair of existing flood control facilities; 

(Hl!) Uses legally existing on November 17, 1994 January X, 2010; provided, however, that any 
change, expansion, or alteration of such use (except for changes to a structure thatwft.ieh;J-1H for 
the SEC, SEC-w, and SEC-v overlays, do not require any modification to the exterior of the 
structure, and I2H for the SEC-h and SEC-s overlays, require the addition of less than 400 square 
feet of ground coverage to the structure) shall require an SEC permit as provided herein; 

(1.2.) All type A Home Occupations; 

(J10) Type B Home Occupations that require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground 
coverage to the structure:; 

( 11) Alteration, repair, or replacement of septic system drainfields due to system failure; 

(12) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area; 

(13) Right-of-way widening for existing rights-of-way when additional right-of-way is 
necessary to ensure continuous width; and 

tKt< 14) Stream enhancement or restoration projects limited to removal by hand of invasive 
vegetation and planting of any native vegetation on the Metro Native Plant List; 

(15) Enhancement or restoration of the riparian corridor for water quality or quantity benefits, 
or for improvement of fish and wildlife habitat, pursuant to a plan that does not include 
placement of buildings or structures and does not entail grading in an amount greater than 10 
cubic yards. This exemption is applicable to pllms that are approved by Soil and Water 
Conservation District, the Natural Resources Conservation District, or the Oregon Department 
of Fish and Wildlife under the provisions for a Wildlife and Habitat Conservation Plan, and 
submitted to the County. 

(B) Within Metro's 2009 jurisdictional boundary, an SEC-s permit is required for agricultural 
buildings, structures and development associated with farm practices and agricultural uses, except 

Page 2 of 41- Ordinance Amending MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive 
Framework Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant 
Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature 
in Neighborhoods 



that agricultural fences shall not require an SEC-s permit. 

Section 2. § 33.4525 is amended as follows: 

33.4525 Applicable Approval Criteria 

(A) The approval criteria that apply to uses in areas designated SEC-w, SEC-v, SEC-hand SEC-son 
Multnomah County zoning maps shall be based on the type of protected resources on the property, as 
indicated by the subscript letter in the zoning designation, as follows: 

Zoning Designation 

(ill_ The zoning maps used to designate the Stream Conservation Areas (SEC-s zoning subdistrict~ 
were created digitally by interpreting various data sources including the hand drawn maps contained 
in the GoalS ESEE report and Metro's riparian and wildlife habitat inventories. Care was taken in the 
creation of the maps, but in some instances mapping inaccuracies have occurred during the process. 
For those areas ineluded in Ordinanee 830 (West Hills Rural Area Plan), the StrellfR: Conservation 
Area designated on the :toning m~s as SEC s is an area extending 3 00 feet from the aearest point OH 
the eenterliae on both sides of the proteeted stream. In the event of a mapping inconsistency, the 
SEC-s zoning subdistrict shall be interpreted to be the defmed Stream Conservation Area. 

(~ An application for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 
the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting 
criteria, approval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearly as 
possible with the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(C) For Goal 5 resourees designated "2A" or "3A", a proposed development FRHst eomply v1ith the 
approval eriteria iH order to be ~prov•ed. 

(D) For GeaHprotected stream resources designated "3C", the approval criteria shall be used to 
determine the most appropriate location, size and scope of the proposed development, in order to 
make the development compatible with the purposes of this section, but shall not be used to prohibit a 
use or be used to require removal or relocation of existing physical improvements to the property. 

Section 3. § 33.4575 is amended as follows: 

33.4575 Criteria for Approval of SEC-s Permit -Streams 

(A) Definitions: 

(1) Protected Streams =-eoHsist oftihose streams which have been found through a GoalS ESEE 
analysis and protected by Ordinance 830 to be either "2 A", "3 A", or "3 C", are ideHtified as 
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proteeted ia the Compreheasi·;e Framework Plaa, and those streams and wetlands mapped by 
Metro's Title 13 as Habitat Conservation Areas as modified through the planning process are 
designated SEC-s on the Multnomah County Seetioaal Zoning Maps. 

(2) Development- Any act requiring a permit stipulated by Multnomah County Ordinances as a 
prerequisite to the use or improvement of any land, including a building, land use, occupancy, 
sewer connection or other similar permit, and any associated grading or vegetative modifications. 

(3) Stream Conservation Area- For the protected streams originally designated by Ordinance 
830 (West Hills Rural Area Plan), the Stream Conservation Area designated on the zoning maps 
as SEC-sis an area which extends 300 feet from the centerline on both sides of the protected 
stream. Aa area exteadiag 3 00 feet upslope from aad perpeadieular to the eeaterliae of a 
proteeted stream. Within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the Stream Conservation Area 
protected by Ordinance XXX, adopted January XX, 2010, varies and shall be as depicted on the 
Multnomah County Zoning Maps and is from the centerline on both sides of the protected stream 
for the width of the mapped overlay. f.ny developmeat proposed vt'ithia a Stream Coaservatioa 
Area shall be required to demoastrate that the developmeat satisfies the staH:dards of MCC 
33.4575 (B) through (E). 

(4) Nuisance or Invasive Non-Native Plants: Nuisance and invasive non-native plants include the 
those plants listed in the latest edition of the Metro Nuisance Plant List and the Prohibited Plant 
List, and include those plants listed in the latest edition of the State of Oregon Noxious Weed 
List. 

(B) Except for the followiag exempt uses listed in MCC 33.4515, no development shall be allowed 
within a Stream Conservation Area unless approved by the Approval Authority pursuant to the 
provisions ofMCC 33.4575 (C) through (E.E). 

_(1) Forest praetiees eoadueted uader the Forest Praetiees Aet 

(2) Plaatiag of aative vegetatioa 

(3) Agrieukuraluses 

(4) Maiateaaaee, but aot e*flaRSioa, ofexistiag developmeats 

(5) Right of ·.vay wideaiag for existiag rights of way 'Nhea additioaal right of way is aeeessary 
to easure eoatiauous width 

(6) Siagle utility poles aeeessary to provide serviee to the loeal area 

* * * * * 
(D) For the protected stream resources., desigaated "3 C" the applicant shall demonstrate that the 
proposal: 

(1) Will enhance the fish and wildlife resources, shoreline anchoring, flood storage, water quality 
and visual amenities characteristic of the stream in its pre-development state, as documented in a 
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Mitigation Plan. A Mitigation Plan and monitoring program may be approved upon submission of 
the following: 

(a) A site plan and written documentation which contains the applicable information for the 
Stream Conservation Area as required by MCC 33.4575 (C); 

(b) A description of the applicant's coordination efforts to date with the requirements of other 
local, State, and Federal agencies; 

(c) A Mitigation Plan which demonstrates retention and enhancement of the resource values 
addressed in MCC 33.4575 (D) (1); 

(d) An annual monitoring plan for a period of five years which ensures an 80 percent annual 
survival rate of any required plantings. 

***** 

(F) For those Stream Conservation Areas located within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the 
following requirements apply in addition to (C) through (E) above: 

(1) The planting of any invasive non-native or noxious vegetation as listed in MCC 
33.4570(B)(7) and MCC 33.4570(A)(4) is prohibited. A list of native plants can be found in the 
latest edition of the Metro Native Plant List. 

(2) Outside storage of hazardous materials as determined by DEQ is prohibited, unless such 
storage began before the effective date of this ordinance; or, unless such storage is contained 
and approved during development review. 

(FG) For Protected Aggregate and Mineral (PAM) resources within a PAM subdistrict, the Mitigation 
Plan must comply only with measures identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been 
designated for the site. 

Section 4. § 35.4515 is amended as follows: 

35.4515 Exceptions 

(A) Except as specified in (B) below, AWI SEC permit shall not be required for the following: 

(Al) Farm use, as defined in ORS 215.203 (2) (a), including buildings and structures accessory 
thereto on "converted wetlands" as defined by ORS 541.695 (9) oron upland areas; 

(B2.) The propagation of timber or the cutting oftimber for public safety or personal use or the 
cutting of timber in accordance with the State Forest Practices Act; 

(GJ.) Customary dredging and channel maintenance and the removal or filling, or both, for the 
maintenance or reconstruction of structures such as dikes, levees, groins, riprap, drainage ditch, 
irrigation ditches and tile drain systems as allowed by ORS 196.905 (6); 
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(!)1) The placing, by a public agency, of signs, markers, aids, etc., to serve the public; 

(e2.) Activities to protect, conserve, enhance, and maintain public recreational, scenic, historical, 
and natural uses on public lands; 

(F§) The expansion of capacity, or the replacement, of existing communication or energy 
distribution and transmission systems, except substations; 

(Gl) The maintenance and repair of existing flood control facilities; 

(H~) Uses legally existing on Ne•tember 17, 1994 January X, 2010; provided, however, that any 
change, expansion, or alteration of such use (exceptfor changes to a structure whieh-that [1}1 for 
the SEC, SeC w, aaa SeC v overlays~ do not require any modification to the exterior of the 
structure, and 1211 for the SeC h aaa SEC-s overlays~ require the addition of less than 400 square 
feet of ground coverage to the structure) shall require an SEC permit as provided herein. 

(1.2.) All type A Home Occupations; 

(JIO) Type B Home Occupations that require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground 
coverage to the structure:-;_ 

(11) Alteration, repair, or replacement of septic system drainfields due to system failure; 

(12) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area; 

(13) Right-of-way widening for existing rights-of-way when additional right-of-way is 
necessary to ensure continuous width; and 

tKj ( 14) Stream enhancement or restoration projects limited to removal by hand of invasive 
vegetation and planting of any native vegetation on the Metro Native Plant List. 

(15) In addition to the exemptions listed in (A) above, within Metro's 2009 jurisdictional 
boundary an SEC permit shall not be required for the enhancement or restoration of the riparian 
corridor for water quality or quantity benefits, or for improvement of fish and wildlife habitat, 
pursuant to a plan that does not include placement of buildings or structures and does not entail . 
grading in an amount greater than 10 cubic yards. This exemption is applicable to plans that are 
approved by Soil and Water Conservation District, the Natural Resources Conservation 
District, or the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife under the provisions for a Wildlife and 
Habitat Conservation Plan, and submitted to the County. 

(B) Within Metro's 2009 jurisdictional boundary, an SEC-s permit is required for agricultural 
buildings, structures and development associated with farm practices and agricultural uses; except 
that agricultural fences shall not require an SEC-s permit. 

Section 5. § 35.4525 is amended as follows: 
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35.4525 Applicable Approval Criteria 

(A) The appro•;al eriteria iH M:CC 3S.4SSS shall appl~' to those areas designated SBC OH: the 
MHlmomah Cot:ulty :lOH:iH:g maps. 

(BA) The approval criteria that apply to uses in areas designated SEC '+'l, SEC v, SBC hand SEC-s 
on Multnomah County zoning maps shall be based on the type of protected resources on the property, 
as indicated by the subscript letter in the zoning designation, as follows: 

Zoning Designation 
Approval Criteria 

(MCC#) 
SEC {, •1. ,I,\ 33-35.~555 

SBC v (seeH:ie •tiews) 33.4S6S 
<:!1:;'1' J. '· :J .. n:+~ , ,J.;+ .. +\ 33.4S70 ~~.":".._ 

SEC-s (streams) 33-35.4575 

ill}_ The zoning maps used to designate the Stream Conservation Areas (SEC-s zoning subdistrictru 
were created digitally by interpreting various data sources including the hand drawn maps contained 
in the GoalS ESEE report and Metro's riparian and wildlife habitat inventories. Care was taken in the 
creation of the maps, but in some instances mapping inaccuracies have occurred during the process. _ 
In the event of a mapping inconsistency, the SEC-s zoning subdistrict shall be interpreted to be the 
Stream Conservation Area. 

(C) An application for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 
the approval criteria for all ofthe designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting 
criteria, approval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearly as 
possible with the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(D) For GoalS resoHFees designated "2A" or "3A", a proposed developmeH:t mHst eomp~ •.yith the 
appro•1al eriteria iH: order to be approved. 

(BD) For GoalS resoHFees designated "3C"protected stream resources, the approval criteria shall be 
used to determine the most appropriate location, size and scope of the proposed development, in order 
to make the development compatible with the purposes of this section, but shall not be used to 
prohibit a use or be used to require removal or relocation of existing physical improvements to the 
property. 

Section 6. §§ 35.4560, 35.4565 and 35.4570 are deleted as follows: 

JS.4S60 CriteFia feF Appm¥al of SEC w PeFmit Sigoifieaot Wetlands 

Significant we#t:mds eoHsist of those areas designated as Signifiet:mt oH: aerial photographs of a seale of 1 
iHeh- 200 feet made a part of the SHpportiHg doeHmeH:tatioH: ofthe CompreheH:SPte Framework Plaa. Ally 
proposed aeti•1ity or Hse reEtHiriHg an SBC permit vthieh VIOHld impaet those v.retlands shall be sHbjeet to 
the followiHg: 

(A) IH additioH to other SEC Permit st:lbmittal reEtHiremeH:ts, the applieatioH: shall also iHelt:~de: 
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( 1) A site plWl dravm to seale showiRg the wetlaRd boHB:dary as determiRed by a doeHmeRted 
field SHrve~', the loeatioR of all ex:istiRg and proposed v~atereoHrses, draiRageways, stormwater 
faeilities; utility iRstallations, aad topography of the site at a eontoHF interval of no greater thaa 
fi .. 'e feet; 

(2) A deseriptioR aad map of the wetland area that will be affeeted by the proposed aetivity. This 
doeHmentatioR mHst also iRelHde a map of the entire wetland, aa assessment ofthe wetlaad's 
fuRetioRal eharaeteristies aad water soHrees, aaa a deseriptioR of the vegetatioR types aad fish and 
·.vildlife habitat; 

(3) A deseriptioR aad map of soil types iR the proposed development area aRd the loeatioRs aad 
speeifieatioRs for all proposed draiRing, filliRg, gradiRg, aredgiRg, aRd vegetatioR removal, 
iReludiHg the amoHB:ts ood methods; 

(4) A stHdy ofafl)' flood hazard, erosioR hazard, or other Rat'l:lfal hazards iR the proposed 
developmeRt area and any proposed proteetive measHres to redHee sHeh hazards; 

(5) Detailed MitigatioH Plans as deseribed iH s'l:lbseetioR (D), ifreqttired; 

(6) DeseriptioR ofhov1 the proposal meets the approval eriteria listed iR sHbseetioR (B) below. 

(B) The applieftflt shall demoRstrate that the proposal: 

( 1) Is water depeRdent or reqHires aeeess to the 'Netland as a eentral element of its hasie desiga 
fuRetioR, or is Rot water depeRdeRt but has RO praetieable alternative as deseribed iR sHbseetioR 
(C) below; 

(2) Will ha-ve as fe•lf' adverse impaets as is praetieal to the wetland's fuRetioRaleharaeteristies and 
its ex:istiRg eoRtoHF, vegetatioR, fish aad wildlife resoHrees, shoreliRe aRehoriRg, flood storage, 
geReral ~<drologieal eoRditioRs, aad .. ,isHal ameRities. This impaet determiRatioR shall also 
eoRsider speeifie site iRformatioR eoRtaiRed iR the adopted ·;.cetlan:ds iH-ventory and the eeoRomie, 
soeial, eRviroRmental, and eRergy (ESEE) analysis made part of the supportiRg doeumeRtatioR of 
the eompreheHsive plaR; 

(3) Will Rot eause sigaifieant degradatioR of groHRdwater or sHrfaee 'Nater EJ:Hality; 

(4) Will provide a bHffer area of Rot less thaa SQ feet betweeR the wetland boHRdary ana Hplana 
aetivities for those portioRs of regHiated aetivities that Reed Rot be eoRaueted iR the wetlaRd; 

(5) Will pro•;ide offsettiRg replaeemeRt wetlands for aay loss ofex:istiRg wetland areas. This 
MitigatioR Plan shall meet the standaras of SHbseetioH (D). 

(C) A fiHdiRg of RO praetieable akernative is to be made oRly after demoRstratioR by the applieaRt 
~ 

(1) The basie pHrpose of the projeet ean:Rot reasoRably be aeeomplished HSiRg oRe or more other 
praetieable alternative sites iR Mtiltaomah CoHH-ty that woHld a-void or resHlt iR less aaverse 

Page 8 of 41- Ordinance Amending MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive 
Framework Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant 
Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature 
in Neighborhoods 



impact on a wetland. t\n ahel"'u:Hi·;e site is to be considered pMetieable if it is available for 
pHFchase and the proposed activity can be conducted on that site after taking into consideration 
costs, eKisting technology, infrastmcrnre, and logistics in achieving the overall project purposes; 

· (2) The basic purpose of the project cannot be accomplished by a reduction in the si:z;e, scope, 
configuration, or density of the project as proposed, or by ch~:mging the design of the project iB a 
way that ·.vould a·;oid or result in fewer adverse effects on the wetland; and 

(3) In cases ·.vhere the apfllicant has ~ected alternati·;es to the project as proposed due to 
constraints, a reasonable attempt has been made to remove or accommodate such constraints. 

(4) This section is only applicable for wetland resources designated "3 C". 

(D) A Mitigatioa Plan and monitoring program may be approved upon submissioa of the followiag: 

( 1) A site plan and written documentation which contains the applicable information for the 
replacement wetland as reEJ:uired by MCC 35.456() (A); 

(2) A deseriptioa ofthe applicant's coordiaation efforts to date with the reEJ:uirements of other 
local, State, aed Federal ageecies; 

(3) A Mitigatioa Plan which demonstrates retention of the resource values addressed in MCC 
35.456() (B) (2); . 

(4) Documeatatioa that replacement '+'letlands •Here coesidered and rejeeted aecordieg to the 
follo\'liag order of locatioaal prefereeces: 

(a) On the site of the impacted 'Hetland, with the same kiad of resource; 

(b) Off site, with the same kind of resource; 

(e) Oa site, with a differeat kind of resource; 

(d) Off site, with a differeat kind of resource. 

JS.4S(JS CriteFiR foF AppFaval af SEC v PeFmit Sigaifieaat Seeaie Views 

(A) Definitioas: 

( 1) Signifieant scenic Fese1D'ces consist of those areas designated SEC v on ,Multaomah Couaty 
seetioeal zoning maps. 

(2) Identified ViewingAI'CfiS are public areas that J*O"Iide importaBt viet.vs of a significant sceaic 
resource, and include both sites and lieear corridors. Identified Viewiag Areas are: 

Bybee Howell House 
Virgiaia Lakes 
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Saa-vie Islaad Wildlife Refuge 
Kelley Point Park 
Smith and Bybee Lal~s 
Higlw.'ll)' 3 0 
The MHltflomah: Ch8:flflel 
The Willamette River 
PHblie roads on Sau-vie Island 

(3) Visually s~;~benii1'late means develoiJment does not notieeably eontrast with the sHrroanding 
landseape, as viewed from an identified viewing area. De¥eloiJment that is visHally sHbordinate 
may be visible, but is not visuallj· dominant in relation to its S\:lffOHRdings. 

(B) IH: addition to the information reqt:~ired by MCC 35.4520, an afJIJlieation for develofJment in an 
area designated SEC ¥ shall iaelude: 

(1) Details on the height, shape, eolors, outdoor lighting, aRd exterior bHilding materials ofaay 
IJrOIJosed stmet\:lre; 

(2) Elevation dra-wings showing the aiJIJearanee of fJrOfJOSed stmetures when bHilt and 
sarroHnding final groHnd grades; 

(3) A list of identified viewing areas from wb:ieh the flFOflOsed Hse weald be visible; and, 

(4) l"L vffitten deserif)tion and dravlings demonstrating how the flFOflOSed de•lelopment -..viii be 
¥isaally sabordinate as reqaired by (C) below, inelHding information on the type, height and 
loeation of any vegetation or other materials whieh will be Hsed to sereen the develofJment from 
the view of identified viewing areas. 

(C) Any f)Ortion of a IJroposed de .. ·elofJment (iHelHding aeeess roads, eleared areas and struetures) that 
·.yill be visible from an identified viewing area shall be ·;isually s~;~be:rdinate. GHidelines whieh may 
be Hsed to attain Yisaal sHbordinanee, and wb:ieh shall be eonsidered in making the determination of 
visHal sHbordination ineiHde: 

(1) Siting on fJOrtions ofthe prof)erty where tof)Ograflhy and existiag vegetation will sereea the 
develofJmeat from the view of identified viewiag areas. 

(2) Use ofaoarefleetive or low refleetive bHildiag materials and dark aamral or earthtone eolors. 

(3) No exterior lightiag, or lightiag that is direeted dovlfWiard and sited, hooded and shielded so 
that it is aot highlj· visible from identified viewing areas. Shieldiag and hooding materials shoHld 
be eomfJosed of aonrefleetive, OflaqHe materials. 

(4) Use ofsereeaiag vegetatioa or earth berms to bloek and/or disraf)t views ofthe develoiJment. 
Priority shoHld be gi·;en to retaiaiag existiag vegetatioa over other sereeniag methods. Trees 
fllaRted for sereeaiag fl\:lffJOSes shoHld be eoaiferoHs to fJFO•Iide wister sereeaing. The apfllieant is 
FeSflORsible for the flFOfler maiHteaanee and s\:lfvival of any vegetatioa Hsed for sereeaiag. 
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(5) Proposed developmeRts or land use shall be aligned, designed and sited to fit the natural 
topography aad to take advaatage of vegetation and laad form sereeniRg, and to miflimi~e visible 
gradiRg or other modifieations of landforms, vegetatioR eover, and natm=al eharaeteristies. 

(6) Limiting strneture height te remain below the surroUHding forest eanopy le·1el. 

(7) Siting and.J.or design so that the silhouette of buildiRgs aRd other struetl:lres remaiRs below the 
skyline of bluffs or ridges as seen from identified viewiRg areas. This may reC:}uire modifyiRg the 
building or stRteture height and design as well as loeation on the property, eN:eept: 

(a) New eommUHieatioRs faeilities (tran:smissioR liRes, antefl:Rae, dishes, ete.), may protrude 
abo•1e a skyline visible from an ideRtified viewiRg area upoR demoRstratioR that: 

1. The new faeility eould not be loeated in an eN:istiHg transmission eorridor or built upoR 
aa existiRg faeility; 

2. The faeility is Reeessary for publie serviee; and 

3. The break iR the skyline is the minimum neeessary to provide the serviee. 

(D) Mining of a proteeted aggregate and mineral resouree vlithin a PAM subdistriet shall be doRe in 
aeeordaaee ·.vith any standards for mining ideRtified in the proteetion program appro•1ed during the 
Goal 5 proeess. The SBC Applieation for Signifieant Seenie Views must eompl:y only with measures 
to proteet seeRie views ideRtified in the Goal 5 proteetioR program that has been designated for the 
~ 

(B) The approval authority may impose eoRditions of approval OR an SBC 'I permit in aeeordanee 
with MCC 35.4559, iR order to make the developmeRt visually subordiRate. The eN:teRt and type of 
eonditions shall be proportioRate to the potoRtial adverse visual impaet ef the develop meat as seen 
from ideRtified vie•.viRg areas, taking iRto eonsideratioa the si21e of the develepmeRt area that will be 
visible, the distaRee from the de•lelopmeRt to ideRtified viewing areas, the Rumber of ideRtified 
•liewing areas that eould see the de•ielopmeRt, and the linear distaB:ee the developmeRt eould be seeR 
along ideRtified viw.ving eorridors. 

~S.4S70 CriteFia faF AppFa¥&1 af SEC It PeARit Wildlife Bahitat 

(A) IR adElitioR-to the infermation reqaired by MCC 35.452Q (A), an applieatioR for developmeRt iR 
an area designated SBC h shall iRelude aR area map showiRg all properties 'N-hieh are adjaeeRt to or 
entirely or partially withiR 2QQ feet of the proposed dwlelopmeRt, with the followiRg iRformation, 
wheR sueh iRformatioR ean be gathered without trespass: 

( 1) Loeation of all existiRg foresteEl areas (iHeludiHg areas eleared pursuaHt to an: appro•1ed forest 
maRagement plaH) aRd HOH forested "eleared" areas; 

For the purposes of this seetioH, a foFe.sted 8l"efl is defined as an: area that has at least 75 pereeRt 
erown elosure, or 8Q SC:}uare feet of basal area per aere, of trees 11 inehes DBH and larger, or an 
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area whi6h is beiag refoFested pursuant to Forest Pra6ti6e Rules of the Departmeat ofFoFestry. A 
nenfeFeYied "elef:H'ed" aFea is defmed as an aFea ..-..rfl.i6h does aot meet the des6riptioa of a 
foFested area and ·.vhi6h is aot beiag refoFested pHFsuant to a forest managemeBt plaa. 

(2) Lo6atioa of eKistiag and proposed stru6t\:lfes; 

(3) Lo6atioa and V<'idth of existiag aad proposed pabli6 roads, private a66ess roads, drive•.vays, 
aad servi6e 6orridors oa the sabje6t pareel aad withiB 2()9 feet of the sabje6t pareel's boHBdaries 
oa all adja6eat par6els; 

(4) Existiag aad proposed type and lo6atioa of all fea6iag oa the subjeet property and oa adjaeeat 
properties and oa properties eBtiFely or partially vrithia 29() feet ofthe subje6t property. 

(B) Developmeat staadards: 

(1) Whefe a pareel 6oBtaias aay BOB foFested "61eared" areas, developmeBt shall oaly 066ur ia 
these areas, ex6ept as Be6essary to provide a66ess and to meet miaimum 6learan6e staadards for 
fiFe safety. 

(2) De>relopmeBt shall 066\:lf within 29() feet of a publi6 road eapable ofproYidiag Feasoaable 
praeti6al aeeess to the de-..•elopable portioa of the site. 

(3) The ae6ess roadl-driveway and serviee eorridor serviag the deyeJopmeat shall aot exeeed 59() 
feet ia leagth. 

(4) For the pi:H]Jose of61usteriag aeeess road/driveway approaehes aear oae another, oae ofthe 
follo·.viag two standards shall be met: 

(a) The a6eess road/dri·;eway approaeh oato a pub lie road shall be Ioeated withia 199 feet of 
a side property liae ifadjaeeBt property oa the same side of the road has an existiag aeeess · 
road or driveway approaeh withia 2QQ feet of that side property line; or 

(b) The ae6ess road/dri-veway approaeh oBto a publie road shall be loeated vlithia 59 feet of 
either side of an eKistiag aeeess road/driveway oa the opposite side ofthe road. 

(e) Diagram sho•.viag the staadards ia (a) aad (b) abo•;e. 
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Existing 
driveway 
withln200 
feet of side 
property line 

New driveway 
within 50 feet 
of either side 
of driveway 
on other side 
of the road 

I New driveway 
I within 100 feet of 

side property line 

For ill1:1strative pl:lf)'Joses oRly. 

(d) The standards iR this s1:1bseetioR (4) may be modified 1:1pon a detefffl:iRatioR by the Col:lflty 
Road Offieial that the Rew aeeess roadfdrive:v;a-y approaeh wo1:1ld res1:1lt iR an l:lRsafe traffie 
situation 1:1sing the standards iR the :MI:lltnomah Co1:1Rty "Desiga aH:d CoRstfl:letioR MaH:1:1al," 
adopted Jl:lfle 20, 2000, (or all 1:1pdated versions of the maH:I:lal). Standards to be 1:1sed by the 
Road Offieial from the Col:lnty maH:Hal iRel1:1de Table 2.3 .2, Table 2.4 .1, aH:d additional 
refereReed sight distanee aH:d miRimHm aeeess spaeing staRdards in the p1:1blieatioR A Poliey 
oR Geometrie Desiga of Highways aH:d Streets by the t\merieaH: A.ssoeiatioR of State 

. Higl¥1lay aRd TransportatioR Offieials (AASHTO) and the Traffie EngiReering Handbook by 
the Institl:lte of TransportatioR ERgineers (ITE). 

1. The modifieatioR shall be the miRiml:lm neeessary to allow safe aeeess oflto the p1:1blie 
£Oath 

2. The Co1:1Rty Road Offieial shall provide vKitteR fiRdiRgs sapporting the modifieatioR. 

(5) The de·;elopment shall be withiR 300 feet ofa side property line ifadjaeeflt property has 
strl:letl:lfes aH:d de•;eloped areas •.vithin 200 feet of that eommon side property liRe. 

(6) PeReing within a req1:1ired setbaek from a p1:1blie road shall meet the followiRg eriteria: 

(a) PeRees shall have a maxiHmm height of 4 2 iRehes and a minim1:1m 17 ineh gap betv;eeR 
the grol:lfld and the bottom of the fenee. 

(e) Wood aH:d wire feRees are peffflitted. The bottom strand of a wiFe feRee shall be earbless. 
FeRees may be eleetrified, exeept as prohieited by Co1:1nty Code. · 

(e) Cyelone, wo•;eR ·.vire, and ehaiR liak feRees are prohibited. 

(d) PeRees with a ratio of solids to voids greater than 2: 1 are prohibited. 

(e) PeReiRg standaFds do not apply iR aR area oR the property bo1:1Rded ey a line aloRg the 
p1:1blie road serviRg the de•;elopmeflt, two liRes eaeh dravm petpeRdie1:1lar to the pFineipal 
stfl:letl:lfe from a point 100 feet from the eRd ofthe stmet1:1Fe OR a liRe petpeRdieHlar to aRd 
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meeting with the fH:tBlie road serving the de.,,elopment, llfl:d the front yard setbaek line parallel 
to the p\:lblie road serving the development. 

FIGURE 3 5.4 57QA FENCE 
EXEMPTION AREA, 

(7) The follov..ing nuisllfl:ee plants shall not be piiHlted on the subjeet property and shall be 
remo¥ed llfl:d kept removed from eleared areas of the subjeet property: 

Seieotifie Nome Gammon Nome 
lr'Z. ,];-1. -~; m Lesser eelllfl:dine ~ ~·· 

biFsilen C~R>efffle Ganaaa Thistle 
lrr: .1. Gommon +histle 
lrr7. 1: :.r~1: :J).Z:estern Glematis 
Glemetitr "il'ittilhe IT. .1. ' T. 

b8nium meeultitum Poison hemloek 
b8w;e/>;ulus (;~Rl-entri& 

1 I:'." .1..:1 ]\.If, ~· ·'· .~ ·-·~ ~·~~· 

b8n'lelYuhts Night alooming 
]\.If, ·~ ~~h hlr. 

·.r-· ... 0' .... ~u ·~~·· ", 
;£""', . 1. ,], !r ,:j . '" .... ~1. 

b£J,.UltJe,.ie trellet:~ne 'r. 

~ &p. &reept G. hw ... <thom, e*eept 
-1. .1. • • 

rr. Seoteh broom 
/)aueu& e61"6ttil r\, A ' T 

SatitH Ameriean 
Eledee den!itil 

Water '""eed 
17. Gommon Horsetail 
17. Giant Horsetail 
El"edium eieuffl1'ium Grllfl:e's Bill 
Gel"t::niul'l~ rsehel"it:~num Rebert Gerllfl:ium 
HedeMhelix D, .1: .~ T, 

~· 

u. ,,r_ St. John's Wort 
117. . .r-1: v ... . 1: '0' .. 11 • 

btilefll"ffUWI Wtilel"fH'i Golden Ghain +ree 
Duekweed, Water 

l:,emne mine,. 
Lentil 

l:,eenteden euntmntili& Fall Dllfl:delion 
J,y#wwm 5eliet~Fie ln. • 1. T :c . 
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Seientifie Name (;ammon NtHBe 
~,-.. ,z, .11. eamsiaH WateFmilfeil 
Ph~is CH'undinaeea 1Lo.. .A r"'. """""'-"' 

,.TJ.eaannua A .101. 

n .. 1. ..... C1 A 

n .. 1. • 1. .1 • r"'1." .1.' .n.· A 

Pelygenum Giaat lrlletw:eea 
saehalinel'lfie 

english, Portugese 
Pl"unut~ laNF6eefflfiut~ baw:el 
Rhut~ diw:~l"fiileha Poison Qak 

RHbut~ diseelel" lu: .1. n· .1. 

R'HhHS laeiniai'Hfi I D. n· .1. 

I<'. • 1.. IT . D 

&lanHm thtleamCH'a Blue Bindweed 
1<' .. 1. ln. A. 1\.T: .l. .~ A. 

~ 

&Ianum s£fl"''aeheides lu.· , 1\.T: .J...4-.. ~ A. 

IT. ..r. .. .1. Common DaH:aelion 
L~~· ~..._~,,.., ·~ 

lrn. Common Blaaaerv;ort 
-~·· ·~_.,-· •u 

llfiea dieiea ICb ,,.T. t-1~ 

I T.T: ln. £1. 1. ,-1'\ 

1linea minel" ln. £. 1. ,-1'\ 

'v. ,z.. lc<. r"'. ,J,J. 

ln. .1. 
e.~ .. ~·~ uy• 

(C) Wildlife ConseFYation PlaH. A:n ~~lieant shaH ~re~ose a wildlife oonservation ~laa if one oftv.<o 

situations eKist. 

(I) The ~~lioaat oaanot meet the aevelo~meet stanaaffis of Seetion (B) beoaase of ~hysioal 

eharaoteristies unique to the ~ro~erty. The ~~lieant must show that the wildlife oonsef\·ation ~Ian 

results in the minimum ae~artl:lre frem the stanaaffis required in order to allow the use; or 

(2) The ~~lieant eaa meet the aevelo~ment standards of Seetion (B), but demonstrates that the 

alternati-ve eonsetvation measures eKOeea the staaaaffis of Seetion (B) aHa will result in the 

~ro~osea aevelo~ment having a less detrimental ~aet on ferestea wildlife habitat than the 
staH:aaffis in Seetion (B). 

(3) The \.Yilalife eonseFYation ~ian mast aemoestmte the feUowing: 

(a) That measures are inelaaea in order to reaaee im~aets to ferestea areas to the minimam 

neeessary to sePle the ~ro~osea aevelo~ment by restrieting the amoant of elearaHee ana 
length/'lriath ofolearea areas ooa aistl:lffling the least amount offerest eanoftY eover. 

(b) That aay newly elearea area assoeiatea ·.vith the aevelo~ment is not greater thaH oee aero, 

eKeluaing frem this total the area of the minimum neeessary aeeessway required fer fire 

safety ~t:HJloses. 
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(e) That ftO fefteiftg vlill be bailt aftd eKisting fefteiftg will be removed oats ide of areas eleared 
for the site develotJmeftt exeeflt for existiftg eleared areas ased for agriealtaral fll:lFflOses. 

(d) That revegetatioft of existiftg eleared areas Oft the flFOflerty at a 2: 1 ratio with ftewly 
eleared areas oeel:lfs if saeh eleared areas exist oft the property. 

(e) That revegetatioft aH:d efthaH:eemeftt of distarbed stream ripariaH: aFeas oeears along 
drainages aad streams loeated Oft tile tJrOflerty. 

(4) For Protested Aggregate aad Mifteral (PA~4) resoarees vlithift a PAM sabdistriet, the 
aflplieaH:t shall sabmit a Wildlife Coftservatioft Plaa vAlieh mast eomply oftly with measares 
identified in the Goal 5 proteetioft program that has beeft adopted by MaltH:omah CoHH:ty for the 
site as flart of tile program to aehie>1e the goal. 

Section 7. § 35.4575 is amended as follows: 

35.4575 Criteria for Approval of SEC-s Permit -Streams 

(A) Definitions: 

(1) Protected Streams =-eoftsist oftThose streams which have been found through a GoalS ESEE 
analysis and protected by Ordinance 830 to be either "2 A", "3 A", or "3 C", are ideH:tified as 

protested ift the ComtJreheftswe Frame·.vork Plan, and those streams and wetlands mapped by 
Metro's Title 13 as Habitat Conservation Areas as modified through the planning process are 
designated SEC-s on the Multnomah County Seetioftal Zoning Maps. 

(2) Development- Any act requiring a permit stipulated by Multnomah County Ordinances as a 

prerequisite to the use or improvement of any land, including a building, land use, occupancy, 
sewer connection or other similar permit, and any associated grading or vegetative modifications. 

(3) Stream Conservation Area- For the protected streams originally designated by Ordinance 
830 (West Hills Rural Area Plan), the Stream Conservation Area designed on the zoning maps as 

SEC-s is an area which extends 300 feet from the centerline on both sides ofthe protected stream. 
An area exteftdiftg 3 00 feet l:lflSlOfle from aad p6ffJeftdiealar to the eeH:terlifte of a protested 
stream .. Within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the Stream Conservation Area protected by 

Ordinance XXX, adopted January XX, 2010, varies and shall be as depicted of the Multnomah 
County Zoning Maps and is from the centerline on both sides of the protected stream for the 
width ofthe mapped overlay. A~' de•1elopmeH:t proposed withift a Stream Coftservatioft A£ea 
shall be req:aired to demoftstrate that the developmeH:t satisfies the staH:dards ofMCC 35.4575 (B) 
throagh (B). 

( 4) Nuisance or Invasive Non-Native Plants: Nuisance and invasive non-native plants include the 
those plants listed in the latest edition of the Metro Nuisance Plant List and the Prohibited Plant 

List, and include those plants listed in the latest edition of the State of Oregon Noxious Weed 
List. 
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(B) Except for the fullo•Ning exempt uses listed in MCC 35.4515, no development shall be allowed 
within a Stream Conservation Area unless approved by the Approval Authority pursuant to the 
provisions ofMCC 35.4575 (C) through (ef.). 

( 1) Forest pmetiees eoadueted uader the Forest Pmetiees Aet 

(2) Plaatiag of Rative vegetatioa 

(3) Agrieultuml uses 

(4) Mainteaaaee, hut Rot expaasioa, of t*istiag developmeats 

(5) Right of way wideaiag fur e~dstiag rights of way v;hea additioaal right of way is aeeessary 
to easure eoatiauous •Nidth 

(6) 8iagle utility poles aeeessary to provide serviee to the loeal area 

* * * * * 

(D) For the protected stream resources_. desigaated "3 C" the applicant shall demonstrate that the 
proposal: 

(1) Will enhance the fish and wildlife resources, shoreline anchoring, flood storage, water quality 
and visual amenities characteristic of the stream in its pre-development state, as documented in a 
Mitigation Plan. A Mitigation Plan and monitoring program may be approved upon submission of 
the following: 

(a) A site plan and written documentation which contains the applicable information for the 
Stream Conservation Area as required by MCC 35.4575 (C); 

(b) A description of the applicant's coordination efforts to date with the requirements of other 
local, State, and Federal agencies; 

(c) A Mitigation Plan which demonstrates retention and enhancement of the resource values 
addressed in MCC 35.4575 (D) (1); 

(d) An annual monitoring plan for a period of five years which ensures an 80 percent annual 
survival rate of any required plantings. 

* * * * * 

(F) For those Stream Conservation Areas located within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the 
following requirements apply in addition to (C) through (E) above: 

( 1) The planting of any invasive non-native or noxious vegetation as listed in MCC 
35.4575(A)(4) is prohibited. In addition, the following nuisance plant species shall not be 
planted: 

Pagel7of41-0rdinance Amending MCC Chapters 33,35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive 
Framework Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant 
Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature 
in Neighborhoods 



Scientific Name Common Name Scientific Name Common Name 
Chelidonium maius Lesser celandine Loentodon autumnalis Fall Dandelion 
Cirsium arvense Canada Thistle Lvthrum salicaria Purole Loosestrife 

Cirsium vulgare Common Thistle 
MyrioRhyllum 

Eurasian Watermilfoil 
soicatum 

Clematis lig!!sticifolia Western Clematis Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canm:y grass 
Clematis vitalba Traveler's Jov Poaannua Annual Blue~rrass 
Conium maculatum Poison hemlock Polv~onum coccineum Swamo Smartweed 

Convolvulus arvensis Field Morning-glory 
Polygonum 

Climbing Binaweed 
convolvulus 

Convolvulus Night-blooming 
nyctagineus Morning-glory 

Polygon urn 
Giant Knotweed 

sachalinense 
Convolvulus seppium Ladv' s ni!!htcap Prunuslaurocerasus En!!lish Portu!!ese Laurel 
Cortaderia selloana Pamoas ~rrass Rhus diversiloba Poison Oak 
Crataegus SR. exceRt hawthorn, exceRt 
C. douglasii native soecies 

Rubus discolor Himalayan Blackbem 

Cvtisus scooarius Scotch broom Rubus laciniatus Ever~rreen Blackberrv 
Daucus carota Queen Ann's Lace Senecio iacobaea Tansv Ra!!Wort 

Elodea densa 
South American 
Water-weed 

Solanum dulcamara Blue Bindweed 

Eauisetum arvense Common Horsetail Solanum nigrnm Garden Nightshade 
Eauisetum telemateia Giant Horsetail Solanum sarrachoides HairvNightshade 
Erodium cicutarium Crane's Bill Taraxacum otficinale Common Dandelion 
Geranium roberianum Robert Geranium Utica dioica Stinging Nettle 
Hedera helix En~lish lyy Vinca maior Periwinkle Oar!!e leaf) 
HYRericum St. John's Wort 
perforatum 

Vinca minor Periwinkle (small leaf) 

Hex aauafolium Emrlish Hollv Xanthium soinoseum Soinv Cocklebur 
Laburnum watereri Golden Chain Tree various !!enera Bamboo so. 

Lemnaminor 
Duckweed, Water 
Lentil 

(2) The revegetation of disturbed areas shall Rrimarily use native plants. A list of native plants 
can be found in the latest edition of the Metro Native Plant List. 

(3) Outside storage of hazardous materials as determined by DEQ is Rrohibited, unless such 
storage began before the effective date ofthis ordinance; or, unless such storage is contained 
and aRproved during development review. 

(FG) For Protected Aggregate and Mineral (PAM) resources within a PAM subdistrict, the Mitigation 
Plan must comply only with measures identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been 
designated for the site. 
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Section 8. § 11.15.6400 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6400 Purposes 

The purposes of the Significant Environmental Concern (SEC) subdistrict are to protect, conserve, 
enhance, restore, and maintain significant natural and man-made features which are of public value, 
including among other things, river corridors, streams, lakes and islands, domestic water supply 
watersheds, flood water storage areas, natural shorelines and unique vegetation, wetlands, wildlife and 
fish habitats, significant geological features, tourist attractions, archaeological features and sites, and 
scenic views and vistas, and to establish criteria, standards, and procedures for the development, change 
of use, or alteration of such features or of the lands adjacent thereto. 

Section 9. § 11.15.6401 is added as follows: 

11.15.6401 Definitions. 

(A) Development: Any manmade change defined as buildings or other structures. mining. dredging. 
paving. filling. or grading in amounts greater than ten (1 0) cubic yards on any lot or excavation. Any 
other activitv that results in the removal of more than 10 percent ofthe existing vegetative cover in the 
Water Resource Area or Habitat Area on a lot or parcel. 

(B) Nuisance. invasive non-native and native plants: Nuisance and invasive non-native plants include the 
those plants listed in the latest edition of the Metro Nuisance Plant List and the Prohibited Plant List. and 
include those plants listed in the latest edition of the State of Oregon Noxious Weed List. Native plants 
are those listed in the latest edition of the Metro Native Plant List. 

(C) Practicable. Practical: As in No Practicable Alternative. Available and caoable of being done after 
taking into consideration cost. existing technology. and logistics in light of overall project pumoses. 

(D) Top ofBank: The same as "bankfull stage" which means the stage or elevation at which water 
overflows the natural banks of streams or other waters of this state and begins to inundate the upland. In 
the absence of physical evidence. the two-year recurrence interval flood elevation mav be used to 
approximate the bankfull stage. 

Section 10. § 11.15.6406 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6406 Exceptions 

An SEC permit shall not be required for the following: 

(A) Farm use, as defiBed in ORS 215.2Q3(2)(a), ineluding buildings and stmetHFes aeeessory 
theFeto on "eon•;erted wetlands" as defined by ORS 54 1.695(9) or on upland areas; 

(A) Farming practices as defined in ORS 30.930 and agricultural use as defined in OAR 603-095-
0010. except that buildings and other development associated with farm practices and agricultural 
uses are subject to the requirements of this district except that agricultural fences shall not require an 
SEC-wr permit: 

(B)_ The propagation of timber or the cutting oftimber for public safety or personal use or the 
cutting oftimber in accordance with the State Forest Practices Act; 
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(C)_ Customary dredging and channel maintenance and the removal or filling, or both, for the 
maintenance or reconstruction of structures such as dikes, levees, groins, riprap, drainage ditch, 
irrigation ditches and tile drain systems as allowed by ORS 196.905(6); 

(D) The placing, by a public agency, of signs, markers, aids, etc., to serve the public; 

(E)Activities to protect, conserve, enhance, and maintain public recreational, scenic, historical, and 
natural uses on public lands; 

(F) The expansion of capacity, or the replacement, of existing communication or energy distribution 
and transmission systems, except substations; 

(G) The maintenance and repair of existing flood control facilities; 

(H) Uses legally eJ£istmg en }l"e¥ember 17, 1994; previaea, howe•.•er, that 8:8)' ehange, 
expansion, or alteration ofsueh use (eJ£eept fer ehanges to a stmeture vfhieh 1) fer the SEC, SEC 'N, 
ana SEC 'I 0 1/erlays ao ROt require any moaifieation to the eJ£terior of the stmetHre, ana 2) fer the 
SEC h ana SEC s o•1erlays require the aaaition of less than 4 00 square feet of greuna eoverage to the 
strHetHre) shall require an SEC permit as pro•1iaea herein; 

(H) Routine repair and maintenance of structures. roadways. driveways. utility facilities. and lawns 
that were in existence prior to the effective date of this ordinance: 

(I) All type A Home Occupations. 

(J) Type B Home Occupations that require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground 
coverage to the structure. 

(K) Alteration. repair. or replacement of septic system drainfields due to system failure: 

(L) Stream enhancement or restoration orojects limited to removal by hand of invasive vegetation 
and planting of any native vegetation on the Metro Native Plant List: 

(M) Enhancement or restoration of the riparian corridor for water qualitv or quantitv benefits. or for 
imorovement of fish and wildlife habitat. pursuant to a plan that does not include placement of 
buildings or structures and does not entail grading in an amount greater than 10 cubic vards. This 
exemption is applicable to plans that are approved by Soil and Water Conservation District. the 
Natural Resources Conservation District. or the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife under the 
provisions for a Wildlife and Habitat Conservation Plan. and submitted to the County: 

(N) Right-of-way widening for existing rights-of-way when additional right-of-way is necessary to 

ensure continuous width: and 

(0) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area. 

(pl Work necessarv to protect repair. maintain. or replace existing structures. utility facilities. 
service connections. roadways. driveways. accessory uses and exterior improvements in response to 
emergencies pursuant to the provisions of MCC .2282 Responses to and Emergency/Disaster Event. 
provided that after the emergency has passed. adverse impacts are mitigated. 

Section 11. § 11.15.6408 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6408 Application for SEC Permit 

An applieatien fer an SEC permit fer a use or fer the ehange or alteration of an existing use on lana 
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desigBated SEC, shall addFess the applieable eriteria fer appro·1al, under MCC .642() through .6428, and 
shall be filed as fellows: 

(A) For a Permitted Use, an Aeeessory Use, or a Use Under PFeseribed Conditions, in tlie manner 
proYided in P..4CC .821 Q(B); and 

(B) For a Conditional Use as speeified either in tlie UBderlyiog distriet or in MCC .7W5 through 
.764(), or fer a Cofftfftunity Serviee Use as speeified in MCC .7QQ5 through .7QJQ, or fur a ehange of zone 
ela~sifieatioo or fer any other aetioo as speeified in MCC .82()5, tlie SEC permit applieatioo shall be 
eombined with: tlie re€fHiFed applieatioo fur the proposed aetioo and filed in the manner pro•1ided in MCC 
.82W and .8215. 

(C) A:o applieatioo fer an SEC permit shall inelude the fallowing: 

(1) A written deseription oftlie proposed de•1elopment and how it eomplies with tlie 
applieable approYal eriteria ofMCC .642() through .6428. 

(2) A map of the property showing: 

(a) Boundaries, dimensions, and size oftlie subjeet pareel; 

(b) Loeatioo and size of 6*isting and proposed stmeti:!Fes; 

(e) Contour lines and topographie featuFes sueh as Fa'lines or ridges; 

(d) Proposed fill, grading, site eootouring or oilier landfOrm ehanges; 

(e) Loeatioo and predominant speeies of 6*istiog vegetation on the pareel, areas 
where Yegetatioo •,viii be removed, and Joeatioo and speeies of Yegetatioo to be 
planted, ioeludiog landseaped 8:1'Elas; 

(f) Loeatioo and ·width of existing and proposed roads, dri·1eways, and serviee 
eorridors. 

A decision on an application for an SEC oennit shall be based upon fmdings of consistency with the 
pumoses of the SEC district and with the applicable criteria for approval specified in MCC .6420 through 
.6428. An aPPlication for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 
the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting criteria. 
approval shall be based on the abilitv of the proposed development to comply as nearly as possible with 
the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(A) General SEC (SEC): All applications for SEC permits shall include the information listed in this 
section in sufficient detail for Coumv staff to evaluate the impacts of the proposal. The applicant is 
responsible for providing all ofthe required information. In addition to the information listed in this 
section. the application shall contain the supplemental information that is listed for the resource area 
in which the development is proposed. 

(1) A written description of the proposed development and how it complies with the 
requirements applicable to the resource area in which development is proposed as listed in SEC. 
SEC-wr. and SEC-h. 

(2) A map of the property drawn to scale showing: 

(a) Boundaries. dimensions. and size of the subject parcel: 

(b) Location and size of existing and proposed structures: 
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(c) Contour lines and topographic features such as ravines or ridges: 

(d) Location of natural drainageways. springs. seeps. and wetlands on the site. The 
Planning Director may require the aoplicant to provide the location of the SEC-wr 
boundarv. topographY. or the location of development as determined by a registered 
professional surveyor or engineer: 

(e) Proposed fill. grading. site contouring or other landform changes: 

(f) Location and oredominant species of existing vegetation on the parcel. areas where 
vegetation will be removed. and location and species of vegetation to be planted. including 
landscaped areas: and 

(g) Location and width of existing and proposed roads. driveways. parking and 
maneuvering areas. and service corridors and utilities. 

Ql A scaled drawing of the building design and elevations that show the relationship between 
the building and existing and fmished grades and existing or proposed vegetation. 

(4) Application for a flood hazard permit. erosion control permit. and/or other required natural 
hazards permit for the proposed development. 

(C) SEC-Water Resource (SEC-wr): In addition to the information requirements listed in MCC 

.6408(A) above. the following information shall be submitted for applications within the SEC-wr 
overlay. 

(1) A topographic map ofthe develooment area and adjacent areas of the site at contour 
intervals of five feet or less showing a de-lineation of the Water Area or Habitat Area as 
determined by a documented field survey. the location of all existing and proposed 
watercourses. drainageways. stormwater facilities. and utilitv installations: 

(2) The location of wetlands: 

(3) Preparation of plans and suryeys - Inventories. assessment of existing conditions. and 
mitigation or restoration plans shall be prepared by a qualified professional such as a fish or 
wildlife biologist at the discretion of the Planning Director. Wetlands shall be identified and 
delineated by a qualified wetland specialist as set forth in the 1987 Corns of Engineers Wetland 
Delineation Manual: 

( 4) The applicant shall provide evidence that wben federal or state requirements aooly. that the 
agency has been contacted. and shall provide an assessment of whether the project can meet the 
requirements based on the agency resoonse: 

(5) An assessment of the existing condition of the Water Resource Area in accordance with 
Table 2 Riparian/Vegetated Corridor Standards: 

(6) An inventorv of vegetation. including percentage ground and canopy coverage. and location 
of nuisance plants listed in Table 1: 

(7) A detailed Mitigation Plan as described in MCC .6428(El. if required: 

(8) The location of all existing trees of a caliper greater than six (6) inches in diameter at breast 
height <DBID: and 

(9) A description and map of soil tvoes in the proposed development area and the locations and 
specifications for all proposed draining. filling. grading. dredging. and vegetation removal. 
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including the amounts and methods. 

Section 12. § 11.15.6409 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6409 Applicable Approval Criteria 

(A) The apf1rewl eriteria ia MCC .642Q shall apflly te these areas desigaated SEC ea the Multaemah 
Ceuaty zeaiag maps. 

fBj The approval criteria that apply to uses in areas designated SEC SEC w, SEC '<', SEC-h and SEC-
s M on Multnomah County zoning maps shall be based on the type of protected resources on the 
property, as indicated by the subscript letter in the zoning designation, as follows: 

Zoning Designation Approval Criteria 

SEC 

SEC w (wetlands) 

SEC 'l (seeaie views) 

SEC h (wildlife habitat) 

SEC s (streams) 

SEC-M (water resources) 

MCC .6420 

MCC .6422 

MCC .6424 

MCC .6426 

MCC .6428 

.(ID_ The zoning maps used to designate the Stream Conservation Areas (SEC-s w:r_zoning subdistrictru 
were created digitally by interpreting various data sources. iaeludiag the hand dravrH maps eeataiaed ia 
the Geal 5 ESEE ref1ert. Care was taken in the creation of the maps, but in some instances mapping 
inaccuracies have occurred during the process-'-. Fer these areas iaeluded ia Ordioanee 83Q (West Hills 
Rural Area Plan), the Stream Ceaservatiea Area desigaated ea the zeaiag maps as SEC s is an area whieh 
exteads exteadiog 3QQ feet frem the aearest f1eiot ea the eeaterliae ea beth sides efthe f1reteeted stream. 
In the event of a mapping inconsistency, the SEC-sM zoning subdistrict shall be interpreted to be the 
defined Stream Conservation Area. 

(C) An application for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 
the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting criteria, 
approval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearly as possible with 
the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(D) Fer Geal5 reseurees desigoated "2A" er "3A", a fi£Of1esed de•telef1meat must eemflly with the 
apf1re'lal eriteria iH erder te be af1f1reved. 

(ED) For Geal5 reseurees desigoated "3C" protected stream resources, the approval criteria shall be 
used to determine the most appropriate location, size and scope of the proposed development, in order to 
make the development compatible with the purposes of this section, but shall not be used to prohibit a use 
or be used to require removal or relocation of existing physical improvements to the property. 

· Section 13. § 11.15.6410 is amended as follows: 
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11.15.6410 SEC Permit- Required Findings 

A decision on an application for an SEC permit shall be based upon findings of consistency with the 
purposes of the SEC district and with the applicable criteria for approval specified in MCC .642G,2 

through .6428. 

Section 14. §§ 11.15.6412, 11.15.6414, and 11.15.6416 are deleted as follows: 

ll.lS.lt412 Deeision by Planning Di.-eetoF 

(A) A deeisioR oR aH: SEC permit applieatioR for a Permitted Use or a Use URder Preseribed 
CoRditioRs shall be made by the PlaBBiflg Direetor. 

(B) The Direetor may awrove the proposal or approve it with sueh modifieatioRs B:Rd 
eoRditioRs as may be eoRsisteBt ·with the CompreheRsi:ve PIB:R B:Rd Reeessary to assure eompatibility 
with applieable eriteria ofMCC .6420 through .6428. 

(C) 'J,VithiR thirty busiRess days follovliRg roeeipt of a eompleted applieatioR for aH: SEC 
permit, the PlaB:niRg Diroetor shall file the deeisioR vlith the Direetor of EB-vironmeRtal Serviees B:Rd 
shall mail a eopy ofthe deeisioR to the applieant B:Rd to other persoRs \vflO request the same. 

(D) A deeisioR by the PIB:RB-iRg Direetor OR aH: SEC permit applieatioR shall iRelude VlritteR 
eoRditioRs, if~·, B:Rd fmdiRgs aRd eoRelusioRs. The eoRditioRs, fiRdiRgs, B:Rd eoRelusioRs shall 
speeifieaUy address the rolatioRships betweeR the proposal B:Rd the applieable eriteria iR MCC .6420 
through .6428. 

ll.lS.lt414 Deeision by a Bearings OtlieeF 

(A) A deeisioR OR aH: SEC permit applieatioR for a CoRditioRal Use as speeified either iR the 
ooderlyiRg distriet or iR MCC .7105 through .7640, or for a CommuRity SeP,riee use as speeified iR 
MCC .7005 through .7030, shall be made &y the HeariRgs Offieer iR eoRjuRetioR ·.vith the deeisioR 
OR the use proposal assoeiated thero•Nith. 

(B) AetioR by the HeariRgs Offieer oR an SEC permit applieatioR shall be takeR pursWlftt to 
MCC .8205 through .8250. · 

(C) The fiRdiRgs aRd eoRelusiOBs made ~· the HeariRgs Offieer aRd the eoRditioRs or 
modifieatioRs ofappro•,•al, if &BY, shall speeifieally address the rolatioRships betweeR the proposal 
B:Rd the applieable eriteria iR MCC .6420 through .6428. 

ll.lS.lt4llt , ...... ppeals 

(t\:) A deeisioR b'' the PIB:RRiRg Direetor OR B:R applieatioR for aR SEC permit may be 
appealed to the HeariBgs Offieer iR the mallfler pro'lided in MCC .8290 aBd .8295. 

(B) A deeisioR b'' the HeariRgs Offieer OR an applieatioR for aB SEC permit may be appealed 
to the Board ofCouBty CommissioRers iR the maH:Rer pro'lided iR MCC .8255. 

Section 15. § 11.15.6413 is added as follows: 

11.15.6413 Existing Uses. 
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Uses that legally existed on January XX, 2010. that are not included as Exceptions in section MCC .6406. 

may utilize the provisions of this section. This section is intended to define the circumstances under 

which existing development can be improved or replaced under limited requirements in recognition of the 

ore-existing status. The SEC provisions are also not intended to make existing uses non-conforming. 

However. approval of proposals for alteration of uses that were non-conforming prior to the SEC' 

ordinance. must obtain an SEC permit in addition to demonstrating compliance with the non-conforming 

use provisions of this Chapter. 

(A) Change. expansion. or alteration of existing uses shall reauire an SEC permit as provided in 

MCC .6400 through .6428. except for changes to a structure as described in Sections (1) or (2) 

~ 

(1) In areas subject to the provisions of the SEC. change. or alteration of existing uses which do 
not require anv modification to the exterior of the structure: 

(2) Within the SEC-wr and SEC-h - addition of less than 400 square feet of ground coverage to 

the structure. This provision is intended to allow a maximum of 400 square feet of additional 

coverage to the structure that existed on the effective date of this ordinance. 

(B) Replacement or restoration of existing structures that were unintentionally destroved by fire or 

other casualtv. or natural disaster within the same foundation lines shall not require an SEC permit. 

The redevelopment must be commenced within one year from the date of the loss. and may include 

addition ofa maximum 400 square feet of ground coverage. Structures which are exoanded up to 400 

square feet under this provision. may not subsequently expand under the provision in (A)(2) above. 

(C) Within the SEC-wr. lawfullv established structures that do not meet the casualtv loss provisions 

of (B) above may be replaced within the same foundation lines or area of ground coverage when the 

entire remaining vegetated corridor on the project site. or the first 50 feet closest to the stream. or an 

area equal to the ground coverage of the building and attached structures and paved areas. whichever 

is less. is enhanced to "good" condition pursuant to Table 2. Replacement shall be processed as a 

Tvoe II review. 

CD) If development under this section is proposed to be located closer to a protected water feature. 

approval of a permit under the PrOvisions of MCC .6408 .. 6422 & .6428 shall be obtained. 

Section 16. §§ 11.15.6422 and 11.15.6424 are deleted as follows: 

11.1§.(;422 CriteFia faF AppFoval of SEC w PeFmit Sigaifieaat Wetlaads 

Sigttifieant wetlaads eoasist ofthose areas desigttated as Sigttifieant oa aerial f)hotogFaphs of a seale of 
1 "-200' made a f)art ofthe Sl:lf)f)Ortiag doeHmeatatioa of the Comf)t=eheasive Framework Plaa. Aay 

f)I'Of)OSed aetivity OF Hse t=eqHiriag aa SEC f)eFHJ:it vAlieh 'NOHld imf)aet those ·.vetlaads shall be sl:lbjeet te 
the fellowiag: 

(A) lft additioa to otheF SEC PeFHJ:it sl:lbmittal t=eqHiFemeats, the apf)lieatioa shall also 
iaelHde: 

( 1) A site f) laB dFavm to seale showiag the wetland boHadary as deteFHJ:iaed by a doel:liBeated 
field SHFvey, the loeatioa of all existiag aad f)FOf)osed v;ateFSol:lfses, dFaiaageways, stoFHJ:·.vateF 
faeilities, l:ltility iastallatioas, and tOf)OgFaphy of the site at a eoatol:lf iateFVal ofao gt=eater thaa 
&;e feet; • 
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(B) 

(2) A deseriptioa aad map of the wetlaad Mea that v1ill be affeeted by the proposed aeti'lity. 
This doeHmentatioa mHst also iaelHde a map of the entire vretland, an assessment of the 
wetlaad's fuaetioaal ekaraeteristies aad water soHf6es, aad a deseriptioa of the vegetatioa types 
and fisk aad wildlife habitat; 

(3) A deseriptioa and map of soil tyf)es iR the proposed de•1elopment area and the loeatioas 
and speeifieatioas for all proposed draining, filling, grading, dredging, and yegetatioa remo•;al, 
iaelHdiag the amoHRts and methods; 

(4) A stHdy of any flood klmH'El, erosion ha-1iard, or other aatHral ka-1iards in the proposed 
deYelopmeRt area and ~, propos~d proteeti•1e measHres to redHee SHek ka-1iards; 

(5) Detailed Mitigation Plans as deseribed in sHbseetioa (D), ifreqttired; 

(6) Deseriptioa of how the proposal meets the apflroval eriteria listed in sHbseetioa (B) 
belew: 

The applieaat shall demonstrate that the proposal: [Amended 1994, Ord. 801 § 3] 

( 1) Is water depeadeat or FeEJ:Hires aeeess to the •.vetlaad as a eeatral element of its basie 
design funetioa, or is not '+'later depeadeat bHt has no praetieable alternative as deseribed ia 
sHbseetioa (C) belo·.v; 

(2) Will kaYe as few ad>1erse impaets as is praetieal to the wetland's funetioaal 
ekaraeteristies and its existing eontoHr, Yegetatioa, fisk and •.vildlife resoHrees, skoreliae 
anehoring, flood storage, geaeral hydrologieal eoaditioas, and •lisHal amenities. This impaet 
detefHliaatioa shall also eoasider speeifie site iafofHlatioa eoataiaed in the adopted wetlands 
ift'lentory and the eeoaomie, soeial, eft'liroRmeatal, and energy (ESEE) analysis made part of 
the SHpportiag doeHmeatatioa of the eompreheasive plan; 

(3) '.Vill not eaHse signifieaat degradation ofgroHadwater or smfaee water EJ:Hality; 

(4) Will provide a bHffer Mea of not less than 50 feet betv;een the wetland boHadary and 
Hplaad aetivities for those portions of regslated aetivities that need not be eoadHeted in the 
wetland; 

(5) Will provide offsetting replaeement wetlands for aay loss of existing wetland areas. This 
Mitigation Plaa shall meet the standards of sHbseetioa (D). 

(C) A fmdiag of no praetieable alternative is to be made only after demonstration by the 
applieaat that: 

(1) The basie pl:lfPOSe of the projeet eaaaot reasonably be aeeomplisked Hsiag one or more 
other praetieable altematPie sites in MHltaomak CoHnty that woHld avoid or resHlt in less 
ad-verse imf)aet on a wetland. An alternative site is to be eoasidered praetieable if it is available 
for pHrekase and the proposed aetivity ean be eoadHeted on that site after taking into 
eoasideratioa eosts, existing teekaology, iefrastrHetHre, aad logisties ifl aekievieg the overall 
projeet pHrpos~s; 

(2) The basie fll:lfPOSe of the projeet eaRRot be aeeomplisked by a redHetioe in the size, 
seope, eoRfigH£atioe, or deesity of the projeet as proposed, or by ehangiag the design of the 
projeet iR a W~' that woHld avoid or resHlt ie fewer adverse effeets OR the wetland; and 

(3) Ie eases where the applieant has rojeeted altemati'les to the projeet as proposed dHe to 
eoestraiats, a reaso11able attempt has beea made to remoye or aeeoHlHlodate sHek eoHstraiRts. 
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(4) This seetioR is oRly ~plieaele for 'Netlaad resourees desigBated "3 C". 

(D) A MitigatioR Plaa aRd moRitoring program may ee a13proved: upoR sl:lBmissioR ofthe 
followiRg: 

( 1) A site plaR aad vnitteR doeumeRtatioR whieh eoRtaiRs the applieaele iaformatioR fur the 
replaeemeRt 'Netlaad as required ey MCC .6372 aad .6376 (A); 

(2) A deseriJ)tioR ofthe aJ)plieaat's eoordiRatioR efforts to date with the requiremeRts of 
other loeal, State, aad Federal ageReies; 

(3) A MitigatioR Plaa whieh demoRstrates reteRtioR of the resot:lf6e valHes addressed iR MCC 
.6376 (8)(2); . 

(4) DoeumeRtatioR that replaeemeRt wetlaads were eeRsidered: aad rejeeted aeeordiRg te the 
fullewiRg order of loeatioRal prefereRees: 

(a) OR the site of the impaeted wetlaRd, with the same kifld of reso\:lfee; 

(e) Off site, with the same kiRd ef resouree; 

(e) OR site, with a differeRt kiad of reset:lf6e; 

(d) Off site, ·with a differeRt kiRd efreseuree. 

11.1S.ct4l4 CFiteris feF ,A ... ppFe¥&1 ef SEC ¥ PeFmit Sigoifiesot Seeoie Views 

Signifieemt seenie NHiBlH'Ces eoRsist ef these areas desigBated SEC v OR Multaomah CoHRty seetieRal 
:wRiRg m~s. 

ldenlijied Viewing A11ea.s are puelie areas that provide importaRt viev1s of a sigBifieaat seeRie reseuree, 
aad iRelude eeth sites aad liRear eorridors.ldeRtified ViewiRg Areas are: 

Byeee Hov;ell HoHse 

VirgiRia Lakes 

SaHVie lslaad Wildlife Refuge 

Kelley PoiRt Park 

Smith aad Byllee Lakes 

HigR'liRY 3 Q 

The MultRemah Chanael 

The Willamette River 

Puelie roads eR Sauvie lslaad 

Visually s1:1berviinete meaas de·;elepmeRt does Rot Retieeaely eoRtrast with the surrouRdiRg laRdse~e, as 
viewed from an identified ·liewing area. Development that is ·;isuaUy sueordmate m~· ee visiele, aut is 
net visHally dominant in relatioR to its surroHRdings. 

(A) IH addition te the infurmation required ey MCC .64Q8(C), an applieatieR fur development iR aa 
area desigBated SEC v shall inelHde: 

(1) Details on the height, sh~e, eelors, outdoor ligRtiRg, aRd G*terior euildiRg materials ofaay 
proposed str\:let\:lfe; 
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(2) Ele•;atiofl amwiags shmviag the atJJJeaf8:H:ee of JJrOJJOsea stmetures whefl built ana surrouaaing 
fiaal grouaa graaes; 

(3) A list of iaeatifiea viewiag areas ffom whieh the JJrOJJosea use woula be visible; ana 

(4) A writtea ae'seri}'Jtiofl aaa Elrawiags aemoastratiag how the JJrOJJOSea aeyelOJJmeat will be Yisually 
suborainate as requires by (B) below, iaeluaiflg iaformatioa Ofl the type, height ana loeation ofaay 
·;egetatioa or other materials whieh will be usee to sereea the aevelotJmeflt ffom the view of iaeatifiea 
vie:wiflg areas. 

(B) 1'\ay JJOrtioa of a JJrOJJosea aevelotJmeat (ineluaiag aeeess roaas, elearea areas ana stmetures) that 
will be visible ffom an iaeatifiea viewiag area shall be visually suboraiaate. Guiaeliaes -..vh.ieh may be 
usee to attaia •;isual suborainanee, ana whieh shall be eoasiaered ifl making the determinatioa of•;isual 
suboraiaatioa ifleluae: 

(1) Sitiag on }'JOrtions of the J*e}'Jerty v;here tO}'JOgra}'Jhy ana ~istiag vegetatioa will sereea the 
ae•;elotJmeat ffom the view of iaeatifiea vie•.viag areas. 

(2) Use of aoiH'6fleetive or low refleetive builaiag materials ana dark aatural or earthtoae eolors. 

(3) No eKterior ligh.tiag, or ligh.tiag that is direetea aowawara and sited, hooaea ana shieldea so that 
it is aot highly visible ffom iaeatifiea viewiag areas. Shieldiag ana hoodiag materials should be 
eomtJosed of aoarefleetive, OJJaque materials. 

(4) Use ofsereeaiag vegetatiofl or eartH berms to bloek aaEilor aisruf)t views ofthe ae:velOJJmeat. 
Priority shoula be givea to retainiag ~istiag •;egetatioa o·;er other sereeaiag methods. Trees JJlafltea for 
sereeaiflg JJUffJOSes shoula be eoaiferous to provide v;iflter sereeniag. The atJJJlieant is restJoasible for the 
JJroper maiatenanee ana survival of any vegetatioa used for sereeaing. 

(5) ProtJosed aevelotJmeats or lana use shall be aligaed, aesigaea and sitea to fit the natuml 
to}'JogratJky and to take ad·vafltage of vegetatioa ana lana form sereeaiag, and te miaimiz;e •;isible gradiag 
or other modifieatioas of lanaforms, vegetatioa eover, and aatuml eharaeteristies. 

(e) Limitiag stmeture height to remaia below the stlffouaaiflg forest eanopy leveL 

(7) Siting anEi/or design: so that tke silhouette of builaings ana other stmetures remaias below the 
skyliae of bluffs or riages as seea ffom ideatifiea viewing areas. This may require moaifying the builaiag 
or strueture height ana aesiga as •;;ell as loeatioa oa the JJroperty, exee}'Jt: 

(a) Nev; eommuaieatioas faeilities (transmissioalines, aflteaaae, aishes, ete.), may JJrotmde above a 
skyline visible ffom an iaeatifiea viewiag area upoa aemoastmtioa that: 

(i) The sew faeility eoula sot be loeated ia an existiag tranSH'lissioa eorriaor or buik upoa aa 
existiag faeility; 

(ii) The faeility is aeeessary for JJUblie serviee; and 

(iii) The break ia tke skylifle is the miaimum aeeessary to pro•,riae the serviee. 

(C) Miaiag of a JJroteetea aggregate ana miaeml resouree withia a PAM subdistriet shal,l be aoae ia 
aeeoraanee with any staadaras for miaing ideatifiea ia the JJFOteetioa program atJprovea duriflg the Goal 5 
JJroeess. The SEC AJJplieatioa for Sigaifieant Seeaie Views must eomtJI.j' oaly with measures to JJroteet 
seeaie Yi6'Ns ideatifiea is the Goal 5 JJroteetioa JJrogram that has bees aesigaateEI for the site. · 

(D) The atJJJro•;al authority may impose eoaaitioas of QflfJFOVal oa an SEC v JJermit ia aeeoraanee 
with MCC .6418, in oraer to make the de•;elotJmeflt Yisually suborainate. The eKteflt ana type of 
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conditions shall be proportionate to the potential ad-verse visual impaet efthe deYelopment as seen from 

identified Yiewing areas, taking into consideration the size of the de>1elopment area that will be Yisible, 

the distaace from the de·1elopment to ideatified YiewiHg areas, the ffi:HBber of identified vie>Nmg areas that 

could see the development, and the linear distance the de•1elopment could be seen along identified 

Yiewing corridors. 

Section 17. § 11.15.6423 is added as follows: 

11.15.6423 General Requirements for Apnroval in Areas Designated as SEC-wr. 

The requirements in this section shall be satisfied for development in the SEC-h and SEC-wr areas in 

addition to the provisions ofMCC .6426 or MCC .6428 as applicable. 

fA) Areas of erosion or potential erosion shall be nrotected from loss by appropriate means. 

Appropriate means shall be based on current Best Management Practices and may include restriction 

on timing of soil disturbing activities. 

(B) Outdoor lighting shall be of a fixture tvne and shall be placed in a location so that it does not 

shine directly into undeveloped water re-source or habitat areas. Where illumination of a water 

resource or habitat area is unavoidable. it shall be minimized through use of a hooded fixture tvpe 

and location. The location and illumination area of lighting needed for securitv of utilitv facilities 

shall not be limited by this provision. 

(C) The following nuisance plants. in addition to the nuisance plants defined in MCC .6401. shall not 

be used as landscape plantings within the SEC-wr and SEC-h Overlav Zone: 

Common Name 

Lesser celandine 

Canada Thistle 

Common Thistle 

Western Clematis 

Traveler' s Joy 

Poison hemlock 

Field Morning-glory 

Night-blooming 
Morningglory 

Table 1 

Nuisance Plant List 

Scientific Common Name 

Chelidonium majus Fall Dandelion 

Cirsium arvense Purple Loosestrife 

Cirsium vulgare Eurasian Watermilfoil 

Clematis Reed Canary grass 
ligusticifolia 

Clematis vitalba Annual Bluegrass 

Conium maculatum Swamp Smartweed 

Convolvulus Climbing Binaweed 
arvensis 

Convolvulus Giant Knotweed 
nyctagineus 

Scientific 

Loentodon 
autumnal is 

Lythrum salicaria 

Myriophyllum 
spicatum 

Phalaris arundinacea 

Poaannua 

Polygonum 
coccineum 

Polygon urn 
convolvulus 

Polygonum 
sachalinense 
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Common Name Scientific Common Name Scientific 

Lady' s nightcap Convolvulus English, Portuguese/ Prunuslaurocerasus 
seppium Laurel 

Pampas grass Cortaderia selloana Poison Oak Rhus diversiloba 

Hawthorn, except native Crataegus sp. except Himalayan Blackberry Rubus discolor 
species C. douglasii 

Scotch broom Cytisus scoparius Evergreen Blackberry Rubus laciniatus 

Queen Ann' s Lace Daucus carota Tansy Ragwort Senecio jacobaea 

South American Elodea densa Blue Bindweed Solanum dulcamara 
Waterweed 

Common Horsetail Equisetum arvense Garden Nightshade· Solanum nigrum 

Giant Horsetail Equisetum telemateia Hairy Nightshade Solanum sarrachoides 

Crane' s Bill Erodium cicutarium Common Dandelion Taraxacum otficinale 

Robert Geranium Geranium Common Bladderwort Ultricularia vuigaris 
roberianum 

English Ivy Hedera helix Stinging Nettle Utica dioica 

St. John' s Wort Hypericum Periwinkle (large leaf) Vinca major 
perforatum 

English Holly llex aquafolium Periwinkle (small leaf) Vinca minor 

Duckweed, Water Lentil Lemna minor Spiny Cocklebur Xanthium spinoseum 

Fall Dandelion Loentodon Bamboo sp. various genera 
autumnalis 

Purple Loosestrife Lythrum salicaria 

Section 18. § 11.15.6426 is amended deleted as follows: 

11.15.64 26 Criteria for A:pproval of SEC h Permit Wildlife Habitat 

(A) In additioe to the ierormatioe req1:1ired by MCC .6408(C), aa applieation for de•lelopmeRt 
in ae area desigHated SEC h shall iael1:1de aa area map showiag all properties whieh are adjaeent to 
or eRtirely or partially withie 200 feet ofthe proposed developmeat, with the following iafurmation, 
whea SHeh iaformatioa eaa be gathered withol:lt trespass: 

( 1) Loeatioa of all e;~dstiag forested areas (inelHdiHg areas eleared pl:lFsl:laRt to aa appro•;ed 
forest maaagemeRt plaa) aad aoa fOrested "e~eared" areas; 

For the pl:lff)oses of this seetioa, a forested area is defiaed as aa area that has at least 75% erowa 
elos1:1re, or 80 sq1:1are feet ofbasal area per aere, oftrees 11 iaehes DBH aad larger, or aa area 
whieh is being reforested pHrsHant to Forest Praetiee R1:1les of the Departmeftt of Forestry. A 
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ROR foresteel "eleareel" area is elefiaeel as an area whieh eloes Rot meet the eleseriptioa of a 
foresteel area ana vfhieh is Rot beiag reforesteel pursuant to a forest managemeRt plan. 

(2) LoeatioR of existing ana proposes strnetures; 

(3) Loeatioa ana wielth of existiag ana proposes pub lie roaels, private aeeess roaels, 
elrive•Nays, ana serviee eorrielors oa the subjeet pareel ana withia 200 feet of the subjeet pareel's 
bouaelaries OR all adjaeeRt pareels; 

(4) Th\:isting ana proposes type analoeatiOR of all feaeiag OR the subjeet property ana OR 
adjaeeat properties ana oa properties eRtirelj' or partially withia200 feet of the subjeet property. 

(B) De•,,elopmeRt stanelarels: 

(1) Where a pareel eoRtains any ROB foresteel "eleareel" areas, ele>~elopmeRt shall oaly oeeur 
. iR these areas, eKeept as aeeessary to previae aeeess aBel to meet miaimum elearanee stanelarels 
for fH"e safety. 

(2) De•;elopmeRt shall oeeur withia 200 feet of a publie roael eapable ofprovieliag reasoaable 
praetieal aeeess to the elevelopable portioa of the site. 

(3) The aeeess roaelJelrivevfBY ana serviee eorrielor serviag the elevelopmeat shall aot eKeeeel 
500 feet ialeagth. 

(4) The aeeess roadlelriveway shall be loeateel with:ia 100 feet of the property bouaelary if 
adjaeeRt property has an aeeess roael or elrweway V+'ithia 200 feet ofthe property bouaelary. 

(5) The elevelopmeRt shall be withia 3QO feet ofthe property bouaelary ifadjaeeRt property 
has struetures ana elevelopeel areas withia 200 feet of the property bouaelary. 

(6) Feaeing withia a requires setbaek from a publie roael shall meet the followiag eriteria: 

(a) Feaees shall have a maKimum height of 4 2 iaehes ana a miaimum 17 iReh gap 
betweeR the grol:lfl:S ana the bottom of the feaee. 

(b) Vlooel ana wire feaees are permittee. The bottom stranel of a wire feaee shall be 
barbless. Feaees may be eleetrifieel, eKeept as prohibiteel by Gouaty Goele. 

(e) Gyeloae, WO\'eB wire, aael ehaia link feaees are prohibiteel. 

(a) Feaees with a ratio of so lias to •;oiels greater than 2: 1 are prohibiteel. 

(e) Feaeiag stanelarels elo Rot applj' ia an area OR the property bouaeleel by a liRe 
aloag the publie roael serviag the elevelopmeRt, two liaes eaeh elra;¥R perpeaelieular to the 
priReipal strneture from a poiRt 100 feet from the eael of the strneture oa a liae 
perpeaelieular to aael meetiRg •Nith the publie roael serviag the ele•;elopmeRt, ana the froat 
yarel setbaek liae parallel to the publie roael serviag the eleYelopmeRt. 

FIGURB .6400A l 

FENCE EXEMPTION AREA, 

(7) The followiag Buisanee plants shall ROt be plaRtea OR the subjeet property ana shall be 
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remo•;ed ood kept remo•;ed ft:om eleared areas of the slihjeet property: 

(CI!) Wildlife Conservation Plan. An applieant shall propose a wildlife eonservatioa ploo if 
one of two situations tmist. 

( 1) The applieant ear.not meet the development stoodards of Seetion (B) beeat~se of ph,·sieal 
eharaeteristies l:lHiEJ:I:le to the property. The applieoot m1:1st show that the wildlife eonservatioa 
ploo res1:1lts in the miaiffll:lm departl:lre from the staadards reEJ:Hired in order to allow the 1:1se; or 

(2) The applieant ean meet the de•;elopment standards of Seetioa (B), b1:1t demonstrates that 
the alternative eoaservatioa meas1:1res 6*eeed the stoodards of Seetioa B and will res1:1lt in the 
proposed development haviag a less detrimental impaet on forested vtildlife habitat than the 
standards in Seetioa B. 

(3) The wildlife eonservatioa ploo m1:1st demonstrate the following: 

(a) That meastWes are iael1:1ded in order to red1:1ee impaets to forested areas to the 
miaiml:lm aeeessary to serve the proposed de•;elopment by restrietiag the amol:lflt of 
elearanee ood length/width of eleared areas ood distl:lrbiag the least amo1:1Ht of forest 
eooopy eover. 

(b) That ~· ae'tvly eleared area assoeiated with the development is not greater thoo 
one aere, eKell:ldiag from this total the area of the miaim1:1m aeeessary aeeessway reEJ:aired 
for fH"e saiety parposes. 

(e) That no feaeiag will be b1:1ilt ood eKistiag feaeiag will be removed ol:ltside of 
areas eleared for the site development eKeept for eKistiag eleared areas 1:1sed for agriealtl:lral 
parposes. 

(d) That re•;egetatioa of 6*istiag eleared areas on the property at a 2:1 ratio with 
ae>.vly eleared areas oee1:1rs if saeh eleared areas 6*ist on the property. 

(e) That revegetation and eahaneement of distl:lrbed stream riparioo areas oee1:1rs 
along drainages and streams loeated on the property. 

(4) for Proteeted Aggregate ood Mineral (PAM) resoerees ·within a PAM slihdistriet, the 
applieant shall sebmit a Wildlife Conservation Plan whieh ffilist eomply only with measeres 
ideatified in the Goal 5 proteetioa program that has been adopted by Maltaomah Col:lflty for the 
site as part of the program to aehieve the goal. 

Section 19. § 11.15.6428 is deleted as follows: 

ll.lS.(;4l8 CriteFin feF Appmvnl af SEC s PeFmit StFenms 

Proteeted Streams eoasist ofthose streams whieh have been foead throegh a GoalS BSBB analysis to be 
either "2 A", "3 A", or "3 C", are identified as proteeted in the Comprehensive framework Ploo, and are 
designated SBC son the l\4:\iltaomah Coanty Seetioaal Zoning Maps. 

Development fld\Y aet FeEJ:Hiriag a permit stipelated by Maltaomah Co1:1aty Ordiaooees as a prereEJ:Hisite 
to the 1:1se or improvement of~· lood, ineladiag a b1:1ilding, lood 1:1se, oee1:1pooey, sewer eoflfleetioa or 
other similar permit, ood aey assoeiated grading or vegetative modifieatioas. 

Stream Conservation Area An area eKteadiag 3 00' apslope from ood perpeadiealar to the eeaterliae of a 
proteeted stream. Any development proposed within a Stream Conservation Arrea shall be reEJ:I:lired to 
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demoastrate that the developmeRt satisfies the standards ofMCC 11.15.6428(A) throt:tgh (D). 

(A) EKeept for the followiag eKempt t:tses, ao developmeat shall be allowed withia a Stream 

Coaservatioa Area HRless approved by the Approval At:tthority pt:trsuaat to the Jlrovisioas of MCC 
ll.l5.6428(B) through (D). 

(I) Forest praetiees eoadHeted Hader the Forest Pi'aetiees Aet 

(2) Plaatiag of aative vegetatioa 

(3) A,grieultl:lral t:tses [l\meRded 1995, Ord. 832 § 2] 

(4) MaiflteRaaee, bl:lt ROt eKpaasioR, ofeKistiflg deYelopmeRts 

(5) Right of way 'l.videRiRg for eKistiflg rights of way wheR additioRal right of ·.vay is Reeessary to 

eRst:tre eoRtiRUOHS width 

(6) SiRgle Htility poles Reeessary to proYide serviee to the loeal area 

(B) IR additioR to other SEC Permit sHbmittal reqt:tiremeRts, aRy applieatioR to deYelop iR a Stream 

CoRservatioa Area shall also iRelt:tde: 

(1) A site plaR drawa to seale showiRg the Stream CoRservatioa Ai'ea bouRdary, the loeatioa of all 

eKistiRg aad Jlroposed stmetl:lres, roads, watereot:trses, draiflageways, stormwater faeilities, Htility 
iRstallatioRs, aRd topography of the site at a eoRtOI:lf interval eqt:tivaleRt to the best a•tailable 
U.S.Geologieal Survey 7.5' or 15' topographie iRformatioR; 

(2) A detailed deseriptioR aad map of the Stream CoRservatioR Area iReludiRg that f)OrtioR to be 
affeeted by the proposed aetivity. This doet:tmeatatioR must also iaelude a map of the eatire Stream 
CoRservatioR Area, aa assessmeRt of the Stream CoRservatioR1'\Tea's faRetioRal eharaeteristies aRd water 

sol:lfees, and a deseriptioR of the vegetatioR types aad fish aad wildlife habitat; 

(3) A deserif)tioR aad map of soil types iR the proposed developmeRt area aad the loeatioRs aRd 
Sf)eeifieatioRs for all proposed draiRiflg, filliRg, grading, dredgiRg, aad YegetatioR remoyal, iflelt:tdiRg the 

amoHRts aRd methods; 

(4) A study of an-y flood hazard, erosioR hazard, and/or other Ratl:lfal hazards ia the proposed 
deYelof)meRt area and any proposed f)roteetive meas1:1res to reduee st:teh haza:FEls as reqt:tired by (D)(5) 

~ 

(5) A detailed Mitigatioa Plaa as deseribed iR subseetioa (C), ifreqt:tired; and 

(6) A deseriptioR of how the Jlroposal meets the approYal eriteria listed iR st:tbseetioR (C) below. 

(C) For stream resol:lfees designated "3 C" the applieant shall demoRstrate that the proposal: 

( l) Will eahaaee the fish and Vlildlife resol:lfees, shoreline aaehoriRg, flood storage, Vlater qt:tality aad 

Yisual ameRities eharaeteristie ofthe stream ia its Jlre deYelof)meat state, as doeumeated iRa MitigatioR 
Plan. A MitigatioR Plan aad moRitoriRg program may be approYed t:tpoR st:tbmissioR of the followiRg: 

(a) A site plan and \WitteR doet:tmeRtatioR vvllieh eoRtaiRs the applieable informatiM for the Stream 

CoRservatioR1'\Tea as required by MCC .6428(B); 

(b) A deseriptioR ofthe applieaat's eoordiRatioR efforts to date with the requiremeats of other loeal, 

State, and Federal ageReies; 

(e) A MitigatioR Plan whieh demoRstrates reteatioR and eflhaaeemeat of the resol:lfee values 
addressed ia MCC .6428(C)(1); 
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(d) AR ar.nual moRitoriRg plan for a period of five years 'Nhieh eRsures an 80 pereeRt anRual survival 
rate of any required plaatings. 

(D) Desiga SpeeifieatioRs 

The following desiga speeifieatioRs shall be iReorporated, as appropriate, into aRy de•;elopmeats within a 

Stream CoRservatioR Area: 

( 1) A bridge or arehed eulYert vihieh does Rot disturb the bed or banks of the stream and •.vhieh 
maiRtaiRs the existiRg flood earrying eapaeity for the altered portioR of the stream shall be utilized for any 
erossiRg ofa proteeted stream. [>"· .. mended 1999, Ord. 931 § N] 

(2) All storm \Yater generated by a developmeRt shall be eolleeted and disposed of on site into dry 
wells or by other best managemeRt praetiee methods vihieh emphasize ground'Water reeharge and reduee 
peak stream flo:o.vs. 

(3) Any exterior lighting assoeiated v1ith a proposed de•;elopmeRt shall be plaeed, shaded or sereeRed 
to a:o;oid shiRing direetly into a Stream Conservation Area 

(4) :Any trees over 6" in ealiper that are removed as a resuk of any development shall be replaeed by 
any eombination of native speeies whose eombined ealiper is equivalent to that of the trees remo•;ed. 

(5) SatisfaetioR ofthe erosioR eoRtrol staRdards ofMCC .6730. 

(6) Soil disturbiRg aetivities withiR a Stream CoRservatioR Area shall be limited to the period 
betweeR JuRe 15 aad September 15. R-evegetation/soil stabilizatioR must be aeeomplished RO later than 
Oetober 15. Best ManagemeRt Praetiees related to erosioR eoRtrol shall be required within a Stream 
CoRservatioR Area. 

(7) DemoRstratioR of eompliaRee v1ith all applieable state and federal permit requirements. 

(E) ¥or Proteeted Aggregate and MiReral (PAM) resourees withiR a PAM suhdistriet, the MitigatioR 
Plan must eomply oRiy with measures ideatified iR the Goal 5 proteetioR program that has beeR 
desigaated for the site. 

Section 20. § 11.15.6429 is added as follows: 

11.15.6429 CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL OF SEC-WR PERMIT -WATER RESOURCE 

Except for the exempt uses listed in MCC .6406 and the existing uses pursuant to MCC .6412. no 
development shall be allowed within a Water Resource Area unless the provisions of section (A) or CB) or 
(C) below are satisfied. An application shall not be aporoved unless it contains the site analysis 
information required in MCC .6408(A) and (C). and meets the general requirements in MCC .6422. 

(A) Development on Low Impact Sites - Development on parcels in locations that would have low 
impacts on Water Resource Areas may be exempt from the Alternatives Analvsis in (B) below. 
Development on sites that meet the following criterion may be allowed pursuant to the other 
applicable requirements ofthis district including the Development Standards of(D) and the 
provisions for Mitigation in (E): 

0) The development site is at least one hundred (1 OQ) feet from top of bank or top of ravine. 
which ever results in a greater distance from the Protected Water Feature. 

Top of ravine is the break in the> 25% slope. Slope should be measured in 25-foot increments 
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away from the water feature until the slope is less than 25% (top of ravine). up to a maximum 
distance of200' from the water feature. Where multiple resources are present (e.g .. stream with 
wetlands along banks). the starting point for measurement should be whichever offers greatest 
re-source protection. 

(B) Alternatives Analysis- Development pro-posed within a Water Resource Area may be al-lowed 
· ifthere is no alternative. when the other requirements of this district including the Development 

Standards of(D) and the provisions for Mitigation in (E) are met. The applicant shall prepare an 
alternative analysis which demonstrates that: 

(1) No practicable alternatives to the re-quested development exist that will not disturb the 
Water Resource Area: and 

(2) Development in the Water Resource Area has been limited to the area necessary to allow for 
the proposed use: 

(3) Development shall occur as far as practically possible from the stream: and 

( 4) The Water Resource Area can be re-stored to an equal or better condition: or 

(5) Any net loss on the propertv of resource area function and/or value can be mitigated. 

CC) Buffer Averaging- Development may be al-lowed to encroach into the 200' SEC-wr over-lay 
zone or "buffer" when the provisions of(1) through (6) below are satisfied. These provisions are 
intended to allow development to extend a specific amount into the edges of the overlay zone 
without an alternatives analysis in exchange for increasing the area of vegetated corridor on the 
propertv that is in good condition. 

(1) Site assessment information pursuant to MCC .6408CA) and CC) has been submitted. 

(2) The riparian/vegetated corridor is certified to be in a marginal or degraded condition 
pursuant to Table 2. Buffer averaging is not allowed to encroach in areas certified to be in good 
condition. 

(3) The maximum encroachment does not exceed 20% ofthe frontage length of the vegetated 
corridor by 20% of the required width. 

(4) The entire remaining vegetated corridor on the project site or the first 50 feet closest to the 
stream (whichever is less) will be enhanced to "good" condition pursuant to Table 2. 

(5) The area of encroachment will be re-placed with added buffer area at a 1: 1 ratio. 

(6) the replacement area will be incomorated into the remaining vegetated corridor on the 
project site and meet the "good" condition pursuant to Table 2. regardless of its distance from 
the resource area. 

CD) Development Standards- Development within the Water Resource Area shall complv with the 
following standards: 

(1) Development of trails. rest points. viewpoints. and other facilities for the enjoyment of the 
resource must be done in such a manner so as to minimize impacts on the natural resource while 
allowing for the enjoyment of the natural resource. 

(2) Development in areas of dense standing trees shall be designed to minimize the numbers of 
trees to be cut. No more than 50 percent ofmature standing trees (of6-inch DBH greater) shall 
be removed with-out a one-for-one replacement with comparable species. The site plan for the 
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pro-posed activity shall identify all mature standing trees by tvoe. size. and location. which are 
proposed for removal. and the location and type of replacement trees. 

(3) Areas of standing trees. shrubs. and natural vegetation will remain connected or contiguous. 
particularly along natural drain-age courses. so as to provide a transition between the proposed 
development and the natural resource. to provide food. water. and cover for wildlife. and to 
Protect the visual amenity values of the natural resource. 

(4) The Water Resource Area shall be re-stored to "good condition" and maintained in 
accordance with the mitigation plan pursuant to (E) below and the specifications in Table 2. 

(5) To the extent practicable. existing vegetation shall be protected and left in place. Work areas 
shall be carefully located and marked to reduce potential damage to the Water Resource Area. 
Trees in the Water Resource Area shall not be used as anchors for stabilizing construction 
equipment. 

(6) Where existing vegetation has been re-moved. or the original land contours disturbed. the 
site shall be revegetated. and the vegetation shall be established as soon as practicable. Nuisance 
plants. as identified in Table 1. may be removed at any time. Interim erosion control measures 
such as mulching shall be used to avoid erosion on bare areas. Nuisance plants shall be replaced 
with non-nuisance plants by the next wwing season. 

Frontage length .. 200' 
20% oiiMglh "40' 

Figure 2 

WICHh of buffer at encrcacillmllfll • 75' 
20%of wid!i'l"' 15' s!' 

lotal allowable encroachment ,,::_ -~:!': ~-
area.,. 600 square feGt .,. _._ -:;:::!~ ~: !:~ 

ADDEO BUFFER .. 
600 SQUARE FEET 
+ El'lHANCel) TO 
GOOD CONDITION 

NO MORE THAN 
40' 

(7) Prior to construction. the Water Resource Area shall be flagged. fenced or otherwise marked 
and shall remain undisturbed except as otherwise allowed by this district. Such markings shall 
be maintained until construction is complete. 

(8) Stormwater quantity control and quality control facilities: 
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,------------------------------------

(a) Stounwater management shall be conducted in a manner that does not in-crease the 

flow of stormwater to the stream above pre-development levels. 

(b) The stormwater quantitv control and qualitv control facility may only encroach a 
maximum of 25 feet into the outside boundarv of the Water Resource Area of a nrimary 

water feature: and 

(c) The area of encroachment must be replaced by adding an area equal in size and with 

similar functions and values to the Water Resource Area on the subiect property. 

ffi) Mitigation - Mitigation shall be required to offset the impacts of development within the SEC­

wr. This section establishes how mitigation can occur. 

( 1) Mitigation Sequence. Mitigation includes avoiding. minimizing or compensating for adverse 

impacts to regulated natural resource areas. 

(a) When a proposed use or development activity could cause adverse impacts to a natural 

resource area. the preferred sequence ofmitigation as defined in 1. through 5. below shall 
be followed unless the applicant demonstrates that an overriding public benefit would 

warrant an exception to this preferred sequence. 

1. A voiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of actions on 
that portion of the site which contains the regulated natural resource area: 

2. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
implementation: 

3. Compensating for the impact by repairing. rehabilitating. or restoring the affected 
environment: 

4. Compensating for the impact by replacing. enhancing or providing substitute 
resources or environments on-site. 

5. Compensating for the impact by replacing. enhancing or providing substitute 
resources or environments off-site. 

(b) When evaluating potential impacts to the natural resource. the Countv may consider 

whether there is an overriding public benefit. given: 

1. The extent ofthe public need for the proposed development; 

2. The functional values of the Water Resource Area that may be affected by the 
proposed development: 

3. The extent and permanence ofthe adverse effects of the development on the Water 
Resource Area. either directly or indirectly: 

4. The cumulative adverse effects of past activities on the Water Resource Area. either 
directly or indirectlv: and 

5. The uniqueness or scarcity ofthe Water Resource Area that may be affected. 

(2) Compensatorv Mitigation: General Requirements. As a condition of anv permit or other 

approval allowing development which results in the loss or degradation of regulated natural 

resource areas. or as an enforcement action. compensatorv mitigation shall be required to offset 

impacts resulting from the actions of the applicant or violator. 
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(a) Any person who alters or proposes to alter regulated natural resource areas shall restore 
or create natural resource areas equivalent to or larger than those altered in order to 
compensate for re-source losses. 

(b) The following ratios apply to the creation or restoration of natural re-source areas. The 
first number specifies the amount of natural resource area to be created and the second 
specifies the amount of natural resource area to be altered or lost. 

Creation (off-site) 2: I 

Restoration (off-site) 1.5: 1 

Creation (on-site) 1.5: I 

(Restoration (on-site) I : 1 

(c) Only marginal or degraded water re-source areas as described in Table 2 may be the 
subject of a restoration proiect proposed as part of a Mitigation Plan. 

(d) Highest prioritv sites for mitigation are marginal or degraded corridors that are closest 
to a natural drainage. and areas which will increase contiguous areas of standing trees. 
shrubs. and natural vegetation along drainages. 

(e) The off-site mitigation shall be as close to the development as is practicable above the 
confluence of the next downstream tributary. or if this is not practicable. within the 
watershed where the development will take place or as otherwise specified by the Countv. 

(f) Compensation shall be completed prior to initiation of develooment where possible. 

(g) In order to ensure that on-site mitigation areas are established and maintained. the 
propertv owner shall record the mitigation plan approval in the deed records of Multnomah 
Coufitv. In order to ensure that off-site mitigation areas will be protected in pemetuitv. the 
owner shall cause a deed restriction to be placed on the property where the mitigation is 
required. The deed restriction shall be irrevocable unless a statement of release is signed by 
an authorized representative ofMultnomah County. 

(3) Mitigation Plan Standards- Natural re-source mitigation plans shall contain the following 
information: 

(a) A description ofadverse impacts that could be caused as a result of development. 

(b) An exolanation of how adverse impacts to resource areas will be avoided. minimized. 
and/or mitigated. 

(c) A list of all responsible parties including. but not limited to. the owner. applicant. 
contractor or other persons responsible for work on the development site. 

(d) A map drawn to scale. showing where the specific mitigation activities will occur. 

(e) An implementation schedule. including timeline for construction. mitigation. mitigation 
maintenance. monitoring. reporting and a contingency plan. All in-stream work in fish­
bearing streams must be done in accordance with the Oregon Department ofFish and 
Wildlife in-stream timing schedule. 

Table 2 

RioarianNegetated Corridor Standards 
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Existing RiRarian!V egetated Corridor Condition Reguirements of RiRarianN egetated Corridor 
PrQtectiQn, Enhancement, and/or Mitigation 

Good Corridor 

CQmbinatiQn of native trees, shrubs, and Erovide certification, RJ.usuant tQ the m;gcedures 
gmundcQver covering greater than 80% Qf the Rrovided ~ the Planning Director, b~ a 
area RrQfessional ecQ}Qgist/biQlogist that the riRarianl 

aml vegetated corridor meets condition criteria. 

Greater than SO% tree QanQR~ exists (aerial 
Remoye an~ inyasive nQn-native Qr nuisance 
SRecies and debris and noxious materials within measure) 
the QQrridm b~ hand. 

Provide the Countx with a native Rlant 
reyegetatiQn Rlan ~RroRriate tQ the site 
cQnditions develoRed b~ an ecQlogistlbiolQgist Qr 
landscaRe architect to restQre conditiQn and 
mitigate an~ habitat or ~ater gualitx imRacts 
related to develQpment. 

Revegetate imRaQted area Rer aRRroyed Rlan tQ 
reestablish "gQod" Qorridor conditiQns 

Marginal Corridor 

Combination of native trees, shrubs, and ~rQvide certification, RUrsuant to the Rrocedures 
groundcovers cQvering 50% - 80% Qfthe area RTQYided b~ the Elanning DireQtQr, b~ a 

and/or 
Rrofessional ecQlogist/biQlogist that the 
riRarianlvegetated corridQr meets QQnditiQn 

26-50% tree canoR~ exists (aerial measure) Qriteria. 

(Restoration J.m tQ "goQd" Qorridor reguired) RemQYe an~ invasive nQn-natiYe or nuisance 
species and debris and noxious materials within 
the corridQr b~ hand Qr mechani!<all~ w:ith small 
eguiRment, as aRRTQRriate tQ minimize damage 
tQ existing native vegetation. 

ErQyide CQuntx with a native Rlant reyegetatiQn 
Rlan ~RroRriate to the site conditions develQJ2ed 
~an eQQlogistlbiolQgist Qr landscaue architect 
to restore to a good cQrridQr condition. 

Vegetate corridor tQ establish "good" cQrridQr 
CQnditiQnS 
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Degraded Corridor 

Combination of native trees. shrubs. and 
groundcovers covering is less than 50% ofthe 
area 

and/or 

Less than 25% tree canooy exists (aerial 
measure) 

and/or 

Greater than 10% of the area is covered by 
invasive. non-native species 

(Restoration up to "good" corridor required) 

Provide certification. pursuant to the procedures 
provided by the Planning Director. by a 
professional ecologist/biologist that the 
riparian/vegetated corridor meets condition 
criteria. 

Remove any invasive non-native or nuisance 
species and debris and noxious materials within 
the corridor by hand or mechanically as 
appropriate. 

Provide Countv with a native plant revegetation 
plan appropriate to the site conditions developed 
by an ecologist/biologist or landscape architect 
to restore to a good corridor condition. 

Vegetate corridor to establish "good" corridor 
conditions 

Section 21. Comprehensive Framework Plan Policy 16-D: Fish and Wildlife Habitat is amended 
to read as follows: 

POLICY 16-D: FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT 

It is the County's policy to protect significant fish and wildlife habitat and to specifically limit conflicting 
uses within natural ecosystems within the rural portions of the County and sensitive big game winter 
habitat areas. 

STRATEGIES 

A. Utilize information provided by the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife to identify significant 
habitat areas and to delineate sensitive big game winter habitat areas. If necessary, supplement this 
information with additional professional analysis to identify additional significant habitat areas and 
natural ecosystems within rural portions of the County. 

1. In 2001. the Metropolitan Service District (Metro) inventoried the riparian and wildlife habitat 
within its iurisdiction for riparian and wildlife habitat quality. Within Metro's boundaries. the County 
may rely upon Metro's riparian and wildlife habitat inventories and mapping to identify and protect 
fish and wildlife habitat. 

B. Apply the SEC overlay zone to all significant habitat areas not already zoned Willamette River 
Greenway. 

C. Include provisions within the Zoning Ordinance to review development proposals which may affect 
natural ecosystems within the rural portions of the County and sensitive big game winter habitat 
areas. 
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Section 22. The following Sectional Zoning Maps are amended to apply the Significant 
Environmental Concern for Streams (SEC-s) overlay zone as shown on Exhibits A and B: 30, 39, 40, 49, 
50,51,60,61,62, 72, 73, 77,83,85,86,87,88,651,652,655,656,667,668,671,672,674,and683. 

Section 23. The following Sectional Zoning Maps are amended to apply the Significant 
Environmental Concern for Water Resources (SEC-wr) overlay zone as shown on Exhibit C: 529, 534, 
535, 540, 541, and 542. 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By ____________________________ ___ 

Sandra N. Duffy. Assistant County Attorney 

SUBMITTED BY: 

December 17, 2009 

Januruy 7, 2010 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Department of Community Services 
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Carol Chesarek 
13300 NW Germantown Road 
Portland, OR 97231 

January 7, 2010 

To: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners 

Re: R-4 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending MCC Chapters 33, 
35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan; and the Multnomah 
County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays 
in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature in Neighborhoods 

Dear Chair Wheeler and Commissioners, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a few comments today. 

I support the Ordinance implementing Metro Title 13, Nature in Neighborhoods. 

Metro went through an extensive public input process before adopting Metro Title 13, with multiple 
hearings, several public notices sent to property owners, and extensive press coverage because at the 
time Measure 37 was on an upcoming ballot. Many people believe that the habitat protection measures 
they adopted in Title 13 were limited because of the political climate at the ~me. 

There was some confusion at the December reading of this Ordinance about whether the County's SEC 
overlays will apply in new urban areas. The Metro Title 13 protections will continue to apply in new urban. 
areas. But the County's 600' wide significant stream overlays (SEC-S), as well as the habitat and view -
overlays (SEC-Hand SEC-V) are all based on ESEE analysis and tradeoffs for energy, environment, 
social, and economic impacts on rural lands, and they will not apply in new urban areas. I've been told 
that Area 93 was excluded from this Ordinance for that reason. 

The county will either need to develop new environmental protection standards (based on a new ESEE 
analysis for Area 93 and any other new urban areas where the County is responsible for governance), or 
use the Metro Title 13 standards (which were developed for urban areas, but which will protect a much 
narrower riparian corridor than the County's 600' wide SEC-S overlay for significant streams), or use Title 
13 compliant standards for urban areas implemented by either City of Portland or Clean Water Services. 

I have attached snapshots from Metro's Title 13 habitat inventory and with their mapped Title 13 
protections (which you are implementing today). The dark green areas on the habitat inventory are 
closed canopy forest areas, which were rated the highest value upland habitat. Note that these upland 
habitat areas are not protected by Title 13. 

Also attached are "before and after'' photos of Cedar Mill Creek, which show the creek and forest canopy 
before and after Forest Heights was developed. While reasonably wide riparian corridors were protected 
in Forest Heights, street connectivity across the many streams is severely limited due environmental 
concerns and the financial cost of stream crossings. Infrastructure for urban development in this form is 
less efficient and more expensive, the resulting neighborhood is less walkable and more difficult to serve. 

The County's current 600' wide riparian corridors are based on extensive research. The conclusions of 
the county's 1996 studies and analysis of the West Hills have been affirmed by the recent mapping of 
important Natural Landscape Features for the Reserves process. 



Here are two key quotes from the County's Goal 5 Report for the Wes$ Hills (Multnomah County West 
Hills Reconciliation Report (Revised- May 1996)), which included the ESEE analysis for the West Hills 
natural resources (riparian areas, upland wildlife habitat, and importantviewsheds): 

The Multnomah County West Hills Reconciliation Report (Revised- May 1996) says in part: 

"Thus it is the quantity of the West Hills Wildlife Habitat Area in relation to its quality and location 
that are critical to this inquiry. High quality habitat elsewhere in Multnomah County cannot 
substitute for even medium quality habitat in the West Hills. It is because medium quality habitat 
is limited, and threatened by conflicting uses at a particular location, that makes the West Hills a 
significant Goal 5 resource." 

The report also says: 

"Continued development in the West Hills wildlife area could result in the fragmentation, and 
therefore the degradation of both the West Hills' and Forest Park's natural systems, the loss of 
species diversity, the permanent loss of natural populations to catastrophe such as fire, and the 
weakening of plant and animal populations due to the lack of genetic diversity available in larger 
areas." 

Please let me know if you have any questions, or if I can provide additional information. 

Thank you . 

.... ~~. 
Carol Chesarek 
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Title: Prepared Public Comments for Multnomah County Board Meeting 
Author: Joe Rayhawk 

15248 NW Germantown Road 
Portland, OR 

Date: January 7, 2010 

My name is Joe Rayhawk 

I own a 34-acre horse property at 15248 NW Germantown Road which is in Multnomah County. 
The farm is covered by the SEC-Habitat overlay and has la~ge sections covered by SEC-Stream buffers. 

I am here to again strongly endorse the enactment of the new SEC rules. 
I believe the strengthening of control especially for SEC-Streams is good for the community. 
I want to mention that while this effort makes the SEC-Habitat rules more consistent across the county 
and more restricting, most of the restriction actually went into effect with the initial SEC overlays in 1995. 

I formally withdraw the request I made a the first reading with respect to the location of the SEC-Stream Buffers. 

I will pursue correcting the maps using the process that Kevin Cook described as the First Reading. 

At the first reading, I suggested that you should have notes about these restrictions added to the deeds. 
I suggested that due to two concerns. 
First, that someone buying the property would not otherwise be informed of the restriction. 
This could lead to many bad outcomes. For example, We have considered building a small building 
down near the creek to hold fence repair supplies and spare gas. It is by the way, a royal pain 
to run out of gas down the and have to walk about a 1/4 mile up hill to get a can of gas. 
Someone else might build a barn without checking in the honest beliefthat no permits are required for ag 
buildings. 

Second, I believe that it can be argued even now that the county has not given enough notice. 
I believe that even now, a landowner might not understand that the restrictions exist. 

So, I repeat the suggestion that restriction notices be added to the deeds. 
I also suggest that you add the ability to display overlays to any online mapping applications such as SAn.. 
This will almost certainly be the path for many people, including real estate agents and title companies, 
to do initial reviews. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDJNANCE NO. 1152 

Amending MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan; 

and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant Environmental Concern, 

Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature in Neighborhoods 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The Multnomah County Planning Commission, as authorized by Multnomah County Code 

Chapter subsection 37.0710 has recommended to the Board of County Commissioners the 

adoption of Ordinances to amend County's Comprehensive .Plan Policies and land use 

regulations. 

b. The Planning Commission held public hearings on May 4, 2009, June 1, 2009 & August 3, 2009 

where all interested persons were given an opportunity to appear and be heard. 

c. The changes result from Metro's adoption of the Nature in Neighborhoods (Metro Title 13) 

program in 2005 to establish a regional approach for fish and wildlife habitat protection and water 

quality enhancemept. 

d. Multnomah County is legally bound to demonstrate compliance with Metro's Title 13 for those 

areas of the County within the Metro jurisdictional boundary. 

e. The Multnomah County nuisance plant list needs to be expanded to include species that have 

been identified by Metro as invasive species. 

f. Regulations are being proposed that further restrict the use of property and mailed notice to 

individual property owners was sent on April 13, 2009 ("Ballot Measure 56, notice). Notice of 

the hearings was published in the "Oregonian" newspaper and on the Land Use Planning web site 

on April13, 2009, May 11,2009, and July 13,2009. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. , § 33.4515 is amended as follo:ws: 

33.4515 Exceptions 

(A) Except as specified in (B) below, aAfl: SEC permit shall not be required for the following: 

(Al) Farm use, as defmed in ORS 215.203 (2) (a), including buildings and structures accessory 

thereto on "converted wetlands" as defined by ORS 541.695 (9) or on upland areas; 
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(B2) The propagation of timber or the cutting of timber for public safety or personal use or the 
cutting of timber in accordance with the State Forest Practices Act; 

(G.i) Customary dredging and channel maintenance· and the removal or filling, or both, for the 
maintenance or reconstruction of structures such as dikes, levees, groins, riprap, drainage ditch, 
irrigation ditches and tile drain systems as allowed by ORS 196.905 (6); 

(I>1) The placing, by a public agency, of signs, markers, aids, etc., to serve the public; 

(B2) Activities to protect, conserve, enhance, and maintain public recreational, scenic, historical, 
and natural uses on public lands; 

(F§) The expansion of capacity, or the replacement, of existing communication or energy 
distribution and transmission systems, except substations; 

(Gl) The maintenance and repair of existing flood control facilities; 

CHID Uses legally existing on November 17, 1994 January X, 2010; provided, however, that any 
change, expansion, or alteration of such use (except for changes to a structure that:wllreh~-111 for 
the SEC, SEC-w, and SEC-v overlays,. do not require any modification to the exterior of the 
structure, and {2]) for the SEC-h and SEC-s overlays,. require the addition of less than 400 square 
feet of ground coverage to the structure) shall require an SEC permit as provided herein; 

(1.2.) All type A Home Occupations; 

(JlQ) Type B. Home Occupations that require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground 
coverage to the structure:-; 

(11) Alteration, repair, or replacement of septic system drainfields due to system failure; 

(12) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area; 

(13) Right-of-way widening for existing rights-of-way when additional right-of-way is 
necessary to ensure continuous width; and 

fKt{ 14) Stream enhancement or restoration projects limited to removal by hand of invasive 
vegetation and planting of any native vegetation on the Metro Native Plant List; 

(15) Enhancement or restoration of the riparian corridor for water quality or quantity benefits, 
or for improvement of fish and wildlife habitat, pursuant to a plan that does not include 
placement of buildings or structures and does not entail grading in an amount greater than 10 
cubic yards. This exemption is applicable to plans that are approved by Soil and Water 
Conservation District, the NaturafResources Conservation District, or the Oregon Department 
ofFish and Wildlife under the provisions for a Wildlife and Habitat Conservation Plan, and 
submitted to the County. 

(B) Within Metro's 2009 jurisdictional boundary, an SEC-s permit is required for agricultural 
buildings, structures and development associated with farm practices and agricultural uses, except 
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that agricultural fences shall not require an SEC-s permit. 

Section 2. § 33.4525 is amended as follows: 

33.4525 Applicable Approval Criteria 

(A) The approval criteria that apply to uses in areas designated SEC-w, SEC-v, SEC-h and SEC-s on 
Multnomah County zoning maps shall be based on the type of protected resources on the property, as 
indicated by the subscript letter in the zoning designation, as follows: 

Zoning Designation 
Approval Criteria 

(MCC#) 
SEC-w (wetlands) 33.4560 

SEC-v (scenic views) 33.4565 
SEC-h (wildlife habitat) 33.4570 

SEC-s (streams) 33.4575 

(ill_ The zoning maps used to designate the Stream Conservation Areas (SEC-s zoning subdistrict§} 
were created digitally by interpreting various data sources including the hand drawn maps contained 
in the GoalS ESEE report and Metro's riparian and wildlife habitat inventories. Care was taken in the 
creation of the maps, but in some instances mapping inaccuracies have occurred during the process. 
For those aTeas inelllded in Ordinaaee 830 (West Hills Rllral Area Plan), the StreB:ffl Conservation 
Area designated on the zoning maps as SEC sis an aTea extending 300 feet from the neaTest point on · 
the eenterline on both sides of the proteeted streB:ffl. In the event of a mapping inconsistency, the 
SEC-s zoning subdistrict shall be interpreted to be the defmed Stream Conservation Area. 

(BC) An application for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 
the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting 
criteria, approval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearly as 
possible with the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(C) For GoalS resollfees designated "2A" or "3A", a proposed development ffillst eomply with the 
approval eriteria in order to be approved. 

(D) For ~protected stream resources designated "3C", the approval criteria shall be used to 
determine the most appropriate location, size and scope of the proposed development, in order to 
make the development compatible with the purposes of this section, but shall not be used to prohibit a 
use or be used to require removal or relocation of existing physical improvements to the property. 

Section 3. § 33.4575 is amended as follows: 

33.4575 Criteria for Approval of SEC-s Permit -Streams 

(A) Definitions: 

(l) Protected Streams- eonsist oftihose streams which have been found through a GoalS ESEE 
analysis and protected by Ordinance 830 to be either "2 f .. ", "3 f .. ", or "3 C", are identified as 
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protected in the Compreheasive Framework Plan, and those streams and wetlands mapped by 
Metro's Title 13 as Habitat Conservation Areas as modified through the planning process are 
designated SEC-s on the Multnomah County Seetioaal Zoning Maps. 

(2) Development- Any act requiring a permit stipulated by Multnomah County Ordina.Iices as a 
prerequisite to the use or improvement of any land, including a building, land use, occupancy, 
sewer connection or other similar permit, and any associated grading or vegetative modifications. 

(3) Stream Conservation Area- For the protected streams originally designated by Ordinance 
830 (West Hills RuralArea Plan), the Stream Conservation Area designated on the zoning maps 
as SEC-sis an area which extends 300 feet from the centerline on both sides of the protected 
stream. :All area eneading 3 00 feet UflSlope from and perpeadicular to the centerline of a . 
protected stream. Within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the Stream Conservation Area 
protected by Ordinance XXX, adopted January XX 2010, varies and shall be as depicted on the 
Multnomah County Zoning Maps and is from the centerline on both sides of the protected stream 
for the width of the mapped overlay. Any development proposed within a Stream Conservation 
Area shall be required to demonstrate that the development satisfies the standards of MCC 
33.4575 (B) through (E). 

(4) Nuisance or Invasive Non-Native Plants: Nuisance and invasive non-native plants include the 
those plants listed in the latest edition of the Metro Nuisance Plant List and the Prohibited Plant 
List, and include those plants listed in the latest edition of the State of Oregon Noxious Weed 
List. 

(B) Except for the following exempt uses listed in MCC 33 .451'5, no development shall be allowed 
within a Stream Conservation Area.unless approved by the Approval Authority pursuant to the 
provisions ofMCC 33.4575 (C) through (BE). 

_(1) Forest practices conducted under the Forest Practices Act 

(2) Planting ofnative vegetation 

(3) Agricultural uses 

(4) Maintenance,.but aot expansion, of existing developments 

(5) Right of 'Nay 'tvidening for OKisting rights of ·.vay when additional right of way is necessary 
to easure continuous width 

(6) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area 

***** 

(D) For the protected stream resources._ desigaated "3 C" the applicant shall demonstrate that the 
proposal: 

(1) Will enhance the fish and wildlife resources, shoreline anchoring, flood storage, water quality 
and visual amenities characteristic of the stream in its pre-development state, as documented in a 
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Mitigation Plan. A Mitigation Plan and monitoring program may be approved upon submission of 

the following: 

(a) A site plan and written documentation which contains the applicable information for the 

Stream Conservation Area as required by MCC 33.4575 (C); 

(b) A description of the applicant's coordination efforts to date with the requirements of other 

local, State, and Federal agencies; 

(c) A Mitigation Plan which demonstrates retention and enhancement of the resource values 

addressed in MCC 33.4575 (D) (1); 

(d) An annual monitoring plan for aperiod offive'years which ensures an 80 percent annual 

survival rate of any required plantings. 

* * * * * 

(F) For those Stream Conservation Areas located within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the 
following requirements apply in addition to (C) through (E) above: 

(1) The planting of any invasive non-native or noxious vegetation as listed in MCC 
33.4570(B)(7) and MCC 33.4570(A)(4) is prohibited. A list of native plants can be found in the 

latest edition of the Metro Native Plant List. 

(2) Outside storage of hazardous materials as determined by DEQ is prohibited, unless such 

storage began before the effective date of this ordinance; or, unless such storage is contained 
and approved during development review. 

(FQ) For Protected Aggregate and Mineral (PAM) resources within a PAM Sl!bdistrict, the Mitigation 

Plan must comply only with measures identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been 

designated for the site. 

Section 4. § 35.4515 is amended as follows: 

35.4515 Exceptions 

(A) Except as specified in (B) below, A!!n SEC permit shall not be required for the following: 

(Al) Farm use, as defmed in ORS 215.203 (2) (a), including buildmgs and structures accessory 

thereto on "converted wetlands" as defined by ORS 541.695 (9) or on upland areas; 

(B~) The propagation of timber or the cutting of timber for public safety or personal use or the 

cutting of timber in accordance with the State Forest Practices Act; 

(GJ.) Customary dredging and channel maintenance and the removal or filling, or both, for the 

maintenance or reconstruction of structures such as dike~, levees, groins, riprap, drainage ditch, 

irrigation ditches and tile drain systems as allowed by ORS 196.905 (6); 
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(!B) The placing, by a public agency, of signs, markers, aids, etc., to serve the public; 

(B~ Activities to protect, conserve, enhance, and maintain public recreational, scenic, historical, 
and natural uses on public lands; · 

(FQ) The expansion of capacity, or the replacement, of existing communication or energy 
distribution and transmission systems, except substations; 

(Gl) The maintenance and repair of existing flood control facilities; 

(HID Uses legally existing on November 17, 1994 January X, 2010; provided, however, that any 
change, expansion, or alteration of such use (except for changes to a structure whieh-that [1}1 for 
the SEC, SEC w, and SEC v overlays .. do not require any modification to the exterior of the 
structure, and [2}1 for the SEC h and SEC-s overlays .. require the addition ofless than 400 square 
feet of ground coverage to the structure) shall require an SEC permit as provided herein. 

(I2) All type A Home Occupations; 

(Jl 0) Type B Home Occupations that require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground 
coverage to the structure,._;_ 

{11) Alteration, repair, or replacement of septic system drainfields due to system failure; 

(12) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area; 

(13) Right-of-way widening for existing rights-of-way when additional right-of-way is 
necessary to ensure continuous width; and 

~ (14) Stream enhancement or restoration projects limited to removal by hand of invasive 
vegetation and planting of any native vegetation on the Metro Native Plant List. 

(15) In addition to the exemptions listed in (A) above, within Metro's 2009 jurisdictional 
bouridary an SEC permit shall not be required for the enhancement or restoration of the riparian · 
corridor for water quality or quantity benefits, or for improvement of fish and wildlife habitat, 
pursuant to a plan that does not include placement of buildings or structures and does not entail 
grading in an amount greater than 10 cubic yards.' This exemption is applicable to plans that are 

. approved by Soil and Water Conservation District the Natural Resources Conservation 
District, or the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife under the provisions for a Wildlife and 
Habitat Conservation Plan, and submitted to the County. 

(B) Within Metro's 2009 jurisdictional boundary, an SEC-s permit is required for agricultural 
buildings, structures and development associated with farm practices and agricultural uses; except 
that agricultural fences shall not require an SEC-s permit. 

Section 5. § 35.4525 is amended as follows: 
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35.4525 Applicable Approval Criteria 

EAj The approvaleriteria in MGG 3§.4~5~ shall apply to those areas designated SBG on the 

l\fultB:omah Gounty zoning maps. 

(BA) The. approval criteria that apply to uses in areas designated SEC w, SBG v, SEG h and SEC-s 

on Multnomah CountY zoning maps shall be based on the type of protected resources on the property, 

as indicated by the subscript letter in the zoning designation, as follows: 

Zoning Designation 
Approval Criteria 

(MCC#) 

SEC •.v- (:wetlaadsj ~35.~555 

SBG '1- Eseenie '<'iev;sj ~B.4§6~ 

~r h__6,., :JAil£:. J..~t-.;c~o<rl-\ ~B.4~7Q 

SEC-s (streams) ~35.4575 

Q.ll_The zoning maps used to designate the Stream Conservation Areas (SEC-s zoning subdistrict§} 

were created digitally by interpreting various data sources including the hand drawn maps contained 

in the GoalS ESEE report and Metro's riparian and wildlife habitat inventories. Care was taken in the 

creation of the maps, but in some instances mapping inaccuracies have occurred during the process. _ 

In the event of a mapping inconsistency, the SEC-s zoning subdistrict shall be. interpreted to be the 

Stream Conservation Area. 

(C) An application for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 

the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting 

criteria, approval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearlyas 

possible with the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

ED) For Goal§ resourees designated "2A" or "3A", a proposed development must eomplyvlith the 

approval eriteria in order to be approved. · 

(EID For Goal§ resourees designated"3G"protected stream resources, the approval criteria shall be 

used to determine the most appropriate location, size and scope of the proposed development, in order 

to make the development compatible with the purposes of this section, but shall not be used to 

prohibit a use or be used to require removal or relocation of existing physical improvements to the 

property. 

Section 6. §§ 35.4560, 35.4565 and 35.4570 are deleted as follows: 

JS.4S60 Criteria feF 1A ... ppreval ef SEC w PeFfftit Siguifieaut '\¥etlauds 

Signifieent wet/ends eonsist ofthose areas designated as &gnificGmt on aerial photographs of a seale of 1 

ineh 20() fuet made a part of the supporting doeumentation of the Gomprehensive Frame>llork Plan. Any 

proposed aetivity or use requiring an SBG permit whieh would impaet those -..vetlaads shaH be subjeet to 

the following: · 

(A) In addition to other SBG Permit submittal requirements, the applieation shall also inelude: 
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(1) A site plaa dra'lffl to sea-le sho·Ning the wetlaad bonnd~ as determined by a doelllllented 
field swvey, the loeatioa of aU EOO.sting and proposed watercourses, drainage·.vays, storm·.vater 
facilities, utility iasta-llatioas, aad topography ofthe site at a coatour interval of no greater thaa · 
fiye feet; 

(2) /' .. deseriptioa aad map of the wetlaad area that 'NiH be affected by the proposed activity. This 
documentation must a-lso include a map of the eatire 'i'ret:laad, aa assessmeat of the wetlaad's 
funetioaal charaeteristies aad water sourees, aad a deseriptioa of the >;egetation types and fish and 
wildlife habitat; 

(3) A descriptioa aad map of soil types in the proposed developmeat area aad the locations aad 
speeifieatioas for all proposed draining, filling, grading, dredging, aad yegetation remova-l, 
ineludiag the am:ounts aad methods; 

(4) A study of aay flood h~d, erosioa hazard, or other aatural h~ds ia the proposed 
development area and any proposed protective measures to reduee such hazards; 

(5) Detailed Mitigatioa Plaas as described in subsection (D), if required; 

(6) Deseriptioa of how tlie proposal meets the approval criteria listed in sabseetion (B) below. 

(B) The applieaat sha-ll demoastrate that the proposa-l: 

( 1) Is v.<ater depeadeat or requires access to the wetlaad as a eeatral elemeat of its basic design 
functioa, or is not water depeadeat but has ao practicable alternative as deseribed in subseetion 
(C) below; 

(2) Will have as fev,r adverse impaets as is practieal to the Vt'etlaad's funetioaal eharaeteristies aad 
its existiag eoatour, vegetatioa, fish aad wildlife resourees, shoreline aachoring, flood storage, 
geaeral hydrologieal eoaditioas, and visual ameaities. This impact determination shall also 
eoasider speeifie site iaformation contained in the adopted \Yetlaads inveatory and the eeonomie, 
social, enviromneatal, aad energy (ESEE) aaalysis made part ofthe supportiag doelllllentation of 
the eomprehensi'le plea; · 

(3) Will not eause signifieaat degradation ofground>.vater or surface water quality; 

(4) ·V.'ill provide a buffer area ofaot less thaa 50 feet betweea the wetlaad boundary and uplaad 
activities for those portioas of regulated activities that need aot be eondueted in the wetlaad; 

(5) Will provide offsettiag replacemeat wetlaads for aay loss of EOO.sting wetland areas. This . 
Mitigation Plaa shall meet the standards of subsectioa (D). 

(C) A finding of ao practieable alternative is to be made oaly after demonstration by the applieant 
that;. 

(1) The basie purpose of the projeet eanaot reasonably be aeeomplished using oae or more other 
praetieable a-lternative sites in Multaomah County that would avoid or result in less adverse 
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impact oa a \Yetlaad. I\a alternatlve site is to be coasideredpreroticahk if it is available for 

purchase aad the proposed aetivity caa be coaducted on that site after taking into consideration 

costs, existing technology, infrastructure, aad logistics in achieving the overall project purposes; 

(2) The basic purpose ofthe project cannot be accomplished by a reduction in the size, scope, 

configw:ation, or density ofthe project as proposed, or by changiag the design of the project in a 

v,zay that would avoid or resuk in fewer adverse effects on the wetland; and 

(3) Ia eases v1here the applicant has rejected akematives to the project as proposed due to 

constraints, a reasonable attempt has been made to rem~'e or accommodate such constraints. 

(4) This section is only applicable for v1etland resources designated "3 C". 

(D) ,A., Mitigation Plan aad monitoring program may be appro:ved upon submission of the follo>;ving: 

(1) A site plan and •;vritten documentation v.r.ffich contains the applicable information for the 

replacement ·.vetland as required by MCC 35.4560 (>'\); 

(2) }· ... description of the applicant's coordination efforts to date vlith the requirements of other 

local, State, and Federal agencies; 

(3) A Mitigation Plan "tvb:ich demonstrates retention of the resource yalues addressed in P..iCC 

35.4560 (B) (2); 

(4) Documentation that replftcement wetlands were considered and rejected according to the 

follov1ing order of locational preferences: 

(a) On the site of the impacted •.vetland, with the same kind of resource; 

(b) Off site, with the same kind of resource; 

(c) On site, with a differeat kiad of resouroe; 

(d) Off site, with a different kind of resource. 

35.45li5 CriteFia fer AppFoval of SEC v Permit SignifieaBt Seenie Views 

(A) Definitions: 

(1) Signijie(lflf seenie reso'UFCes .consist of those areas designated SEC v oa Mukaomah Couaty 

sectional zoning maps. 

(2) Identified ViewingAreas are publio areas that provide important.Yiews of a significant scenic 

resouroe, aad include both sites and lmear corridors. Identified Viewing Areas are: 

Bybee Howell House 
Virginia Lakes 
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Sauvie Island Wildlife R~fuge 
Kelley Point Pa£k 
Smith and Bybee Lakes 
Highway30 
The Multnomah Channel 
The Willamette River 
Public roads on Sau .. 'ie Island 

(3) Visually suho:rdinate means development does not noticeably contrast with the surrounding 

landscape, as vie·v1ed from an identified viewing area. Development that is visually subordinate 

may be Yisible, but is not visually dominant in relation to its sllffOundings. 

(B) In addition to the information required by MCC 35.4520, an application for development in an 

area designated SEC v shall include: 

(1) Details on the height, shape, colors, outdoor lighting, and exterior building materials of any. 

proposed structure; 

(2) Ele-vation dravlings sho•.-.,ring the appea£ance of proposed structures when built and 

surrounding final ground grades; 

(3) A list of identified vie·Ning a£eas from which the proposed use would be visible; and, 

(4) A written description and drawings demonstrating how the proposed deyelopment ·.vill be 

visually subordinate as required by (C) belm.v, including information on the type, height and 

location of any vegetation or other materials ·.vhich •Nill be used to screen the de:velopment from 

the ·1ie>.v o{identified vievling areas. 

(C) Any portion of a proposed development (including access roads, cleaTed areas and structures) that 

vAll be visible from an identified viewing a£ea shall be visually subordinete. Guidelines which may 

be used to attain visual subordinanee, and which shall be considered in making the determination of 

visual subordination include: 

(1) Siting on portions of the property v.'here topography and existing vegetation will screen the 

development from the view of identified \•iewing areas. 

(2) Use of nonreflective or low reflective building materials and dark natural or earthtone colors. 

(3) No eKterior lighting, or lighting that is directed downwtu"d and sited, hooded and shielded so 

that it is not highly visible from identified vie>.ving areas. Shielding and hooding materials should 

be composed of nonreflective, opaque materials. 

(4) Use ofscreE)ning vegetation or ear.h berms to block and/or disrupt vie>.•1s of the de>lelopment. 

Priority should be given to retaining exiSting vegetation over other screening methods. Trees 

planted for screening purposes should be coniferous to provide winter screening. The applicant is 

responsible for the proper maintenance and survi·;al of any vegetation used for screening. 

Page 10 of 41-0rdinance 1152 Amending MCC Chapters 33, 35 and 11.15; the Multnomah County Comprehensive 

Framework Plan; and the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps Relating to Significant 

Environmental Concern, Zoning Overlays in Response to the Requirements of Metro Title 13, Nature 

in Neighborhoods 



(5) Proposed devt~lopments or land use shall be aligned, designed and sited to fit the natl:lral 

topography and to take advantage of vegetation and land form screening, and to minimize Yisible 

grading or other modifications of landforms, vegetation coYe£, and natural characteristics. 

(6) Limiting structure height to remain belo•,y the surrounding forest canopy leYel. 

(7) Siting andJor design so that the silhouette of buildings and other structures remains below the 

skyline of bluffs or ridges as seen from identified viewing areas. This may require modifying the 

building or structuFe height and design as v1ell as location on the property, 6*:cept: 

(a) New communications facilities (transmission lines, antennae, dishes, etc.), may protrude 

above a skyline visible from an identified viewing area upon demonstration that: 

1. The nev,r facility could not be located in an 6*:isting transmission corridor or built upon 

an erusting facility; 

2. The facility is necessary for public service; and 

3. The break in the skyline is the minimum necessary to provide the service. 

(D) Mining of a protected aggregate and mineral resolirce Vlithin a PAM subdistrict shall be done in 

accordance Vlith any standards for mining identified in the protection program approYed during the 

Goal 5 process. The SEC .Application fur Significant Scenic Vievls must comply only vrith measures 

to protect scenic views identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been designated fur the 
site; . 

(E) The approv:al authority may impose conditions of approval on an SEC v: permit in accordance 

with MCC 35.4550, in order to make the development visually subordinate. The !*tent and type of 

conditions shall be proportionate to the potential adverse visual impact of the development as seen 

from identified viewing areas, taking into consideration the size of the development area that will be 

visible, the distance from the development to identified viev1ing areas, the number of identified 

viewing areas that could see the de•ielopment, and the linear distance the development could be seen 

along identified Yie\ving corridors. 

3S.4S70 CriteFia feF .• ... pprnval ef SEC h PeFmit Wildlife Habitat 

(A) In addition to the information required by MCC 35.4520 (t\), an application fur development in 

an area designated SEC h shall include an area map showing all properties which are adjacent to or 

entirely or partially within 200 feet of the proposed development, \Vith the fullowing information, 

when such infOrmation can be gathered without trespass: . 

(1) Location of all existing forested areas (including areas cleared pursuant to an approved forest 

management plan) and non forested "cleared" areas; 

For the purposes of this section, a ft»'ested tH'ee is defmed as an area that has at least 75 percent 

crovi'R closure, or 80 square feet of basal area per acre, of trees 11 inches DBH and larger, or an 
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area vfhich is being refOrested pUI'Suatl:t to Forest Practice Rules of the Department of Forestry. A 

non forested "cle61'ed" area is defined as aa area which does aot meet the descriptioa of a 

forested area aad which is aot bemg reforested pursuant to a forest maaagemeat plaa. 

(2) Locatioa of eKisting aad proposed structures; 

(3) Locatioa and width of eKistmg aad proposed public roads, private access roads, drivevmys, . 

aad service corridors oa the subject parcel aad wi-thffi 200 fuet of the subject parcel's bouadaries 
oa all adjaceat parcels; · · 

(4) ExistiBg aad proposed type aad locatioa of all fuacing oa the subject property aad oa adjacent 

properties aad oa properties eatirely or partially withiB 200 feet of the subject property. 

(B) De>1elopment standards: 

(1) \llhere a parcel coataias aay aoa forested "cleared" areas, de¥elopmeat shall oaly occur iB 
these areas, except as aecessary to provide access aad to meet miBimum clearaace staadards for 

fH"C safety. 

(2) De:velopmeat shall occur withm 200 fuet of a public road capable of providing reasoaable 

practical access to the de¥elopable portioa of the site. 

(3) The access road/driveway aad service corridor serving the de>ielopment shall aot e:xceed 500 

fuet iB leagth. 

(4) For the purpose of clustering access road/drive>.vay approaches near oae anether, oae of the 

follovf.ng two staadards shall be met: 

(a) The access roadldriYe>.vay approach oato a public road shall be located •.vithin 1 00 fuet of 

a side property liBe ifadjaceat property oa the same side of the road has aa eKistiag access 

road or driYev1ay approach vlithin 200 fuet cifthat side property line; or 

(b) The access road/d&,te•.vay approach oato ·a public road shall be located withia 50 fuet of 

either side ofaa e:xistiBg access road/driYe~.vay oa the opposite side of the road. 

(c) Diagram showmg the staadards iB (a) aad (b) above. 
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Exist~ 

driveway 
witlrin200 
feet of s:ide 
property line 

I. 

New driveway 
witlrin 50 feet 
of either s:ide 
of driveway 
on other s:ide 
of the road 

I Newdriveway 
I within 100 feet of 

s:ide property line 

For illustrative purposes only. 

(d) The standards in this subsection (4) may be modified upon a determination by the Cow:lty 

Road Official that the ne•.v aeeess roadldrivevray approach v10uld result ill an unsafe traffic 

situation using the standards in the 1\fultnomah County "Design and Construction Manual," 

adopted hme 20, 2000, (or all updated versions of the manual). StaRdards to be used by the 

Road Official from the County manual include Table 2.3 .2, Table 2. 4.1, and additional 

· referenced sight distance and millimum aeeess spacing standards in the publication A Policy 

on Geometric Design ofHighvlays and Streets by the Amerioan Assooiation of State 

Highway and Transportation Officials (AASIITO) and the Traffic Engineering Handbook by 

the Institute of Transportation EHgineors (ITE). 

1. The modifioation shall be the millimum necessary to allow safe access onto the public 

read:-

2. The County Ri:lad Official shall provide written fmdings supporting the modificatioH. 

(5) The development shall be within 300 feet of a side property line ifacijacent property has 

struotures and d~ce}oped areas 'Nithin 200 feet of that OOtnmOH side property line. 

(6) FeHcing within a required setback from a public road shall meet the fullo·Ning criteria: 

(a) FeHees shall have a maximum height of 42 inches and a minimam 17 inch gap betweeH 

the groaHd and the bottom of the fence. 

(b) Wood and wire feHces are permitted. The bottom strand of a wire feHce shall be barbless. 

Fences may be electrified, except as prohibited by County Code. 

(e) CycloHe, woveH wire, and chain link fences are prohibited. 

(d) FeHces with a ratio of solids to voids greater than 2: 1 are prohibited. 

(e) Fencing standards do not apply ill an area OH the property boooded by a line aloHg the 

public road serving the development, two lines each dravm perpeadiealar to the principal 

structl:lre from a point 100 feet from the end of the structure on a liRe perpeHdicular to and 
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meeting ·with the public road serving the development, and the front yard setback line parallel 

to the public road serving the development. 

FIGURE 35.45701'\: FENCE 
EXEM.J>TIO.N AREA 

.'5_~.~~ 

·. A'.. ... IT '011;>J:m£:."~.L--~~ .. J 
Ml£AC~f~ 
exs11P31CH ; 

(7) The follovling nuisance plants shall not be planted on the subject property and shall be 

removed and kept remov'ed from cleared areas of the subject property: 

Seieati.fie Name Gemme& Name 

Ghelidenilm'l metjus hesser celandine 
biFsium {lF..'eRSe Canada thistle 
GiF.'iium '1-u/gt;e'e Common thistle 
l/"7 7.• ;.r~li..a ¥.lestern Clematis 
Glemetis ,,,imlha I'T'. -I ' T. 

Genium meeulatum Poison hemlock 
Conrelvulus CB"Vensi& I'C'' ,1,.1 li.K. v1 

I~ •~·~ 

Gen'Pel-rulus Night blooming 
I11.K. ~1 

~ i•u~• ... uo o•~· 

'" <r. .1. IT ,.1. ' 'vl 
1'-' .~~~. u 

Ge1"tede1'ia selleana 
,.,., 
.~ ~~",t'_~u o·......_~ 

Gffltaegus sp. ~epl G. ha>.-vthorn, e~~:cept 
J ~· 

.. 
• ~~~6·~ .~~-- ·-
lrr. Scotch broom 
,~ •u ~u u '-V.I:' ...,. 
Daucus ct:l1'eta Queen Ann's hace 

Eledea dertSa 
South American 
Water '+'reed 

I D. Common Horsetail 
D. .1. Giant Horsetail 
El'edium cieut££Fium Crane's Bill 
Gei"anium FeheFianum Rebert Geranium · 

HedeM hem English I>~' 
TZ. .L St. John's \Vert 
AA,"i"~' ·~~"' i"~'J~ ~·~· 

71. .+,7,' English Holly 
·~ ~'1~"':.1~ .. - ... 

J,af:Jumum 'W8ffH'fH"i Golden Chain +Fee 
Duckweed, Water 

J,emna mineF-
b-eB:til 

J,eenteden autwnmill-is Fall 9andelion 
J,ythF-Um saliceFia n. .1. T ~c. 
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Seientifie Name GemmeD Name 
~.L. . 1- .11. Etlfasian Watef':ffiilfeil 

P-hakwis 61'1:fndineeea Reed Ganllfj' grass 

Peaannua A .1 Dl 
. ~~~~~~ ~·~-b'-~~~ 

I D .. 7. (' .J 

--~ 

Pelygenum eerwelvuhts Glimbing Bina>+'t'eed 

Pelygomnn Giant Knetv;eed 
soohalinense 

English, Pertugese 
Jl.F.1mus laW'eeefflSus 

baaFel 

Rhuti direFSileha Poison Gak 

Rulms diseeleF ~1. n· .1,\, 

Ruhuti laeiniatus E·<'et=gFeen Blaolffieffj' 

Seneeiejeeehaea :fansy Ragv<'eft 

&lanuH't dule9m61'9 Bffie Bindweed 

&!unum nigFum Gaffien Nightshade 

Solunwn MlFFacheides lu. · · 1\.T; •h+nhnrl, 
~~~~ ... ~ 

I 'T'. cJ:. 0 .7. Gemmea t)andeliea 
I Tn. .7. ~ Gemmea Bladaef\¥eft 

Utie9 dieiea Stin.giag Nettle 
ITT; ,1, fl. 1 . . -40"\ 

I~ 

Tline9 mineF Periv;inkle €small leaf) 
lv, .~z. 0 I c. {", .1,1"1. 

-~ ... 1~.1-'~. ·~ 

vaFiel:ls geaem lo. .~ 
~y· 

€G) Wildlife GoaseFvatiea Plan. An applicant shaH propese a wilillife ceasmvatiea plan if one eftwe 

siruatieas exist. 

€ 1) :fhe applicant car..aot meet the develepmeat standaros of Seotiea €B) beca1:1se of physical 

chamcteristics 1:1niqu.e to the propet1:y. :fhe applicant ffil:lst shew that the wildlife censeFVatiea plan 

reswts in the miniffil:lm depa.rture from the standaFdS required in eroer to allo•N the l:lse; Of 

€2) The applioaat can meet the de>1elepmeat stanaaFds of Sectioa €B), but demeastrates that the 

altema.tive ceaservatiea measl:lfes 6*Ceed the staada«ls of Section €B) and will result m the 

propesed de>;elepmeat haYmg a less detrimental impact en forested wildlife habitat than the 

standaFds in Sectiea €B). 

€3) The wildlife ceas&vatien plan ffil:lSt demeastrate the fellmviag: 

€a) That measures are incffided in eroer to reduce impacts to ferested aFeas to the mmimum 

necessary to serve the proposed ae:velepmeat by restricting the amount ef eleaFance and 

leagth/v<'iath of cleared aFeas ana aistl:lfbing the least amol:lflt efferest canopy eever. 

€b) That any aewly cleaFed aFea associated with the de>ielepmeat is not greater than one acre, 

e:K:Oluding frem this total the aFea ef the minim-wn necessary accesS>tvay requ.ired fer fire 

safety purposes. 
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(e) That ao fencing vAll be bHilt and eK:isting fencing will be removed outside of areas cleared 

for the site de•;elopment eEept for eK:isting cleared areas used for agriculrural purposes. 

(d) That revegetation of ~isting cleared areas on the property at a 2:1 ratio with newly 

cleared areas occHFs if such cleared areas exist on the property. 

(e) That re>;egetation and enhancement of distw-bed stream riparian areas oecHFs along 

drainages and streams located on the property. 

(4) For Protected Aggregate and Mineral (PAM) resoHFces Vt'ithia a PAM sul;ldistrict, the 

applicant shall submit a ·wildlife Conservation Plan which mHst comply only •.:\ith measures 

identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been adopted by Multnomah County for the 

site as part ofthe program to achieve the goal. 

Section 7. § 35.4575 is amended as follows: 

35.4575 Criteria for Approval of SEC-s Permit -Streams 

(A) Definitions: 

(1) Protected Streams- consist oftThose streams which have been found through a GoalS ESEE 

analysis and protected by Ordinance 830 to be either "2 A", "3 A", or "3 C", are identified as 

protected in the Comprehensive Frame>.vork Plan, and those streams and wetlands mapped by 

Metro's Title 13 as Habitat Conservation Areas as modified through the planning process are 

designated SEC-s on the Multnomah County Sectional Zoning Maps. 

(2) Development- Any act requiring a permit stipulated by Multnomah County Ordinances as a · 

prerequisite to the use or improvement of any land, including a building, land use, occupancy, 

sewer connection or other similar permit, and any associated grading or vegetative modifications. 

(3) Stream Conservation Area- For the protected streams originally designated by Ordinance 

830 (West Hills Rural Area Plan), the Stream Conservation Area designed on the zoning maps as 

SEC-s is an area which extends 3 00 feet from the centerline on both sides of the protected stream. 

An area extending 300 feet upslope from and perpendicular to the ceaterline of a protected 

stream .. Within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the Stream Conservation Area protected by 

Ordinance XXX, adopted January XX, 2010, varies and shall be as depicted of the Multnomah 

Coutity Zoning Maps and is from the centerline on both sides of the protected stream for the 

width of the mapped overlay. Any development proposed within a Stream Conservation Area 

shall be required to demonstrate that the deYelopment satisfies the standards ofP..4CC35.4575 (B) 

through (E). 

( 4) Nuisance or Invasive Non-Native Plants: Nuisance and invasive non-native plants include the 

those plants listed in the latest edition of the Metro Nuisance Plant List and the Prohibited Plant 

List, and include those plants listed in the latest edition of the State of Oregon Noxious Weed 

List. 
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(B) Except for the following exempt uses listed in MCC 35.4515, no development shall be allowed 

within a Stream Conservation Area unless approved by the Approval Authority pursuant to the 

provisions ofMCC 35.4575 (C) through (EE). 

( 1) Forest praetices conducted l:lflder the Forest Practices A:Ct 

(2)Plaating of native vegetation 

(3) Agric1dtural eses 

(4) Maintenance, lmt not expansion, of existing developments 

(5) Right of v;ay v1idening for eKisting rights of ·.v-ay 'Nhen additional right of way is necessary 

to ensere eontinHous vlidth 

(6) Single utility poles necessary to provide service to the local area 

* * * * * 

(D) For the protected stream resources,_ de1;ignated "3 C" the applicant shall demonstrate that the 

proposal: 

(1) Will enhance the fish and wildlife resources, shoreline anchoring, flood storage, water quality 

and visual amenities characteristic of the stream in its pre-development state, as documented in a 

Mitigation Plan. A Mitigation Plan and monitoring program may be approved upon submission of 

the following: 

(a) A site plan and written documentation which contains the applicable information for the 

Stream Conservation Area as required by MCC 35.4575 (C); 

(b) A description of the applicant's coordination efforts to date with the requirements of other 

local, State, and Federal agencies; 

(c) A Mitigation Plan which demonstrates retention and enhancement of the resource values 

addressed in MCC 35.4575 (D) (1 ); 

(d) An annual monitoring plan for a period of five years which ensures an 80 percent annual 

survival rate of any required plantings. 

* * * * * 

(F) For those Streani Conservation Areas located within Metro's jurisdictional boundaries, the 

following requirements apply in addition to (C) through (E) above: 

(1) The planting of any invasive non-native or noxious vegetation as listed in MCC 

35.4575(A)(4) is prohibited. In addition, the following nuisance plant species shall not be · 

planted: 
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Scientific Name Common Name Scientific Name Common Name 

Chelidonium majus Lesser celandine Loentodon autumnalis Fall Dandelion 

Cirsium arvense Canada Thistle Lythrum salicaria Pl.Lrole Loosestrife 

Cirsium vulgare Common Thistle 
Myrjoghyllum 

Eurasian Watermilfoil 
spicatum 

Clematis lig!!sticifolia Western Clematis Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canarv grass 

Clematis vitalba Traveler's Joy Poaannua Annual Bluegrass 

Conium maculatum Poison hemlock Polygonuro cocciueum Swamp Smartweed 

Convolvulus arvensis Field Morning-glorv 
Polygonum Climbing Bmaweed 
convolvulus 

Convolvulus Night-blooming 
nyctagineus Morning-glory 

Polygonum Giant Knotweed 
sachalinense 

Convolvulus seppium Lady's nightcap Prunuslaurocerasus English, Portugese Laurel 

Cortaderia selloana Pampas grass Rhus diversiloba Poison Oak 

Crataegus SQ. excegt hawthorn, excegt 
C. douglasii native species 

Rubus discolor Himalayan Blackberry 

C\'tisus scoparius Scotch broom Rubus laciniatus Evergreen Blackberry. 

Daucus carota Queen Ann's Lace Senecio jacobaea Tansy Ragwort 

Elodea densa 
South American 
Water-weed 

Solanum dulcamara Blue Bindweed 

Eguisetum arvense Common Horsetail Solanum nigrum Garden Nightshade 

Eouisetum telemateia Giant Horsetail Solanum sarrachoides HairY Nightshade 

Erodium cicutarium Crane's Bill Taraxacum otficinale Common Dandelion 

Geranium roberianum Robert Geranium Utica dioica · Stinging Nettle 

Hedera helix Englishlvv Vinca major Periwinkle (large leaf) 

Hygericum 
St. John's Wort 

lperforatum 
Vinca minor Periwinkle (small leaf) 

Hex aquafolium English Holly Xanthium sginoseum Soinv Cocklebur 

Laburnum watered Golden Chain Tree various genera Bamboo SP. 

Lemnaminor 
Duckweed, Water 
Lentil 

(2) The revegetation of disturbed areas shall grimarily use native giants. A list of native giants 

can be found in the latest edition of the Metro Native Plant List.' 

(3) Outside storage of hazardous materials as determined by DEQ is grohibited, unless such 

storage began before the effective date of this ordinance; or, unless such storage is contained 

and aggroved during develogment review. · 

(FQ) For Protected Aggregate and Mineral (PAM) resources within a PAM subdistrict, the Mitigation 

Plan must comply only with measures identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been 

designated for the site. 
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Section 8. § 11.15.6400 is amended as follows: 

·11.15.6400 Purposes 

The purposes of the Significant Environmental Concern CSEC) subdistrict are to protect, conserve, 

enhance, restore, and maintain significant natural and man-made features which are of public value, 

including among other things, river corridors, streams, lakes and islands, domestic water supply 

watersheds, flood water storage areas, natural shorelines and unique vegetation, wetlands, wildlife and 

fish habitats, significant geological features, tourist attractions, archaeological features and sites, and 

scenic views and vistas, and to establish criteria, standards, and procedures for the development, change 

of use, or alteration of such features or of the lands adjacent thereto. 

Section 9. § 11.15.6401 is added as follows: 

11.15.6401 Definitions. 

CA) Development: Any manmade change defined as buildings or other structures. mining. dredging. 

paving. filling. or grading in amounts greater than ten (1 0) cubic yards on any lot or excavation. Any 

other activitv that results in the removal of more than 10 percent of the existing vegetative cover in the 

Water Resource Area or Habitat Area on a lot or parcel. 

ffi) Nuisance. invasive non-native and native plants: Nuisance and invasive non-native plants include the 

those plants listed in the latest edition of the Metro Nuisance Plant List and the Prohibited Plant List and 

include those plants listed in the latest edition of the State of Oregon Noxious Weed List. Native plants 

are those listed in the latest edition of the Metro Native Plant List. 

CC) Practicable. Practical: As in No Practicable Alternative. Available and capable ofbeing done after 

taking into consideration cost. existing technology. and logistics in light of overall project pumoses. 

ill) Top ofBank The same as "bankfull stage" which means the stage or elevation at which water 

overflows the natural banks of streams or other waters of this state and begins to inundate the upland. In 

the absence of physical evidence. the two-year recurrence interval flood elevation may be used to 

approximate the bankfull stage. 

Section 10. · § 11.15.6406 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6406 Exceptions 

An SEC permit shall not be required for the following: 

(A) Farm ese, as defmed in ORS 215.203(2)(a), ineleding buildings and structl:H'es aeeessory 

thereto oa "eonverted v1etlands" as defmed by ORS 541.695(9) or oa upland areas; 

CAl Farming practices as defined in ORS 30.930 and agricultural use as defmed in OAR 603-095-

0010. except that buildings and other development associated with fann practices and agricultural 

uses are subject to the requirements of this district except that agricultural fences shall not require an 

SEC-wr permit: · 

(B)_ The propagation of timber or the cutting of timber for public safety or personal use or the 

cutting of timber in accordance with the State Forest Practices Act; 
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(C) Customary dredging and channel maintenance and the removal or ftlling, or both, for the 

maintenance or reconstruction of structures such as dikes, levees, gr()ins, riprap, drainage ditch, 

irrigation ditches and tile drain systems as allowed by ORS 196.905(6); 

(D) The placing, by a public agency, of signs, markers, aids, etc., to serve the public; 

(£)Activities to protect, conserve, enhance, and maintain public recreational, scenic, historical, and 

natural uses on public lands; 

(F) The expansion of capacity, or the replacement, of existing communication or energy distribution 

and transmission systems, except substations; 

(G) The maintenance and repair of existmg flood control facilities; 

(H) Uses legally eJcistin.g on November 17, 1994; provided, how~¥;er, that any ehange, 

ffi<:pansion, or alteration of sueh use (El*:eept for ehanges to a struehlre whieh 1) for the SEC, SEC \V, 

and SEC v overlays do not require any modifieation to the e"Kterior of the strueture, and 2) for the 

SEC hand SEC s 'o·;erlays require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground eoverage to the 

strneruro) shall require an SEC permit as provided herein; 

CID Routine repair and maintenance of structures. roadways. driveways. utilitv facilities. and lawns · 

that were in existence orior to the effective date of this ordinance: 

(I) All type A Home Occupations. 

(J) Type B Home Occupations that require the addition of less than 400 square feet of ground 

coverage to the structure. 

(J() Alteration. repair. or replacement of septic system drainfields due to system failure: 

(L) Stream enhancement or restoration proiects limited to removal by hand of invasive vegetation 

and planting of anv native vegetation on the Metro Native Plant List: 

CM) Enhancement or restoration of the riparian corridor for water qualitv or quantity benefits. or for 

improvement of fish and wildlife habitat. pursuant to a plan that does not include placement of 

buildings or structures and does not entail grading in an amount greater than 10 cubic yards. This 

exemption is applicable to plans that are approved by Soil and Water Conservation District the 

Natural Resources Conservation District. or the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife under the 

provisions for a Wildlife and Habitat Conservation Plan. and submitted to the Coun:tv: 

(N) Right-of-way widening for existing rights-of-way when additional right-of-way is necessary to 

ensure continuous width: and 

(0) Single utility poles necessarv to provide service to the local area . 

. (p) Work necessarv to protect. repair. maintain. or replace existing structures. utility facilities. 

service connections. roadways. driveways. accessory uses and exterior imorovements in response to 

· emergencies nursuant to the provisions ofMCC .2282 Responses to and Emergency/Disaster Event. 

provided that after the emergency has passed. adverse inwacts are mitigated. 

Section 11. § 11.15.6408 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6408 Application for SEC Permit 

An applieation for an SEC permit for a use or for the ehange or alteration of an El*isting use on land 
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designated SEC, shall address the applicable criteria for approval, under MCC .6420 through .6428, and 

shall be filed as follo•.vs: 

(A) For a Permitted Use, an Accessory Use, or a Use Under Prescribed Conditions, in the manner 

provided in MCC .8210(B); and 

(B) For a Conditional Use as specified either in the underlying district or in MCC . 7105 through 

.7640, or for a Community Service Use as specified in MCC .7005 through .7030, or for a change of zone 

classification or for any other action as specified in MCC .82Q5, the SEC permit application shall be 

combined with the reEJ:Uired application for the proposed action and filed in the manner provided in MCC 

.8210 and .8215. 

(C) t\n application for an SEC permit shall include the following: 

(1) A written description ofthe proposed de>1elopment and hov,r it complies with the 

applicable approval criteria ofMCC .642Q through .6428. 

(2) A map of the property showing: 

(a) Boundaries, dimensions, and size of the subject parcel; 

(b) Location and size of existing and proposed struotmes; 

(e) ContoHF lines and topographic features such as ravines or ridges; 

(d) Proposed fill, grading, site contouring or other landform changes; 

(e) Location and predominant species of existing vegetation on the parcel, areas 

where vegetation will be removed, and location and species of vegetation to be 

planted, including landscaped areas; 

(f) Location and width of existing and proposed roads, dri>;ev1ays, and service 

corridors. 

A decision on an application for an SEC pennit shall be based upon findings of consistency with the 

purooses of the SEC district and with the applicable criteria for approval specified in MCC .6420 throu¢:& 

.6428. An application for a use on a oropertv containing more than one protected resource shall address 

the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the propertv. In the case of conflicting criteria. 

aoproval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearlv as possible with 

the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(A) General SEC (SEC): All applications for SEC pennits shall include the infonnation listed in this 

section in sufficient detail for County staff to evaluate the impacts of the oroposal. The applicant is 

responsible for oroviding all of the reguired information. In addition to the information listed in this 

section. the application shall contain the supplemental information that is listed for the resource area 

in which the development is proposed. · 

(1) A written description of the proposed development and how it complies with the 

requirements applicable to the resource atea in which development is proposed as listed in SEC. 

SEC-wr. and SEC-h. 

(2) A map of the propertv drawn to scale showing: 

(a) Boundaries. dimensions. and size of the subject parcel: 

(b) Location and size of existing and prooosed structures: 
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(c) Contour lines and topographic features such as ravines or ridges; 

(d) Location of natural drainageways. springs. seeps. and wetlands on the site. The 

Planning Director may require the applicant to provide the location of the SEC-wr 

boundarv. topography. or the location of development as determined by a registered 

professional survevor or engineer; 

(e) Proposed fill.' grading. site contouring or other landform changes; 

(f) Location and predominant species of existing vegetat.ID.!Lon_tbe parcel..w-eas where 

vegetation will be removed. and location and species of vegetation to be planted. including 

landscaped areas: and · 

(g) Location and width of existing and proposed roads. driveways. parking and 

maneuvering areas. and service corridors and utilities. 
' 

(3) A scaled drawing of the building design and elevations that show the relationshio between 

the building and existing and finished grades and existing or proposed vegetation. 

( 4) Application for a flood hazard peanit erosion control penttit and/or other required natural 

hazards permit for the proposed development. 

CC) SEC-Water Resource CSEC-wr): In addition to the information requirements listed in MCC 

.6408CA) above. the following information shall be submitted for applications within the SEC-wr 

overlay. 

(1) A topographic map ofthe development area and adjacent areas of the site at contour 

intervals offwe feet or less showing a de-lineation of the Water Area or Habitat Area as 

determined by a documented field survey. the location of all existing and proposed 

watercourses. drainageways. storm water facilities .. and utility installations: 

(2) The location of wetlands: 

(3) Preparation of plans and surveys- Inventories. assessment of existing conditions. and 

mitigation or restoration plans shall be prepared by a qualified professional such as a fish or 

wildlife biologist at the discretion of the Planning Director. Wetlands shall be identified and · 

delineated by a qualified wetland specialist as set forth in the 1987 Corns of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual: 

(4) The applicant shall provide evidence that when federal or state reauirements apply. that the 

agency has been contacted. and shall provide an assessment of whether the project can meet the 

requirements based on the agency response: · 

(5) An assessment of the existing condition of the Water Resource Area in accordance with 

Table 2 Riparian/Vegetated Corridor Standards: 

(6) An inventory of vegetation. including percentage ground and canopy coverage. and location 

ofnuisance plants listed in Table 1: 

(7) A detailed Mitigation Plan as described in MCC .6428CE>. if required: 

(8) The location of all existing trees of a caliper greater than six (6) inches in diameter at breast 

height CD BID: and 

(9) A description and map of soil tvoes in the proposed development area and the locations and 

specifications for all proposed draining. filling. grading. dredging. and vegetation removal. 
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including the amounts and methods. 

Section 12. § 11.15.6409 is amended as follows: 

11.15.6409 Applicable Approval Criteria 

(A) The apprm<alcriteria iB .MCC .6420 shall apply to those areas designated SEC on the Multnomah 

County z:oning maps. 

(Bj The approval criteria that apply to uses in areas designated SEC SEC •.v, SEC v, SEC-hand SEC-

s .wr on Multnomah County zoning maps shall be based on the type of protected resources on the 

property, as indicated by the subscript letter in the zoning designation, as follows: 

Zoning Designation . Approval Criteria 

SEC. 

SEC w (·uetlands) 

SEC v (scenic views) 

SEC h (wildlife habitat) 

SEC s (streams) 

SEC-.wr (water resources) 

MCC .6420 

MCC .6422 

MCC .6424 

MCC .6426 

MCC .6428 

ill}_ The zoning maps used to designate the Stream Conservation Areas (SEC-s M.zoning subdistrict§} 

were created digitally by interpreting various data sources.:. iBeludiBg the hand drav.'B maps contained in 

the Goal 5 ESEE report Care was taken in the creation of the maps, but in some instances mapping 

inaccuracies have occurred during the process.:..- For those areas included iB Ordinance 830 (West Hills 

Rural Area Plaa), the Stream Coaservation Area designated oa the z:oniBg maps as SEC s is an area which 

extends extending 3 00 feet from the nearest point OB the eenterliBe. on both sides of the protected stream. 

In the event of a mapping inconsistency, the SEC-sm zoning subdistrict shall be interpreted to be the 

defmed Stream Conservation Area. 

(C) An application for a use on a property containing more than one protected resource shall address 

the approval criteria for all of the designated resources on the property. In the case of conflicting criteria, 

approval shall be based on the ability of the proposed development to comply as nearly as possible with 

the criteria for all designated resources that would be affected. 

(D) For Goal 5 resources designated "21'..:'' or "3A", a proposed de•1elopment must comply with the 

approval criteria in order to be approved. 

(EID For GoalS resourees designated "3C" protected stream resources, the approval criteria shall be 

used to determine the most appropriate location, size and scope of the proposed development, in order to 

make the development compatible with the purposes of this section, but shall not be used to prohibit a use 

or be used to require removal or relocation of existing physical improvements to the property. 

Section 13. § 11.15.6410 is amended as follows: 
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11.15.6410 SEC Permit - Required Findings 

A decision on an application for an SEC permit shall be based upon fmdings of consistency with the 

purposes of the SEC district and with the applicable criteria for approval specified in MCC .642~ 

through .6428. 

Section 14. §§ 11.15.6412, 11.15.6414, and 11.15.6416 are deleted as follows:· 

11.15.6412 Deeisien by Planning DiFeeter 

(A) A decisioa oa an SEC permit applicatioa for a Permitted Use or a Vse Uader Prescribed 

Coaditioas shall be made by the Plaooiag Director. 

(B) The Director may approv-e the proposal or approve it ?lith such modificatioas aad 

conditioas as may be coasisteat with the Comprehensive Plaa and aecessary to assure compatibility 

with applicable criteria ofMCC .6420 through .6428. 

(C) Withia thirty business days followiag receipt of a completed applicatioa for aa SEC 

permit, the Plaaning Director shall file the decisioa with the Director of Eaviroamental Services aad 

shall mail a copy of the decision to the applicaat and to other persoas 'nrfto request the same. 

(D) A decisioa by the Plaaaiag Director oa aa SEC permit applicatioa shall iaclude vflittea . 

coaditioas, if aay, and :findiags aad coaclusioas. The coaditioas, fiadiags, and coaclusioas shall 

specifically address the relatioaships betw~on the proposal aad the applicable criteria ia ~iCC .6420 

through .6428. 

11.15.6414 Deeisiea by a Bearings Otlieer 

(A) A decisioa on an SEC pen.i:lit applicatioa for a Coaditioaal Use as specified either in the 

uaderlyiag district or ia ~C .7105 through .7640, or for a Commuaity Service use as specified ia 

MCC .7005 through .7030, shall be made by the Heariags Officer ia conjuactioa with the decision 

oa the use proposal associated therewith. 

(B) Actioa by the Hearings Officer oa aa SEC permit applicatioa shall be taken pursuaat to 

MCC .8205 throegh .8250. . . 

(C) The fmdiags aad conclusioas made by the Heariags Officer aad the conditions or 

modifications of approval, if aay, shall specifically address the relatioaships bet\veea the proposal 

and the applicable criteria iB ~C .6420 through .6428. 

11.15.MHi Appeals 

(A) A decisioa by the Plaaaiag Director oa aa applicatioa for an SEC permit may be 

appealed to the Heariags Officer ia the manaer proy;ided ia ~C .8290 and .8295. 

(B) A decisioa by the Heariags Officer oa an application for aa SEC permit may be appealed . 

to the Board of Couaty Commissioaers iB the manaer provided iB MCC .8255. 

Section 15. § 11.15.6413 is added as follows: 

11.15.6413 Existing Uses. 
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Uses that legally existed on January XX, 2010. that are not included as Exceptions in section MCC .6406. 

may utilize the provisions of this section. This secqon is intended to defme the circumstances under 

which existing development can be imoroved or replaced under limited requirements in recognition of the 

pre-existing status. The SEC orovisions are also not intended to make existing uses non-conforming. 

However. approval of oroposals for alteration of uses that were non-confonning prior to the SEC 

ordinance. must obtain an SEC pennit in addition to demonstrating compliance with the non-confonning 

use provisions of this Chapter. 

(A) Change. expansion. or alteration of existing uses shall require an SEC pennit as provided in 

MCC .6400 through .6428. except for changes to a structure as described in Sections (1) or (2) 

below: 

(1) In areas subject to the provisions of the SEC. change. or alteration of existing uses which do 

not require any modification to the exterior of the Stn:tcture: 

(2) Within the SEC-wr and SEC-h - addition ofless than 400 square feet of ground coverage to 

the structure. This orovision is intended to allow a maximum of400 square feet of additional 

coverage to the structure that existed on the effective date of this ordinance. 

(B) Replacement or restoration of existing structures that were.unintentionallv destroyed by fire or 

other casualty, or natural disaster within the same foundation lines shall not require an SEC permit. 

The redevelopment must be commenced within one vear from the date of the loss. and may include 

addition of a maximum 400 square feet of ground coverage. Structures which are expanded up to 400 

square feet under this provision. may not subsequentlv expand under the provision in (A)(2) above. 

(C) Within the SEC-wr. lawfullv established structures that do not meet the casualtv loss provisions 

of (B) above may be replaced within the same foundation lines or area of ground coverage when the 

entire remaining vegetated corridor on the project site. or the first 50 feet closest to the stream. or an 

area equal to the ground coverage of the building and attached structures and paved areas. whichever 

is less. is enhanced to "good" condition pursuant to Table 2. Replacement shall be processed as a 

.Type IT review. 

(D) If development under this section is proposed to be located closer to a protected water feature. 

approval of a permit under the provisions of MCC .6408 .. 6422 & .6428 shall be obtained. 

Section 16. §§ 11.15.6422 and 11.15.6424 are deleted as follows: 

11.1§.6422 Criteria faF AppFa:val of SEC w PeFmit Siguitieaut Wetlauds 

Signifieaat wetlands eonsist of those areas designated as Signifieant on aerial photographs of a seale of 

1" 200' made a part ofthe supportiag documentation of the Comprehensive Framework Plan. Any 

proposed activity or use requiring an SEC perm-it whish v,rould impaet those ·wetlands shall be subjeet to 

the followmg: 

(A) Ia addition to other SEC Permit submittal requirements, the applieation shall also 

inelade: 

(1) A site plan dravm to seale showing the wetland boundary as determined by a doe:umented 

field survey, the loeation of all existing and preposed watereoarses, drainageways, stormwater 

faeilities, utility installations, and topography of the site at a contour interval of no greater than 

five feet; · 
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---------------------- -----

(B) 

(2) ~A .. description and map of the wetland area that will be affected by the proposed activity. 

Tftis documentation must also include a map ofthe entire v1etland, an assessmeR-t of the 

wetland's functional characteristics and w~ter sources, and a description of the vegetation types 

and fish a:nd vl:ildlife habitat; 

(3) A description and map of soil types in the proposed development area and the locations 

and specifications for all proposed draining, filling, grading, dredging, and vegetation removal, 

including the amounts a:nd methods; 

(4) A study of~' flood haaro, erosion hazard, or other natural ha2ards in the proposed 

development area and any proposed protecti·;e measures to reduce such h~ards; 

(5) Detailed ·Mitigation Plans as described in subseetion (D), if required; 

(6) Description of how the proposal meets the approval criteria listed in subsection (B) 

~ 

The applicant shall demonstrate that the proposal: (PJnended 1994, Ord. 801 § 3] 

( 1) Is water dependent or requires access to the wetland as a central element of its basic 

design function, or is not ·,vater dependent but has no practicable alternative as described in 

subsection (C) below; 

(2) Will have as few ad-verse impacts as is practical to the v1etla:nd' s functional 

characteristics and its existing coR-tour, vegetation, fish and wildlife resources, shoreline 

anchoring, flood storage, general hydrological cooditions, and 'lisual amenities. This impact 

. determination shall also consider specific site information contained in the adopted wetlands 

inventory and the economic, social, en-vironmental, and energy (ESEE) analysis made part of 

the supporting documentation of the comprehen-sive plan; 

(3) Will not cause sig1:1ificant degradation of groundv.<ater or surface water quality; 

(4) Will provide a buffer area of not less than 50 feet bet\>,reen the wetland boundary and 

upland activities for those portions of regulated activities that need not be conducted in the 

wetland; 

(5) Will provide offsetting replacement ·,vetlands fur any loss of existing wetland areas. This 

Mitigation Plan shall meet the standards of subsection (D). 

(C) A fmding of no practicable alternative is to be made only after demonstration by the 

applicant that: 

(1) The basic purpose of the project cannot reasonably be accomplished using one or more 

other practicable alternative sites-in-}.4ultnomah County that v1ould avoid or result in less 

adverse impact on a wetland. An alternative site is to be considered practicable if it is available 

for purchase and the proposed activity can be conducted on that site after taking into . 

consideration costs, existing teclmology, in:frastrncture, and logistics in achieving the o•;erall 

project purposes; 

(2) The basie purpose of the pr<tject cannot be accomplished by a redl:lction in the size, 

scope, configuration, or density of the project as proposed, or by changing the design of the 

project in a way that would avoid or result in fewer adverse effects on the wetland; and 

(3) In cases •.vhere the applicant has rejected alternatives to the project as proposed due to 

constraints, a reasonable attempt has been made to remove or accommodate such constraints. 
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(4) This section is only applioable for w-etland resolifces designated "3 C". 

(D) A Mitigation Plan and monitoring program may be approved 1:1p0n Stlbmission of the 

fullov1ing: 

(1) A site plan and \witten documentation whioh contains the applioable information fur the 

replaoement •Hetland as required by MCC .6372 and .6376 (f..); 

(2) A deseription ofthe applioant's ooordination efforts to date with the requirements of 

other local, State, and Federal agenoies; 

(3) A Mitigation Plan whieh demonstrates retention of the resollf6e values addressed in MCC 

.6376 (B)(2); 

(4) Docliffientation that replaeement wetlands •Here oonsidered and rejeoted aeoording to the 

fOllowing order oflooational preferences: · 

(a) Oa the site of the impacted •Hetland~ with the same kind of resolifoe; 

(b) Off site, with the same kind ofresolifee; 

(e) On site, 'Hith a different kind of resource; 

(d) Off site, with a different kind of resource. 

11.15.6424 Criteria for }-... ppFoval of SEC v PeFBJ:it Signitieant Seenie Views 

Signijiccmt scenic l'CSeW'Ces consist of those areas designated SEC von ~fultaomah: Connty seetioaal 

zoning maps. 

Identified ViCllling AreEJS are pub lie areas that provide important vie>Ns of a signifioant soenie resource, 

and if¥;lude both sites and linear oorridors. Identified Viewing Areas are: 

Bybee Hov,cell House 

Virginia Lakes 

Sauvie Island Wildlife R~fuge 

Kelley Point Park 

Smith and Bybee Lakes 

Highway30 

Tht;l Multnomah: Channel 

The Willamette River 

Publio roads on Sauvie Island 

Visuelly sbtherdinGlte means de>1elopment does not notioeably eoatrast Vt'ith the surrouading landscape, as 

't'ioYNed from an identified viewing area. Development that is visually subordinate may be visible, but is 

aot visually dominant in relation to its surrouadings. 

(A) In addition to the information required by MCC .6408(C), an applieatioa for development in an -

area designated SEC v shall inelude: 

(1) Details oa the height; shape, colors, outdoor lighting, and exterior building materials of any 

proposed structure; _ 
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(2) Elevation drawings shmvffig the appearance of proposed stmetures vrhea built and surrouading 

fmal groHHd grades; 

(3) A. list of ideatified viewing areas from which the proposed use would be visible; and 

(4) A "tvritten description and drawings demonstrating how the proposed development will be visually 

sHbordiaate as reqaired by (B) below, ineluding informatioa on the type, height and locatioa ofaay 

vegetatioa or other materials 'nrhich will be used to screen the developmeat from the vie•N of ideatified 

viev1ing areas. 

(B) Any portioa of a proposed development (including access roads, cleared areas and structures) that 

will be visible from an ideatified viewing area shall be visually sHbordinate. Guidelines ·t'trhich may be 

used to attain Yisual sub ordinance, and which shall be considered in making the determinatioa of visual 

subordiaatioa include: 

(1) .Siting on portioas of the property vthere topography and eK:isting '<egetatioa will screea the 

developmeat from the vie>t't' of ideatified viewiag areas. 

(2) Use ofaomeflective or low reflectiv•e building materials and dark aatural or earthtoae colors. 

(3) No exterior lighting, or lighting that is directed doviB:Wa:l"d and sited, hooded and shielded so that 

it is not highly visible from ideatified viewing areas. Shielding and hooding materials should be 

composed ofaonreflecti>;e; opaque materials. 

(4) Use of screening vegetatioa or earth berms to block and/or disrupt vie>Ns of the de>,zelopment. 

Priority should be gi>;ea to retainiag existmg vegetatioa over other screeaing methods. Trees plaated for 

screeaing purposes should be coaiferous to pro•1ide wmter screening. The applicaat is respoasible for the 

proper mainteaance and SUP/ivai of an:y vegetation used for screeaing. 

(5) Proposed de .. •elopmeats or land use shall be aligaed, designed and sited to fit the aatural 

topography and to take advantage of vegetatioa aad land form screening, and to minimize visible gradiag 

or other modificatioaS of landforms, vegetation cover, and aatural characteristics. 

(6) Limitmg structure height to remain below the surronnding forest canopy le>;el. 

(7) Siting and/or design so that the silhouette of buildings and other structures remains below the 

skyline of bluffs or ridges as seea from ideatified viev,W.g areas. This may require modifYing the buildiag 

or structure height and desiga as well as locatioa on the property, except: 

(a) }tev.' commuaications facilities (transmission lines, antenB:ae, dishes, etc.), may protnlde above a 

skyline visible from an ideatified viewing area upoa demoastratioa that: 

(i) The aew facility coeld aot be located in an existing transmissioo corridor or beilt epon an 

existiag facility; · 

(ii) The facility is aecessary for peblic service; and 

(iii) The break in the skyline is the minimHm necessary to provide the service. 

(C) Miaiag of a protected aggregate and mineral resoerce witbia a PAM sHbdistrict shall be done ia 

accordance vl-ith any standards for miniag ideatified in the protectioa program approved dHFing the Goal 5 

process. The SEC Application for Significant Scenic Viev.•s mHst comply only with measH£Os to protect 

scenic vie>Ns ideatified in the Goal 5 protectioa program that has beea designated for the site. 

(D) The approval aethority may impose coaditions of approval oa an SEC v permit in accordance 

with MCC .6418, in order to make the de>;elopmeat viseally sHbordinate. The exteat and type of 
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conditions shall be proportionate to the potential adr;erse visual impact of the development as seen from 

identified viev.ring areas, taking into consideration the size of the development area that •,vill be visible, 

the distaace from the development to ideatified viewing areas, the number of ideatified viO'tving areas that 

could see the developmeat, aad the linear distance the developmeat could be seen along ideatified 

viewmg corridors. 

Section 17. § 11.15.6423 is added as follows: 

J 1.15.6423 General Requirements for Approval in Areas Designated as SEC-wr. 

The requirements in this section shall be satisfied for develooment in the SEC-h and SEC-wr areas in 

addition to the Provisions ofMCC .6426 or MCC .6428 as applicable. 

(A) Areas of erosion or potential erosion shall be orotected from loss by appropriate means. 

APPropriate means shall be based on current Best Management Practices and may include restriction 

on timing of soil disturbing activities. 

(B) Outdoor lighting shall be of a fixture tvoe and shall be placed in a location so that it does not 

shine directlv into undeveloped water re-source or habitat areas. Where illumination· of a water· 

resource or habitat area is unavoidable. it shall be minimized through use of a hooded fixture tvoe 

and location. The location and illumination area of lighting needed for securitv of utilitv facilities 

shall not be limited by this orovision. 

(C) The following nuisance plants. in addition to the nuisance plants defined in MCC .6401. shall not 

be used as landscape plantings within the SEC-wr and SEC-h Overlay Zone: 

Common Name 

Lesser celandine 

Canada Thistle 

Common Thistle 

Western Clematis 

Traveler's Joy 

Poison hemlock 

Field Morning-glory 

Night-blooming 
Momingglory 

Table 1 

Nuisance Plant List 

Scientific Common Name 

Chelidonium majus Fall Dandelion 

Cirsium arvense Purple Loosestrife 

Cirsium vulgare Eurasian Watermilfoil 

Clematis Reed Canary grass 
ligusticifo lia 

. Clematis vitalba ·Annual Bluegrass 

Conium maculatum Swamp Smartweed 

Convolvulus Clinibing Binaweed 
arvensis 

Convolvulus Giant Knotweed 
nyctagineus 

Scientific 

Loentodon 
autumnal is 

Lythrum salicaria 

Myriophyllum 
spicatum 

Phalaris arundinacea 

Poaannua 

Polygonum 
coc·cineum 

Polygonum 
convolvulus 

Polygonum 
sachalinense 
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Common Name Scientific Common Name Scientific 

Lady' s nightcap Convolvulus English, Portuguese/ Prunus laurocerasus 

seppium Laurel 

Pampas grass Cortaderia selloana Poison Oak · Rhus diversiloba 

Hawthorn, except native Crataegus sp. except Himalayan Blackberry Rubus discolor 

spectes C. douglasii 

Scotch broom Cytisus scoparius Evergreen Blackberry Rubus ladniatus 

Queen Ann' s Lace Daucus carota Tansy Ragwort · Senecio jacobaea 

South American Elodea densa Blue Bindweed Solanum dulcamara 

Waterweed 

Common Horsetail Equisetum arvense Garden Nightshade Solanum nigrum 

Giant Horsetail Equisetum telemateia Hairy Nightshade Solanum sarrachoides 

Crane' s Bill Erodium cicutarium Common Dandelion Taraxacum otficinale 

Robert Geranium Geranium Common Bladderwort Ultricularia vuigaris 

roberianum 

English Ivy Hedera helix Stinging Nettle Utica dioica 

St. John' s Wort Hypericum Periwinkle (large leaf) Vinca major 

perforatum 

English Holly llex aquafolium Periwinkle (small leaf) Vinca minor 

Duckweed, Water Lentil Lemnaminor Spiny Cocklebur Xanthium spinoseum 

Fall Dandelion Loentodon Bamboo sp. various genera 

autumnalis 

Purple Loosestrife Lythrum salicaria 

Section 18. § 11.15.6426 is amended deleted as follows: 

11.15.64 26 Criteria for Approval of SEC h Permit Wildlife Habitat 

(A) In addition to the information required by MCC .64Q8(C), an app!:lcatioo for development 

in an area desigaated SEC h shall include an area map showing all properties vlhich are adjacent to 

or eatirely or partially within 2QQ feet of the proposed development, vlith the following information, 

when such information can be gathered v1ithout trespass: 

(1) Location of all eKisting forested areas (including areas cleared pursuant to an approved 

forest managemeflt plan) and non forested "cleared" areas; 

For the perposes of this section, a forested area is defiaed as an area that has at least 75% crovm 

closure, or 8Q square feet of basal area per acre, of trees 11 inches OOH and larger, or an area 

'Nhich is being reforested pursuant to Forest Practice Rules ofthe Department ofForestr)'. A 
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non forested "cleared" area is defmed as an area which does not meet the description of a 

forested area and vlb.ich is not being reforested pursuant to a forest management plan. 

(2) Location of existing and proposed structures; 

(3) Location and vt'idth of eKisting and proposed public roads, private access roads, 

drive>.v:ays, and service corridors on the subject parcel and ·within 200 feet of the subject parcel's 

boundaries on all adjacent parcels; 

(4) EJristing afl:d proposed type and location of all funoing on the subject property and on 

adjacent properties and on properties entirely or partially within 200 fuet ofthe subject property. 

(B) Development standards: 

( 1) Where a parcel contains any non forested "cleared" areas, de"relopment shall only occur 

in these areas, e:Kcept as necessary to provide access and to meet minimum clearance standards 

for fire safety. 

(2) DeYelopment shall occur vlithin 200 fuet of a public road capable of providing reaSonable 

practical access to the developable portion of the site. 

(3) The access road/drive>Nay and service corridor serving the development shall not e:Kceed 

5 00 fuet in length. 

(4) The access roadldrive>Nay shall be located within 100 fuet ofthe property boundary if 

adjacent property has an access road or driveway within 200 fuet of the property boundary~ 

(5) The development shall be within 300 fuet ofthe property boundary if adjacent property 

has structures and developed areas •Nithin 200 fuet of the property boundary. 

(6) Fencing withjn a required setback from a public road shall meet the follovt'ing criteria: 

(a) Fences shall have a maJtimum height of42 inches and a minimum 17 inch gap 

between the ground and the bottom of the fence. ' 

(b) Wood and wire funoes are permitted. The bottom strand of a •Hire fence shall be 

barbless. Fenees may be electrified, except as prohibited by County Code. 

(e) Cyclone, woYen wire, and chain link fences are prohibited. 

(d) Fences v1ith a ratio of solids to voids greater thaa 2:1 are prohibited. 

(e) Fencing standards do not apply in an area on the property bounded by a line 

along the public road serving the de>1elopment, two lines each drawn perpendicular to the 

principal structure from a point 100 feet from the end of the structure on a line 

perpendicular to and meeting with the pubiic road serving the development, and the front 

yard setback line parallel to the public road serving the de>t'elopment. 

FIGURE .6400A 1 

FENCE EXEMPTION AREA 

(7) The following nuisance plants shall not be planted on the subject property and shall be 
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removed and kept remo•ved from cleared areas of the sabj ect property: 

(Cill "\Vildlife Conservation Plan. An applicant shall propose a 'Nildlife conservation pian if 

one of two situations ~st. 

( 1) The applicant cannot meet the development standards of Section (B) because of physical 

charaeteristics l:lfl:iqae to the property. The applicant must shov1 that the wildlife conservation 

plan results in the minimum departure from the standards required in order to allw.v the use; or 

(2) The applic!lBt can meet the development standards of Section (B), bat demonstrates that 

the altemath.ze conservation measures eKceed the standards of Section B and 'Nill result in the 

proposed development having a less detrimental impact on forested wildlife habitat than the 

standards in Section B. 

(3) The wildlife conservation plan must demonstrate the follo•wing: 

(a) That measures are included in order to reduce impacts to forested areas to the 

minimum necessary to serve the proposed de:-1elopment by restricting the amount of 

clearance and length/width of cleared areas and disturbing the least amount of forest 

canopy covE;~r. 

(b) That any newly cleared area associated ·with the development is not greater than 

one acre, eX:Cluding from this total the area of the minimum necessary aeeess•.vay required 

for fire safety purposes. 

(c) That no fencing will be built and eKisting fencing will be removed oUtside of 

areas cleared for the site de•1elopment except for OKisting cleared areas used for agricultural 

purposes. 

(d) That re:-.'egetation of Effisting cleared areas on the property at a 2: 1 ratio with 

ne:-.vly cleared areas occurs if such cleared areas exist on the property. 

(e) That re•1egetation and enhancement of disturbed stream riparian areas occurs 

along drainages and streams located on the property. 

(4) For Protected A.ggregate and Mineral (PAM) resources within a PM4 subdistrict; the 

applicant shall submit a Wildlife Conservation Plan which must comply only vtith measures 

identified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been adopted by Multnomah County for the 

site as part of the program to achieve the goal. 

Section 19. § 11.15.6428 is deleted as follows: 

11.15.(;428 Criteria far Approval af SEC s PeFmit Streams 

Protected Streams consist of those streams which ha•;e been found through a Goal 5 ESEE analysis to be 

either "2 A", "3 A", or "3 C", are identified as protected in the Comprehensive Framev10rk Plan, and are 

designated SEC s oB. the Multnomah County SectioRal Zoning Maps. 

De:-.'elopment Any act requiring a permit stipulated by Multaomah County Ordinances as a prerequisite 

to the use or improvement of any land, including a building, land use, occupimey, sewer connection or 

other similar permit, and any associated grading or vegetative modifications. 

Stream Conservation Area An area extending 3 00' upslope from and perpendic1:1lar to the centerline of a 

protected stream. Any development proposed vlithin a Stream Conservation Area shall. be required to 
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demoastrate that the doYleloJ:Jmeat satisfies the staadards of"P.{CC 11.15.6428(1.'\) through (D). 

(A) ExeeJ:Jt for the follmving exempt uses, ao developmeat shall be allov.r.ed vlithin a Stream 

Coaservatioa Area l:H:lless aJ:JJ:Jroved by the Af:JJ:Jroval Authority pursuant to the provisioas of MCC 

11.15.6428(B) through (D). 

(1) Forest J:Jraetiees eoadueted l:H:lder the Forest Practices Act 

(2) Plantiag of aative vegetatioa 

(3) Agrieultuf'aluse~ [Ameaded 1995, Of:<i. 832 § 2] 

(4) Maiatenan.ee, but not expansion, of existiag doY;elopmeats 

(5) Right of way vlideaiag for exlstiag rights of ·...vay Vlhen additional right of vray is necessary to 

easure eoatinuous v;idth · 

(6) Siagle utility flOles aecessary to J:Jrovide service to the local area 

(B) Ia additioa to other SEC Permit submittal requiremeats, any aJ:Jplieation to de;r.elof:J in a Stream 

Conservatioa,'\Fea shall also iaclude: 

(1) ,\site plan drawa to seale showiag the Stream Coaservation Area bol:H:ldary, the loeatioa of all 

existiag and J:JrOJ:Josed structures, roads, ·.vatereourses, draiaage>tvays, stormwater facilities, utility 

iastallations, and topograJ:Jhy of the site at a coatour interval equivalent to the best available 

U.S.Geologieal Sl:lF'Iey 7.5' or 15' topographic informatioa; 

(2) A detailed descriJ:Jtioa and maJ:J of the Stream Coaservation Area iaeludiag that J:Jortion to be 

affected b~· the J:Jroposed activity. This documeatation must also include a map ofthe eatire Stream 

Coaservatioa Area, an assessmeat ofthe Stream Coaservatioa Area's functional characteristics and 'n<ater 

sources, and a descrif:Jtion of the vegetation types and fish and vlildlife habitat; 

(3) A descriJ:Jtioa and maJ:J of soil types ia the J:Jroposed developmeat area and the Iocatioas and 

specifications for all proposed draiaiag, fllliag, gradiag, dredging, and vegetatioa removal, iacludiag the 

amol:H:lts and methods; 

(4) A study of any flood ha:z;ard, erosion hazard, and/or other aatural hazards ia the J:Jroposed 

de;r.eloJ:Jmeat area aad aay J:Jroposed protective measures to reduce such: ha:z;ards as required by (D)(5) 

~ 

(5) A detailed Mitigatioa Plan as described in subsection (C), if required; and 

(6) A descriptioa of how the proposal meets the approyal criteria listed in subsectioa (C) below. 

(C) For stream resources desigaated "3 C" the aJ:Jplicaat shall demoastrate that the proposal: 

(1) Will enhance the fish and wildlife resources, shoreliae anchoring, flood storage, ·.vater quality and 

visual amenities characteristic of the streain ia its pre development state, as documented ia a Mitigation 

Plan. A Mitigation Plan and monitoring program may be aJ:Jproved uponsubmissioa of the follov1ing: 

(a) A site plan and writtea documentatioa which contaias the aJ:Jplicable informatioa for the Stream 

Conservation Area as required by ~{CC .6428(B); 

(b) A description of the applicant's coordiaatioa efforts to date with the requirements of other local, 

. State, and Federal ageacies; 

(c) A Mitigatioa Plan which demoastrates reteation and eahancemeat of the resource values 

addressed in MCC .6428(C)(l); 
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(d) An annual moaitoring plan foF a period of five years v,rhich easw=es an 80 perc eat annual survival 

rate of any required plantings. · 

(D) Desiga SpecificatioBs 

The fullowiag desigB specificatioas shall be iacorporated, -as appropriate, mto any developmeBtS within a 

Stream Coaservatioa :Area: 

(1) A bridge or arched cul·;ert ·which does not distl:lrb the bed or banks of the stream and which 

maintarns the existrng flood carryiag capacity for the altered portioa of the stream shall be utiliz;ed for aey 

crossmg of a protected stream. [Ameaded 1999, Ord. 931 §IV] 

(2) A:ll storm water geaerated by a de•;elopment shall be collected and disposed of on site mto illy 

'Neils or by other best maaagemeBt practice methods which emphasiz;e grouadwater recharge and reduce 

peak stream flov,rs. · 

(3) Any O*terior lightiag associated ·.vith a proposed de';elopment shall be placed, shaded or sCFeened 

to av-oid shining directly into a Stream Conservation Area 

(4) Any trees o¥er 6" in caliper that are removed as a result of aay developmeat shall be replaced by 

aBy eombrnatioa ofaative species whose combiaed caliper is equivalent to that ofthe trees removed. 

(5) Satisfactioa of the erosioa coatrol staadards ofMCC .6730. 

(6) Soil disturbing activities withia a Stream Conservation Area shall be limited to the period 

betweeB June 15 aBd September 15. R-0'/egetation/soil stabili'latioa must be accomplished no later than 

October 15. Best Management Practices related to erosioa control shall be required Vlithin a Stream 

Conser¥atioa Area. 

(7) Demonstration of compliance vlith: all applicable state and federal permit requiremeBts. 

(E) For Protected Aggregate and Mineral (PAM) resoHroes within a PAM subdistrict, the l\fitigatioa 

Plan ffiHSt comply only with measHres ideBtified in the Goal 5 protection program that has been 

desigaated for the site. 

Section 20. § 11.15.6429 is added as follows: 

11.15.6429 CRITERIA FOR APPROYAJ, OF SEC-WR PERMIT -WATER RESOURCE 

Except for the exempt uses listed in MCC .6406 and the existing uses pursuant to MCC .6412; no 

development shall be allowed within a Water Resource Area unless the provisions of section (A) or ffi) or 

(C) below are satisfied. An application shall not be approved unless it containilhe site analysis 

infonnation required in MCC .6408(A) and (C), and meets the general requirements in MCC .6422. 

(A) Development on Low Impact Sites - Development on parcels in locations that would have low 

impacts on Water Resource Areas may be exempt from the Alternatives Analvsis in (B) below. 

Development on sites that meet the following criterion may be allowed pursuant to the other 

applicable requirements of this district including the Development Standards of (D) and the 

orovisions for Mitigation in ffi): 

(1) The development site is at least one hundred (100) feet from top of bank or top of ravine. 

which ever results in a greater distance from the Protected Water Feature. 

·Top of ravine is the break in the> 25% slope. Slope should be measured in 25-foot increments 
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away from the water feature until the slope is less than 25% (too of ravine). up to a maximum 

distance of200' from the water feature. Where multiple resources are present (e.g .. stream with 

wetlands along banks). the starting point for measurement should be whichever offers greatest 

re-source protection. 

ffi) Alternatives Analysis - Development pro-posed within a Water Resource Area may be al-lowed 

if there is no alternative. when the other requirements of this district including the Development 

Standards of (D) and the provisions for Mitigation in ffi) are met. The applicant shall prepare an 

alternative analysis which demonstrates that: 

(1) No practicable alternatives to the re-quested development exist that will not disturb the 

Water Resource Area: and 

(2) Development in the Water Resource Area has been limited to the area necessarv to allow for 

the proposed use: 

(3) Development shall occur as far as practicallv possible from the stream: and 

( 4) The Water .Resource Area can be re-stored to an equal or better condition: or 

(5) Any net loss on the propertv of resource area function and/or value can be mitigated. 

(C) Buffer Averaging - Development may be al-lowed to encroach into the 200' SEC-wr oyer-lay 

zone or "buffer" when the provisions of (1) through (6) below are satisfied. These provisions are 

intended to allow development to extend a specific amount into the edges of the overlay zone 

without an alternatives analysis in exchange for increasing the area of vegetated corridor on the 

propertv that is in good condition. 

(1) Site assessment information pursuant to MCC .6408(A) and <C) has been submitted. 

(2) The riparian/vegetated corridor is certified to be in a marginal or degraded condition 

pursuant to Table 2. Buffer averaging is not allowed to encroach in areas certified to be in good 

condition. · 

(3) The maximum encroachment does not exceed 20% of the frontage length of the vegetated 

corridor by 20% of the required width. · 

(4) The entire remaining vegetated corridor on the project site or the frrst 50 feet closest to the 

stream (whichever is less) will be enhanced to "good" condition pursuant to Table 2. 

(5) The area of encroachment will be re-placed with added buffer area at a 1: 1 ratio. 

(6) The replacement area will be incoroorated into the remaining vegetated corridor on the 

project site and meet the "good" condition pursuant to Table 2. regardless of its distance from 

the resource area. 

(D) Development Standards- Development within the Water Resource Area shall comply with the 

following standards: 

(1) Development of trails. rest points. viewpoints. and other facilities for the enjovment of the 

resource must be done in such a inanner so as to minimize impacts on the natural resource while 

allowing for the enjoyment of the natural resource. 

(2) Development in areas of dense standing trees shall be designed to minimize the numbers of 

trees to be cut. No more than 50 percent of mature standing trees (of 6-inch DBH greater) shall 

be removed with-out a one-for-one replacement with comparable species. The site plan for the 
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pro-posed activity shall identify all mature standing trees by tvoe. size. and location. which are 

proposed for removaL and the location and tvoe of replacement trees. 

(3) Areas of standing trees. shrubs. and natural vegetation will remain connected or contiguous. 

particularly along natural drain-age courses. so as to provide a transition between the proposed 

development and the natural resource. to provide food. water. and cover for wildlife. and to 

protect the visual amenitv values of the natural resource. 

( 4) The Water Resource Area shall be re-stored to "good condition" and maintained in 

accordance with the mitigation plan oursuant to (E) below and the specifications in Table 2. 

(5) To the extent practicable; existing vegetation shall be protected and left in place. Work areas 

shall be carefully located and marked to reduce potential damage to the Water Resource Area. 

Trees in the Water Resource Area shall not be used as anchors for stabilizing construction 

equipment. 

(6) Where existing vegetation has been re-moved. or the original land contours disturbed. the 

site shall be revegetated. and the vegetation shall be established as soon as practicable. Nuisance 

plants. as identified in Table 1. may be removed at any time. Interim erosion control measures 

such as mulching shall be used to avoid erosion on bare areas. Nuisance plants shall be replace<l 

with non-nuisance plants by the next growing season. 

Frontag~ length = 200" 
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(7) Prior to construction. the Water Resource Area shall be flagged. fenced or otherwise marked 

and shall remain undisturbed except as otherwise allowed by this district. Such markings shall 

be maintained until construction is complete. 

(8) Stormwater auantity control and quality control facilities: 
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Cal Stormwater management shall be conducted in a manner that does not in-crease the 

flow of stormwater to the stream above me-development levels. 

(b) The stormwater quantitv control and qualitv control facilitv may onlv encroach a 

maximum of25 feet into the outside boundary of the Water Resource Area of a primary 

water feature: and 

. (c) The area of encroachment must be replaced by adding an area equal in size and with 

similar functions and values to the Water Resource Area on the subjectproperty. 

(E) Mitigation - Mitigation shall be required to offset the impacts of development within the SEC­

wr. This section establishes how mitigation can occur. 

(1) Mitigation Sequence. Mitigation includes avoiding. minimizing or compensating for adverse 

impacts to regulated natural resource areas. 

(a) When a proposed use or development activitv could cause adverse impacts to a natural 

resource area. the preferred sequence of mitigation as defmed in 1. through 5. below shall 

be followed unless the applicant demonstrates that an overriding public benefit would 

warrant an exception to this preferred sequence. 

1. Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of actions on 

that portion of the site which contains the regulated natural resource area: 

2. Minimizing inmacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
inmlementation: 

3. Compensating for the inmact by repairing. rehabilitating. or restoring the affected 
environment: · 

4. Compensating for the impact by replacing. enhancing or providing substitute 
resources or environments on-site. 

5. Compensating for the imoact by replacing. enhancing or oroviding substitute 
resources or environments off-site. 

(b) When evaluating potential imoacts to the natural resource. the Coumv may consider 

whether there is an overriding public benefit. given: 

1. The extent of the public need for the oroposed development: 

2. The functional values of the Water Resource Area that may be affected by the 
oroposed development: 

3. The extent and permanence of the adverse effects ofthe development on the Water 

Resource Area; either directly or indirectly: 

4. The cumulative adverse effects ofpast activities on the Water Resource Area. either 

directly or indirectlv: and 

5. The uniqueness or scarcitv of the Water Resource Area that may be affected. 

(2) Compensatory Mitigation: General Requirements. As a condition of any pennit or other 

aporoval allowing development which results in the loss or degradation of regulated natural 

resource areas. or as an enforcement action. compensatory mitigation shall be required to offset 

impacts resulting from the actions of the applicant or violator. 
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(a) Any person who alters or proposes to alter regulated natural resource areas shall restore 

or create natural resource areas equivalent to or larger than those altered in order to 

compensate for re-source losses. 

(b) The following ratios applv to the creation or restoration of natural re-source areas. The 

first number specifies the amount of natural resource area to be created and the second 

specifies the amount of natural resource area to be altered or lost. 

Creation (off-site) 2:1 

Restoration (off-site) 1.5:1 

Creation Con-site) 1.5:1 

CRestoration (on-site) 1: 1 

(c) Only marginal or degraded water re-source areas as described in Table 2 may be the 

· subject of a restoration proiect proposed as part of a Mitigation Plan. 

(d) Highest prioritv sites for mitigation are marginal or degraded corridors that are closest 

to a natural drainage. and areas which will increase contiguous areas of standing trees. 

shrubs. and natural vegetation along drainages. 

(e) The off-site mitigation shall be as close to the development as is practicable above the 

confluence of the next downstream tributarv. or if this is not practicable. within the 
watershed where the development will take place or as otherwise specified by the Countv. 

CO Compensation shall be completed prior to initiation of develooment where possible. 

(g) In order to ensure that on-site mitigation areas are established and maintained. the 
propertv owner shall record the mitigation plan approval in the deed records of Multnomab 

County. In order to ensure that off-site mitigation areas will be protected in peroetuitv. the 
owner shall cause a deed restriction to be placed on the propertv where the mitigation is 
required. The deed restriction shall be irrevocable unless a statement of release is signed by 

an authorized representative of Multnomah Countv. 

(3) Mitigation Plan Standards - Natural re-source mitigation plans shall contain the following 
information: · 

(a) A description of adverse impacts that could be caused as a result of development. 

(b) An explanation of how adverse imPacts to resource areas will be avoided. minimized. 
and/or mitigated. 

(c) A list of all responsible parties including. but not limited to. the owner. applicant. 

contractor or other persons responsible for work on the development site. 

Cd) A map drawn to scale. showing where the specific mitigation activities will occur. 

(e) An implementation schedule. including timeline for construction. mitigation. mitigation 

maintenance. monitoring. reporting and a contingency plan. All in-stream work in fish­

bearing streams must be done in accordance with the Oregon Department ofFish and 
Wildlife in-stream timing schedule. 

Table 2 

RiparianNegetated Corridor Standards 
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Existing RiRarian/V egetated Corridor Condition Reguirements of RiRarian/V egetated CQrridor 
£rQtection, Enhancement and/or Mitigation 

Good Corridor 

CQmbination Qf natiye trees, shrubs, and £rovide certification, I)ursuant tQ the J:lrQcedures 
gmundcover cQvering greater than 80% of the Rrovided b;x the £Ianning Director, bx a 
area Rrofessional ecologis.tLbiologist that the riRarian/ 

and 
vegetated cQrridQr meets condition criteria. 

Greater than SQ% tree canOJ:lX exists (aerial 
Remove an;x inyasive nQn-native or nuisance 
SJ:lecies and debris and nQxious materials within 

measure) 
the corridQr by hand. 

£rovide the Coun;t:x with a native Rlant 
reyegetation Rlan ai)I)roi)riate to the site 
cQnditions deyeloi)ed bx an ecologistfbiolQgist or 
landscaRe architect to restore conditiQn and 
mitigate anx habitat Qr water guali;t:x imRacts 
related tQ deye}QI)ment. 

Revegetate imnacted area Rer aooroyed Rlan to 
reestablish "wod" cQrridor conditions 

Marginal Corridor 

Cmnbination of natiye :trees, shrubs, and £rovide certification, I)Ursuant to the J:lrocedures 
gmundcQvers covering 50%- 8Q% Qfthe area J:lrovided b~ the £Ianning Director, by a 

and/Qr 
J:lrQfessiQnal ecologist/biQlogist that the ,' 

riRarian!vegetated corridor meets conditiQn 
26-SQ% :tree canORX exists (aerial measure) criteria. 

(Restoration UJ:l to "goQd" cQrridor reguired) RemQve an;x invasive non-native or nuisance 
SRecies and debris and UQXiQus materials within 
the cQrridQ[ by hand or mechanicall~ with small 
eguiRment, as aooroi)riate to minimize dama~ 
to existing natiye vegetatiQn. 

£rovide Coun;t:x with a native Rlant revegetation 
Rlan aRRroRriate to the site conditiQns deyeloRed 
bx an ecolQgistfbiQlogist or landscaJ:le architect 
tQ restore to a goQd cQrridQr condition. 

Vegetate cQrridQr tQ establish "good" corridor 
conditiQns 
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Degraded Corridor 

Combination of native trees. shrubs. and 
groundcovers covering is less than 50% of the 
area 

and/or 

Less than 25% tree canoPY exists (aerial 
measure) 

and/or 

Greater than 10% of the area is covered by 
invasive. non-native specjes. · 

(Restoration up to "good" corridor required) 

Provide certification. pursuant to the procedures 
provided by the Planning Director. by a 
professional ecologist/biologist that the 
riparian/vegetated corridor meets condition 
criteria. 

Remove any invasive non-native or nuisance 
species and debris and noxious materials within 
the corridor by hand 'or mechanically as 
appropriate. 

Provide Countv with a native plant revegetation 
plan appropriate to the site conditions developed 
by an ecologist/biologist or landscape architect 
to restore to a good corridor condition. 

Vegetate corridor to establish "good" corridor 
conditions 

Section 21. . Comprehensive Framework Plan Policy 16-D: Fish and Wildlife Habitat is amended 

to read as follows: · 

POLICY 16-D: FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT 

It is the County's policy to protect significant fish and wildlife habitat and to specifically limit conflicting 

uses within natural ecosystems within the rural portions of the County and sensitive big game winter 

habitat areas. 

STRATEGIES 

A. Utilize information provided by the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife to identify significant 

habitat areas and to delineate sensitive big game winter habitat areas. If necessary, supplement this 

information with additional professional analysis to identify additional significant habitat areas and 

natural ecosystems within rural portions of the County. 

1. In 2001. the Metropolitan Service District (Metro) iti.ventoried the riparian and wildlife habitat 

within its jurisdiction for riparian and wildlife habitat qualitv. Within Metro's boundaries. the County 

may rely upon Metro's riparian and wildlife habitat inventories and mapping to identify and protect 

fish and wildlife habitat. 

B. Apply the SEC overlay zone to all significant habitat areas not already zoned Willamette River 

Greenway. 

C. Include provisions within the Zoning Ordinance to review development proposals which may affect 

natural ecosystems within the rural portions of the County and sensitive big game winter habitat 

areas. 
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Section 22. The following Sectional Zoning Maps are amended to apply the Significant 
Environmental Concern for Streams (SEC-s) overlay zone as shown on Exhibits A and B: 30, 39, 40, 49, 
50, 51, 60, 61, 62, 72, 73, 77, 83, 85, 86, 87, 88, 651,652, 655, 656, 667, 668, 671, 672, 674, and 683. 

Section 23. The following Sectional Zoning Maps are amended to apply the Significant 
Environmental Concern for Water Resources (SEC-wr) overlay zone as shown on Exhibit C: 529, 534, 

535, 540, 541, and 542. 

FIRST READING: 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON · 

By cSa.-p·l{'(/2U. (12t{ .. 
Sandra N. Duffy. Assistant C6 

SUBMITTED BY: 

December 17, 2009 

January 7, 2010 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTI:~"O COUNTY, OREGON 

M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Department of Community Services 
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Agenda 
Title: 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEME.NT REQUEST (revisedo9mtos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 

Agenda Item #: _R::..::.....:-5=--------
Est. Start Time: 10:00 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/24/09 --------

RESOLUTION Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate Possession of Real 
Property Necessary for the Purpose of Constructing Improvements on Behalf of 
the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 in Unincorporated Multnomah 
County 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine Date: -'-'Ja.:...n....:.u.:...ruy-"-~7,'-2_0_1_0 _________ Time Needed: _5_m_i_n_ut_e_s ______ _ 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Community Services Division: Road Services 
Patrick Hinds, Program Manager, and Tom Hansell, Manager of the Dunthorpe­
Riverdale Service District No. 1 

(503) 988-3712 Ext. 83712 
~....::..=-~.=..::...::....:...::.::::.. __ 110 Address: #425N eon --'-'....:....;.......:....;... ______ _ 

Patrick Hinds, Tom Hansell, and Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Convene as the governing body of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District and adopt the 
Resolution authorizing the acquisition of easements necessary for the construction and maintenance 
of this Service District project and to use condemnation, if necessary. 

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. 

The Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District's current year capital program was adopted to construct a 
500 foot long, 8 inch diameter bypass pipe to divert 0.5 cubic feet per second of flow from the Elk 
Rock pump station into the Tryon pump station. The project had been identified in the District's 20-
year Sanitary Systems Facility Plan as a high priority in order to forestall an expensive capacity 
upgrade at the Elk Rock pump station. Placement of the bypass line will alleviate capacity problems 
identified at Elk Rock pump station and will extend the estimated date of the pump station upgrade 
to 2023. 

Location for the bypass pipe has been selected and will have the least amount of impact on private 
property, while still achieving the District's objective. The preferred location for the bypass pipe 

1 



alignment places the pipe onto property owned by the Riverdale School District. The District has 
been working with the Riverdale School Superintendent and School Board, who have voiced support 
for the project but did express concerns that the District could have the potential to negatively 
impact their Riverdale School Construction project, which is occurring at the same time and 
location. In response to the School's comments, the District is working with the school to enter into 
an intergovernmental agreement to provide for the School to construct the District project using the 
School's existing general contractor, a strategy the School promoted to the District. 

The shift to having the School construct the District's project has been supported by the City of 
Portland who prepared the 100 percent design. The City of Portland's Bureau of Environmental 
Services, through an intergovernmental agreement with the District, is responsible for design and 
construction of the District capital improvements. The District is working with the City to obtain 
their release to allow the School to construct the bypass pipe. Additionally, under the terms of the 
existing agreement, the District is responsible to acquire all necessary easements for District 
operations. The District and the City of Portland share in the cost of any capital improvements 
based on the calculated use of the facilities within the three tributary drainage basins serving both 
District and City residents. The current allocation for this drainage basin assigns 78.3 percent of 
construction cost to the District. The original project estimate is $525,000, which includes design, 
right-of way, and construction charges. The agreement further prescribes that the District incurs 100 
percent of the costs to acquire easements located inside the District boundaries. 

Additionally, in the area impacted by this project, an abutting property owner has an existing 
easement interest over the School's property. With passage of this Resolution, the District will begin 
negotiations with the abutting property owner requesting their consent to allow the proposed bypass 
pipe installation in the area where they have a perpetual and exclusive easement. 

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

The District has secured the necessary resources to construct and maintain this new infrastructure. 
Through the authority of Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) and Local Budget Law, the District has 
established sewer rates to meet the District's current and forecasted operational, maintenance, 
capital, and debt repayment requirements. 

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

The Multnomah County Board serving as the governing body of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service 
District is granted authority under ORS to establish fees necessary to support construction, 
maintenance, and operations of district facilities. Through the District's 20-year Sanitary Systems 
Plan, this project has been identified as high priority and necessary to delay larger capital 
improvements. In anticipation of funding the District's share of the project, the District's 
construction reserve has been increasing in anticipation of constructing this project in the Spring 
of2010. 

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

The District will continue to coordinate with Riverdale School and community to acquire the 
necessary easements and sustain their involvement through construction. 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/24/09 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON, ACTING AS THE 

GOVERNING BODY FOR DUNTHORPE-RIVERDALE SANITARY SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate Possession of Real Property Necessary for the 
Purpose of Constructing Improvements on Behalf of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District 
No. 1 in Unincorporated Multnomah County 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. It is necessary for the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 (the "District'') to 
acquire the real property interests as described in the attached Exhibit A (the 
"Property'') for purposes of accessing, laying down, installing, constructing, 
reconstructing, operating, inspecting, monitoring and maintaining a sewer or sewer 
appurtances (the "Project''). 

b. The Project has been identified on the District's 20-year Sanitary Systems Facility Plan. 

c. The estimated Project cost is $525,000.00. The District is responsible for 78.3% of the 
cost of the Project. The remainder of the cost of the Project will be borne by the City of 
Portland. 

d. The Board of County Commissioners has authority to convene as the Board for the 
Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1. 

e. The Project has been planned and located in a manner that is most compatible with the 
greatest public good and the least private injury. 

f. It is necessary to acquire immediate possession of the Property to allow construction to 
proceed and be completed on schedule and within budgetary limitations. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. It is necessary to acquire the property for the Project. 

2. In the event that no satisfactory agreement can be reached with the owners of, or other 
parties with interests in, the Property as to the purchase price, legal counsel is 
authorized and directed to commence and prosecute to final determination such 
condemnation proceedings as may be necessary to acquire the Property. Such action 
shall be in accordance with all applicable laws, rules, and regulations governing such 
acquisition. 

3. Upon final determination of any such proceeding, the deposit of funds and payment of 
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judgment conveying the Property to the County is authorized. 

4. It is necessary to obtain possession of the Property as soon as possible to allow 
construction to proceed and be completed on schedule within its budgetary limits. 

5. Legal counsel is authorized and directed to take such action in accordance with law to 
obtain possession of the Property as soon as possible. 

6. There is authorized the creation of a fund in the amount of the estimate of just 
compensation for the property which shall, upon obtaining possession of the Property, 
be deposited with the Clerk of the Court wherein the action was commenced for the use 
of the defendants in the action, and the Director of the Finance Division is authorized to 
draw a warrant on the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 in such sum for 
deposit. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January, 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By __________________________ __ 

Matthew 0. Ryan, Assistant County Attorney 

SUBMffiED BY: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON, 
GOVERNING BODY FOR DUNTHORPE­
RIVERDALE SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1. 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Department of Community Services 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

PARCEL 1: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

An exclusive and perpetual easement for the purpose of accessing, laying down, installing, 

constructing, reconstructing, operating, inspecting, 1.110nitoring, and maintaining a sewer or 

sewers and appmtenances, through, under, over, and along the following real prope11y more 

particularly described as follows: 

A pot1ion of Lot 23, Abernethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated in the 

SW one-quruier of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, 

Multnomah County, Oregon described as follows: 

Beginning at a 1/2" iron pi peat the Northwest corner of that tract of land conveyed to 

School District Number 51 ofMultnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 

1947 in Book 1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR); thence South 

along the West line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract, a distance of 144 feet, more or less, 

to the South line of said Lot 23; thence N89.37'E along the South line of said Lot 23, a 

distance of 10.00 feet; thence North, parallel to the w·est line of said Book 1232, Page 265 

tract, a distance of 144 feet, more or less, to the North line thereof and the South line of that 

certain tract of land conveyed to School District No 51 Multnomah County, State of Oregon 

by deed recorded August 27, 1925 in Book 1020, Page 199, MCDR; thence N89.37'E along 

the South line of said Book I 020, Page 199 tract, a distance of 10.00 feet; thence North, a 

distance of 15.00 feet; thence S89.37'W, parallel to the South line of said Book 1020, 

Page 199 tract, a distance of 340 feet, more or less, to the southeasterly right of way line of 

SW Military Road, County Road No. 1881; thence S 19·21 'W along said southeasterly right 

of way line, a distance of 16 feet, more or less, to the South line of said Book 1020, 

Page 199 tract; thence N89. 3 7'E along the South line of said Book 1 020, Page 199 tract, a 

distance of 326 feet, more or less, to the point of beginning. 

Containing 6,585 square feet, more or less. 

REGISTERED 
PROFESSIONAL 

LAND SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JU!.Y 16, 1!171 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
~ 954 / 

fGI!NiiW~ 7 -O I ~ 'Z.O II 



PARCEL2: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

A temporary (beginning January 1, 2010 and expiring June 1, 2012) easement for the 

purpose of accessing, laying down, installing, constructing, reconstructing, operating, 

inspecting, monitoring, and maintaining a sewer or sewers and appmtenances, through, 

under, over, and along the following real prope11y more particularly described as follows: 

A portion of Lot 23, Abernethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated in the 

SW one-quarter of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, 

Multnomah County, Oregon described as follows: 

Commencing at a 1/2" iron pipe at the Northwest corner of that tract of land conveyed to 

School District Number 51 ofMultnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 

1947 in Book 1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR), said iron pipe 

being on the South line of that certain tract of land conveyed to School District No 51 

Multnomah County, State of Oregon by deed recorded August 20, 1925 in Book 1020, 

Page 199, MCDR; thence N89.37'E along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, 

a distance of20.00 feet; thence North, a distance of 15.00 feet to the N01theast corner of the 

heretofore described Parcel 1 and the true point of beginning; thence North, a distance of 

10.00 feet; thence S89.37'W, parallel to the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a 

distance of337 feet, more or less, to the southeasterly right of way line ofSW Military 

Road, County Road No. 1881; thence S19.2l 'W along said southeasterly right of way line, a 

distance of 11 feet, more or less, to the Northwest corner of the heretofore described 

Parcel 1: thence N89.37'E along the North line of said Parcel 1, a distance of 340 feet, more 

or less, to the point of beginning. 

Containing 3,3 86 square feet, more or less. 
REGISTERED 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAND SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JULY 16, 11171 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
954 



PARCEL 3: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

A temporary (beginning January 1, 2010 and expiring June 1, 2012) easement for the 

purpose of accessing, laying down, installing, constructing, reconstructing, operating, 

inspecting, monitoring, and maintaining a sewer or sewers and appmtenances, through, 

under, over, and along the following real property more pmticularly described as follows 

·A portion of Lots 22 and 23, Abernethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated 

in the SW one-quarter of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridim1, 

Multnomah County, Oregon described as follows: 

Commencing at a 1/2" iron pipe at the Northwest comer of that tract of land conveyed to 

School District Number 51 ofMultnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 

1947 in Book 1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR); thence 

N89.37'E along the North line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract, a distance of 10.00 feet to 

an angle corner in the East line of the heretofore described Parcel 1; thence South, along the 

East line of said Parcel 1, a distance of 15.22 feet to the true. point of beginning; thence 

South along the East line of said Parcel 1 and the Southerly extension thereof, a distance of 

153.68 feet; thence N89.37'E, a distance of 10.00 feet; thence N01th, a distance of 133.68 

feet, to a point that is 35.22 feet South of the Nmth line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract; 

thence N89.37'E, a distance of 50.00 feet; thence North, a distance of20.00 feet to a point 

that is 15.22 feet South of the Nmth line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract; thence 

S89.3TW parallel with said North line, a distance of 60.00 feet to the true point of 

beginning. 

Containing 2,537 square feet, more or less. REGISTERED 
PROFESSIONAL 

LAND SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JUI.Y 16, ID71 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
954 



PARCEL4: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

An exclusive and perpetual access easement, for the purpose of inspecting, monitoring and 

maintaining the sewer and appurtances constructed within the above-referenced Parcel 1. This 

access easement is over and along the following real property more particularly described as 

follows: 

A portion of Lot 23, Abernethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated in the SW one­

quarter of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah 

County, Oregon described as follows: 

Commencing at a 1/2" iron pipe at the Northwest corner of that tract of land conveyed to School 

District Number 51 of Multnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 194 7 in Book 

1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR), said iron pipe being on the South 

line ofthat certain tract ofland conveyed to School District No 51 Multnomah County, State of 

Oregon by deed recorded August 20, 1925 in Book 1020, Page 199, MCDR; thence N89.37'E 

along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a distance of 10.00 feet to an angle corner 

in the East line of the heretofore described Parcel 1 and the true point of beginning; thence South, 

. along the East line of said Parcell, a distance of 15.22 feet to the Northwest comer of the 

heretofore described Parcel 3; thence N89"3 7'E along the North line of said Parcel 3 and its 

easterly extension, a distance of 123.51 feet; thence N 65 ·58' 3 O"E, a distance of 15 9.28 feet, more 

or less to the Southwesterly right of way line of SW Breyman Avenue, County Road No. 553; 

thence northwesterly, along said Southwesterly right of way line, a distance of 15.00 feet; thence 

S65.58'30"W, a distance of 155.57 feet, more or less, to a point on the South line of said Book 

1020, Page 199 tract; thence S89.37'W, along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a 

distance of 120.77 feet to the true point of beginning. 

Containing 4,220 square feet, more or less. 

As shown on the attached EXHIBIT MAP, herein made a part of this document. In the event of a 

conflict or discrepancy between the map as shown on the EXHIBIT MAP and the written legal 

description, the written legal description shall prevail. 
RE'GISTERE:D 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAND SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JULY q!,, 1!:>7\ 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
954 
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EXHIBIT MAP 

PARCEL 2 
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT 
Area : 3386 SF 

PARCEl 1 
PERPEnJAL SEWER EASEMENT 
Area : 6585 SF 

EXISTING MANHOLE 

PARCEl 4 
PERPETUAL ACCESS EASEMENT 

Area : 4220 SF 

PARCEL 3 
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT 
Area : 2537 SF 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON, ACTING AS THE 

GOVERNING BODY FOR DUNTHORPE-RIVERDALE SANITARY SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-005 

Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate Possession of Real Property Necessary for the 
Purpose of Constructing Improvements on Behalf of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District 
No. 1 in Unincorporated Multnomah County · 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. It is necessary for the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 (the "District'') to 
acquire the real property interests as described in the attached Exhibit A (the 
"Property'') for purposes of accessing, laying down, installing, constructing, 
reconstructing, operating, inspecting, monitoring and maintaining a sewer or sewer 
appurtances (the "Project''). 

b. The Project has been identified on the District's 20-year Sanitary Systems Facility Plan. 

c. The estimated Project cost is $525,000.00. The District is responsible for 78.3% of the 
cost of the Project. The remainder of the cost of the Project will be borne by the City of 
Portland. 

d. The Board of County Commissioners has authority to convene as the Board for the 
Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1. 

e. The Project has been planned and located in a manner that is most compatible with the 
greatest public good and the least private injury. 

f. It is necessary to acquire immediate possession of the Property to allow construction to 
proceed and be completed on schedule and within budgetary limitations. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. It is necessary to acquire the property for the Project. 

2. In the event that no satisfactory agreement can be reached with the owners of, or other 
parties with interests in, the Property as to the purchase price, legal counsel is 
authorized and directed to commence and prosecute to final determination such 
condemnation proceedings as may be necessary to acquire the Property. Such action 
shall be in accordance with all applicable laws, rules, and regulations governing such 
acquisition. 

3. Upon final determination of any such proceeding, the deposit of funds and payment of 
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judgment conveying the Property to the County is authorized. 

4. It is necessary to obtain possession of the Property as soon as possible to allow 
construction to proceed and be completed on schedule within budgetary limitations. 

5. Legal counsel is authorized and directed to take such action in accordance with law to 
obtain possession of the Property as soon as possible. 

6. There is authorized the creation of a fund in the amount of the estimate of just 
compensation for the property which shall, upon obtaining possession of the Property, 
be deposited with the Clerk of the Court wherein the action was commenced for the use 
of the defendants in the action, and the Director of the Finance Division is authorized to 
draw a warrant on the Dunthorpe-Riverdale Service District No. 1 in such sum for 
deposit. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January, 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMA COUNTY, OREGON 

'"'-

SUBMffiED BY: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON, 
GOVERNING BODY FOR DUNTHORPE-
RIVERDAL SER DISTRICT NO. 1. 

M. Cecilia Johnson, Director, Department of Community Services, 

Page 2 of 2- RESOLUTION 2010-005 Authorizing Condemnation and Immediate Possession of Real 
Property Necessary for Drainage Improvements on Behalf of the Dunthorpe-Riverdale 
Service District No. 1 



EXHIBIT "A" 

PARCEL 1: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

An exclusive and perpetual easement for the purpose of accessing, laying down, installing, 

constructing, reconstructing, operating, inspecting, )JlOnitoring, and maintaining a sewer or 

sewers and appurtenances, through, under, over, and along the following real property more 

particularly described as follows: 

A poliion of Lot 23, Abernethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated in the 

SW one-quatier of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, 

Multnomah County, Oregon described as follows: 

Beginning at a 1 /2" iron pipe at the Northwest corner of that tract of land conveyed to 

School District Number 51 of Multnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 

1947 in Book 1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR); thence South 

along the West line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract, a distance of 144 feet, more or less, 

to the South line of said Lot 23; thence N89.37'E along the South line of said Lot 23, a 

distance of 10.00 feet; thence North, parallel to the West line of said Book 1232, Page 265 

tract, a distance of 144 feet, more or less, to the North line thereof and the South line of that 

certain tract of land conveyed to School District No 51 Multnomah County, State of Oregon 

by deed recorded August 27, 1925 in Book 1020, Page 199, MCDR; thence N89"37'E along 

the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a distance of 10.00 feet; thence North, a 

distance of 15.00 feet; thence S89.37'W, parallel to the South line of said Book 1020, 

Page 199 tract, a distance of 340 feet, more or less, to the southeasterly right of way line of 

SW Military Road, County Road No. 1881; thence S19.21 'W along said southeasterly right 

of way line, a distance of 16 feet, more or less, to the South line of said Book 1020, 

Page 199 tract; thence N89.37'E along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a 

distance of 326 feet, more or less, to the point of beginning. 

Containing 6,585 square feet, more or less. 

ReGISTERED 
PROF' ESSIONAL 

LAND SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JUt.Y 16, 1971 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
~ 954 / 

{lt!tt(sw ~ 7 -O I • 'Z.O I I 



PARCEL2: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

A temporary (beginning January 1, 2010 and expiring June 1, 2012) easement for the 

purpose of accessing, laying down, installing, constructing, reconstructing, ,operating, 

inspecting, monitoring, and maintaining a sewer or sewers and appurtenances, through, 

. under, over, and along the following real property more particularly described as follows: 

A portion of Lot 23, Abemethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated in the 

SW one-quarter of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, 

Multnomah County, Oregon described as follows: 

Commencing at a 1/2" iron pipe at the Northwest comer of that tract ofland conveyed to 

School District Number 51 of Multnomal1 County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 

1947 in Book 1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR), said iron pipe 

being on the South line of that certain tract of land conveyed to School District No 51 

Multnomah COtmty, State of Oregon by deed recorded August 20, 1925 in Book 1020, 

Page 199, MCDR; thence N89.37'E along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, 

a distance of20.00 feet; thence North, a distance of 15.00 feet to the Nottheast comer of the 

heretofore described Parcel 1 and the true point of beginning; thence North, a distance of 

10.00 feet; thence S89.37'W, parallel to the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a 

distance of337feet, more or less, to the southeasterly right of way line ofSW Military 

Road, County Road No. 1881; thence S19"21 'W along said southeasterly right of way line, a 

distance of 11 feet, more or less, to the Northwest corner of the heretofore described 

Parcel 1: thence N89.37'E along the North line of said Parcel I, a distance of 340 feet, more 

or less, to the point of beginning. 

Containing 3,386 square feet, more or less. 
RE'G.ISTERE:D 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAND SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JULY 16, 11171 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
954 



PARCEL3: 

Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
Item No. 09-02 

A temporary (beginning January 1, 2010 and expiring June J, 20 12) easement for the 

purpose of accessing, laying down, installing, constructing, reconstructing, operating, 

inspecting, monitoring, and maintaining a sewer or sewers and appurtenances, through, 

under, over, and along the following real property more particularly described as follows 

A portion of Lots 22 and 23, Abernethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated 

in the SW one-quarter of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, 

Multnomah County, Oregon described as follows: 

Commencing at a 1/2" Iron pipe at the Northwest corner of that tract efland conveyed to 

School District Number 51 ofMultnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 

1947 in Book 1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR); thence 

N89.37'E along the North line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract, a distance of 10.00 feet to 

an angle comer in the East line of the heretofore described Parcel 1; thence South, along the 

East line of said Parcel 1, a distance of 15.22 feet to the true point of beginning; thence 

South along the East line of said Parcel 1 and the Southerly extension thereof, a distance of 

153.68 feet; thence N89"37'E, a distance of 10.00 feet; thence Nmth, a distance of 133.68 

feet, to a point that is 35.22 feet South of the Nmth line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract; 

thence N89.37'E, a distance of 50.00 feet; thence North, a distance of20.00 feet to a point 

that is 15.22 feet South of the N01th line of said Book 1232, Page 265 tract; thence 

S89.37'W parallel with said North line, a distance of 60.00 feet to the true point of 

beginning. 

Containing 2,537 square feet, more or less. r 
REGISTERED ' 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAN.D SURVEYOR 

OREGON 
JUI.Y 16, 1!171 

ROBERT. A. HOVDEN 
954 



Dunthorpe-Riverdale Sewer Easement 
, Item No. 09-02 

PARCEL4: 

An exclusive and perpetual access easement, for the purpose of inspecting, monitoring and 

maintaining the sewer and appm1ances constructed within the above-referenced Parcell. This 

access easement is over and along the following real property more particularly described as 

follows: · 

A portion of Lot 23, Abemethy Heights, Multnomah County Plat Records situated in the SW one­

quarter of Section 35, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah 

County, Oregon described as follows: 

Commencing at a 1/2" iron pipe at the Northwest corner ofthat tract of land conveyed to School 

District Number 51 ofMultnomah County, Oregon by deed recorded December 30, 1947 in Book 

1232, Page 265, Multnomah County Deed Records (MCDR), said iron pipe being on the South 

line of that certain tract ofland conveyed to School District No 51 Multnomah County, State of 

Oregon by deed recorded August 20, 1925 in Book 1020, Page 199, MCDR; thence N89"37'E 

along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a distance of 10.00 feet to an angle corner 

in the East line of the heretofore described Parcel 1 and the true point of beginning; thence South, 

along the East line of said Parcel 1, a distance of 15.22 feet to the N011hwest comer of the 

heretofore described Parcel· 3; thence N89"37'E along the North line of said Parcel3 and its 

easterly extension, a distance of 123.51 feet; thence N65"58'30"E, a distance of 159.28 feet, more 

or less to the Southwesterly right of way line ofSW Breyman Avenue, County Road No. 553; 

thence northwesterly, along said Southwesterly right of way line, a distance of 15.00 feet; thence 

S65"58'30"W, a distance of 155.57 feet, more or less, to a point on the South line of said Book 

1020, Page 199 tract; thence S89"37'W, along the South line of said Book 1020, Page 199 tract, a 

distance of 120.77 feet to the true point of beginning. 

Containing 4,220 square feet, more or less. 

As shown on the attached EXHIBIT MAP, herein made a part of this document In the event of a 

conflict or discrepancy between the map as shown on the EXHIBIT MAP and the written ~egal 

description, the ·written legal description shall prevail. 
REGISTERED · 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAND SURVEYOR 

~Q~ 
OREGON 
)Ul. Y '!!., I ~71 

ROBERT A. HOVDEN 
\.. 954 
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EXHIBIT MAP 

PARCEL 2 
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT 
Area : 3386 SF 

PARCEL 1 
PERPETUAL SEWER EASEMENT 
Areo : 6585 SF 
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MULTNOMAH CO·UNTY 
AGE.ND~A PLACEMENT RE.QUEST (long form) 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# t2-<.p DATE 0'/or/zo,o 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01107/2010 

Agenda Item #: _R"-"---6'--------
Est. Start Time: 10:05 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/14/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

NOTICE OF INTENT to Apply for Grant Funding of up to $558,750 of Stimulus 
Money Directly from the Federal Government or Indirectly through the State to 
Improve County-Owned Facilities, Reduce Utility Costs, and Lessen 
Maintenance Time and Expense 

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

Requested Amount of 
Meetin2 Date: January 7, 2010 Time Needed: 15 minutes 

~~~--~~---------------- -----------------
Department: Department of County Management Division: Facilities & Property Mgmt 

Contact(s): Bob Thomas, John Lindenthal, Jon Schrotzberger, Clark Jurgemeyer (main contact) 

Phone: 503.988.3074 Ext. 83074 1/0 Address: 274 ------------
Presenter(s ): Bob Thomas, Clark Jurgemeyer 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Authorize submittal of various grant requests to pay for Energy Conservation Measure (ECM) 
capital improvement projects that would improve and lower the cost of County-owned facility 
operations and maintenance. 

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. 

The projects proposed for submittal would accelerate efforts to improve our ability to operate and 
maintain County-owned facilities with high-performance systems, equipment and components. 
Over the last decade, the County has successfully picked the low-hanging fruit of energy 
conservation measures. The proposed grant requests provide one-time opportunities to upgrade and 
expand our money-saving efforts. 

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

All grant proposals include shared costs. Where Business Energy Tax Credit (BETC) and Energy 
Trust of Oregon Inc. (ETO) funds are proposed, those costs would be reimbursed after County 
expenditure. No local matching funds from the County are included. ' 
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a. Improved Lighting Controls (ILC)- Shared costs would come from estimated ETO incentives 

($55,000); 

b. Improved Lighting Efficiency (ILE)- Shared costs would come from estimated ETO incentives 

($77,500); and 

c. Improved Lighting for Healthcare (ILH) - Shared costs would come from estimated ETO 

incentives ($53,750). 

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

Whether directly from the federal government or through the State, accepting stimulus money will 

obligate the County to provide monthly reporting and perhaps project auditing to verify that funds 

are spent in accordance with the grant program requirements. 

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

The County would work with the Energy Trust of Oregon Inc. {ETO) and other parties to share costs 

and make our requests more competitive and attractive to grant applications reviewers. 
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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? 

Federal government directly (or indirectly through the State) in addition to potential incentives and 
incentives from Energy Trust of Oregon Inc. (ETO), and other agencies or organizations yet to be 
determined. 

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

IMPROVED LIGHTING CONTROLS (ILC)- The ILC proposal provides occupancy and vacancy 
sensors at 17 sites. The sensors would be installed in small closed rooms (e.g. break rooms, copy 
rooms, storage rooms, and offices) so that during the day lights would be off unless occupied. The 
room-based controls do not conflict with the Building Automation Systems (BAS) proposal that 
controls entire buildings, floors or zones (not individual rooms). The proposal duplicates control 
work proposed in the ILE, ILJ, and proposed for "full faith and credit borrowing", which would free 
up some of those funds for additional or contingency work. Our compelling story is that turning off 
lighting is simplest way to save money and we would provide controls at multiple sites including 
health, justice and library operations. Project total ($220,000) less shared costs ($55,000) result in a 
$165,000 grant request. 

IMPROVED LIGHTING EFFICIENCY (ILE)- The ILE proposal provides lamps, ballasts, fixtures 
and controls (occupancy and vacancy sensors) at 3 sites Gustice, library, and services). The sensors 
would be installed in small closed rooms (e.g. break rooms, copy rooms, storage rooms, and offices) 
so that during the day lights would be off unless occupied. The room-based controls do not conflict 
with the Building Automation Systems (BAS) proposal that controls entire buildings, floors or zones 
(not individual rooms). The proposal duplicates control work proposed in the ILC, which would 
free up some of those funds for additional or contingency work. Our story will focus on replacing 
fixtures (which has been a larger capital burden than simply upgrading lamps and ballasts). Project 
total ($310,000) less shared costs ($77,500) result in a $232,500 grant request. 

IMPROVED LIGHTING for HEALTHCARE (ILH)- The ILH proposal provides lamps, ballasts, 
fixtures and controls (occupancy and vacancy sensors) at 4 healthcare sites. The sensors would be 
installed in small closed rooms (e.g. break rooms, copy rooms, storage rooms, and offices) so that 
during the day lights would be off unless occupied. The room-based controls do not conflict with 
the Building Automation Systems (BAS) proposal that controls entire buildings, floors or zones (not 
individual rooms). The proposal duplicates control work proposed in the ILC, which would free up 
some of those funds for additional or contingency work. Our story will focus on replacing fixtures 
(which has been a larger capital burden than simply upgrading lamps and ballasts). We may get 
points for targeting healthcare. Project total ($215,000) less shared costs ($53, 750) result in a 
$161,250 grant request. 

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS- All projects using federal stimulus money must submit monthly 
reports, but requirements for each funding source have not been published. 

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

One time only grant funding. 

• What are the estimated filing timelines? 

December 15,2009. 
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• If a grant, what period does the grant cover? 

From time of award until February 2012. 

• When the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

Lighting improvements will revert to Capital Budget and Operation & Maintenance Budget. 

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

Administrative expenses and County staff time are included in the proposed grants. 

Attachment A-2 



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

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

ATTACHMENT B 

Date: 12/14/09 

Date: 12/14/09 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST <revised o9122tos) 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# ~-~ . DATE O,fo.,(ZD\0 
DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCM-13 (FPM 10-02) 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01107/2010 
Agenda Item#: _R::...:-.....:.7 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 10:20 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/21109 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-13 (FPM 10-02) Transferring $443,000 from 
Facilities Contingency Fund 3505 to Capital Fund 2507 for Courthouse 
Elevators 3 and 4 Modernization Project 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine: Date: January 7, 2010 Time Needed: 5 mins 

------~~----------- -------------------
Department: County Management Division: __ FP_M ____________ ___ 

Contact(s): John Lindenthal, Sam Lasko 

Phone: 503 988-4213 Ext. 84213 110 Address: 274/1 -------------- ---------------------
Presenter(s): John Lindenthal 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Requested action is to transfer budget and expenditure authority from Facility Fund 3505 to Capital 
Project Fund 2507 ($443,000) for the following project: 

Courthouse Elevators 3 & 4 Modernization (CP08.10.66). 

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. 

At the meeting of the Board of County Commissioners on November 5, 2009, we provided a 
briefing of the status of several capital projects for the Board's consideration for funding. At the 
briefmg, the Board gave their consensus direction to proceed with the projects as presented. During 
the briefing the Board was informed that there is currently $443,000 budgeted for debt service that 
will.not be used for that purpose, and that Facilities will bring a budget modification request to 
reallocate these funds to the Courthouse Elevators project. Using these funds still leaves a fmancing 
gap of$307,000 as the elevator project total cost is estimated at $750,000. 
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Approval from Mindy Harris, Chief Financial Officer through the attached Declaration of Official 

Intent received on November 20, 2009 to proceed with the project for the Courthouse elevators, 

using the existing $443,000 that was previously allocated for debt service; with the understanding 

the remaining $307,000 will be included in a future financial package once financing strategy is 

finalized. Directions indicate this budget modification be presented to the Board no later than 

January 14, 2010. 

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

Fiscal year FY10: No overall fiscal impact. 

I 

Decrease Fund 3505 60470 Contingency and increase Fund 3505 60560 Cash Transfer. 

Increase Fund 2507 50320 Cash Transfer and 60530 Buildings. 

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

Senate Bill916, which made several changes to Oregon Budget Law. The relevant section is 

highlighted below- deletions from statute are shown in italics, and additions to the statute are 

shown in bold. 

SECTION 9. ORS 294.450 is amended to read: 
294.450. Subject to the provisions contained in the charter of any city or county or in any law 

relating to municipal corporations: 

(3) Transfers of appropriations or of appropriations and a like amount of budget resources may be 

made [from the general.fundJ between funds of the municipal corporation [to any other .fundJ when 

authorized by an official resolution or ordinance of the governing body. The resolution or ordinance 

shall state the need for the transfer, the purpose for the authorized expenditures embodied in the 

appropriation and the amount of appropriation transferred. 

Effective date of Senate Bill916 is January 1, 2010. 

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

None. 
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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? 

Fund 2507 50320 Cash Transfer is increased to reflect transfer from Fund 3505 604 70 Contingency. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Fund 3505 budget decreased by $443,000 I Fund 2507 budget increased by $443,000. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Transfers partial funding to Capital for the execution of necessary elevator modernization at the 
County Courthouse. 

• 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? 

Remainder of project cost estimated to be $307,000 will be included in a financing strategy to be 
determined by the Board. 

• 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. 
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ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCM-13 (FPM 10-02) 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or ~---' < ~' 
Department/ _, 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/22/09 

Budget Analyst: Date: 12/21109 

Department HR: ~N~/A~------------------------------ Date: ____________ _ 

Countywide HR: N/A Date: 
~~------------------------------- -------------

Attachment B 



Page 1 of 1 

Budget Modification ID: I DCM 13 (FPM 1 0-02) 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change 

I Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 

1 72-50 3505 902575 60470 (2,396,436) (1 ,953,436) 443,000 Fund 3505 Contingency. 

2 72-50 3505 902575 60560 (5,364,694) (5,807,694) (443,000) Fund 3505 Cash Transfer 

3 0 

4 72-50 2507 902900 50320 (5,629,051) (6,072,051) (443,000) Fund 2507 Cash Transfer 

5 72-50 2507 902900 60530 30,562,374 31,005,374 443,000 Fund 2507 Buildings 

6 0 

7 0 

8 0 

9 0 

10 0 

11 0 

12 0 

13 0 

14 0 

15 0 

16 0 

17 0 

18 0 

19 0 

20 0 

21 0 

22 0 

23 0 

24 0 

25 0 

26 0 

27 0 

28 0 

29 0 

0 0 Total- Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

BudMod_DCM-13_FPM_10-02CourtouseEievatorsContingency Exp & Rev 
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Department of County Management 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Finance and Risk Management Division 

·•·.· .. 501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 531 
·.•· Portland, Oregon 97214 

·.·•··•• (503) 988-3312 phone 
· · : · < : (503) 988-3292 fax 

······:•·····\·•·i······: ••··· 

Memorandum 

·.···To: Bob Thomas, Facilities Director 

·· .· ..• From: 

··Date: 

Subject: 

John Lindenthal, Capital Improvement Program Manager · 

Mindy Harris, Chief Financial Officer f\J\AA~ ~ 
Interim Director, Dep8rtment of County Management . 

i 

November 20, 2009 

Authorization to Proceed with Deferred Maintenance Project- Courthouse Elevators 

Update • 

At the meeting of the Board of County Commissioners on November 5, 2009, we provided a briefmg 

of the status of several capital projects for the Board's consideration for funding. At the briefing, the 

Board gave theii consensus direction to proceed with the projects as presented. 

The funding for the projects is yet to be finalized. However, financing options described to the 

Board included the use of one time only funding, issuance of a full faith & credit bond, or a 

combination thereof. In addition, during the description of the courthouse elevators maintenance 

project; the Board was informed that there is currently $443,()00 budgeted for debt service that will 

not be used for that purpose, and that Facilities will bring a budget modification request tO reallocate 

these funds to the Courthouse Elevators maintenance project. Using these funds will leave a 

financing gap of $307,000, as the project total cost is estimated at $750,000. 

The Board also gave its consensus direction for County to explore financing alternatives for the 

projects, including a directive to bring a resolution to the Bo8.rd in early December whereby the 

Board would authorize up to $13.9 million in full faith & credit debt. It is unclear at this time 

whether the projects will be financed with existing funding or through a debt issue, but it is 

sufficiently clear that the Board supports our proceeding with the projects however they may be 

fmanced. 

Therefore, you have. my approval to proceed with the maintenance project for the courthouse 

elevators, using the existmg $443,000 that was previously allocated for debt service, with the 

understanding that the remaining $307,000 will be included in the fmancing package for all the 

projects once the fmancing strategy is finalized. Please see that the budget modification described 

. above is presented to the Board for approval as soon as possible, and no later than January 14, 2010. 

Please let me know if you have questions or need additional information or assistance. 

C: Jana McLellan, COO 
· Mark Cam~ bell, Sr. Revenue & Debt Analyst· 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGEND,A PLACEMENT REQUEST (revised o9/22/os) 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA # ~-B DATE 0\/o, I '2.o\O 

DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK . 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCM-14 (FPM 10-04) 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: _R_-8 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 10:25 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/22/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-14 (FPM 10-04) Appropriating Funds from 
the City of Portland into Capital Fund 2507 for Expenses Incurred for 
Requested Tenant Improvements to the Gate Residential Building for the City of 
Portland Gateway Center for Domestic Violence Services 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested 
Meetine Date: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Amount of 
January 7, 2010 Time Needed: 5 mins 
-----~~---------- -------------
_C_ou_n_ty,{__M_a_n_a_,.g'-em_en_t _______ Division: _F_P_M"'----------

John Lindenthal, Brett Taute 

503 988-4213 Ext. 84213 110 Address: 274/1 --------- ------------
John Lindenthal 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

To deposit $600,000 from the City of Portland into Fund 2507 for the expenses incurred for the 
requested tenant improvements to the Gateway Residential building for the City of Portland 
Gateway Center for Domestic Violence Services. 

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. 

On October 22, the Board of County Commissioners approved a Lease and IGA with the City of 
Portland to use the Gateway Residential Building for the City of Portland Gateway Center for 
Domestic Violence Services. As part of that agreement, the City agreed to pay up to $600,000 for 
requested tenant improvement to the facility for the program, section 5 of the lease agreement 
describes this agreement. 

1 



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

Fiscal Year FYl 0: Addition of $600,000 to fund 2507 (held in reserve for the above referenced 
work). 

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

Lease Agreement 30000944, attached 

IGA 30000956, attached 

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

City of Portland is scheduled to pay Multnomah County up to $600,000 per the agreed to terms in 
section 5 of Lease Agreement 30000944. 

2 



ATTAC'HMENT 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? 

Fund 2507 50236, IG Charges for Services is increased to reflect payments from the City of 
Portland. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Fund 2507 50236, IG Charges for Services is increased. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Allows for requested tenant improvement to the facility; section 5 of the lease agreement describes 
this agreement. 

• 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? 

Fiscal Year FYlO: One time only Addition of up to $600,000 through three $200,000 payments 
from the City of Portland to fund 2507 (held in reserve for the above referenced work). 

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

N/A 

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

NIA 

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: DCM-14 (FPM 10-04) 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or ~ .. : " ~-
Department/ ·' 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/22/09 

Budget Analyst: Date: 12/21109 

Department HR.: Date: ----------------------------------- -------------

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

Attachment B 

___ _j 



Page 1 of 1 

Budget Modification ID: .._I F_P_M_1_0_-0_4 _____ _. 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change l Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
1 0 
2 0 
3 0 
4 72-50 2507 CP08.1 0.451 50236 0 (600,000) (600,000) - IG Charges for Services 

5 0 
6 0 
7 0 
8 0 
9 0 
10 0 
11 0 
12 0 
13 0 
14 •. 0 
15 0 
16 0 
17 0 
18 0 
19 0 
20 0 
21 0 
22 0 
23 0 
24 0 
25 0 
26 0 
27 0 
28 0 
29 0 

(600,000) 0 Total - Page 1 

(600,000) 0 GRAND TOTAL 

FPM_10.Q4_CityFundingForGCC_DV Exp & Rev 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGE.NDA PLACEMENT REQUEST (long form) 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# R-G\ DATE 0\/o,fz.o.,o 
DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCM-15 (FPM 10-03) 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01107/2010 

Agenda Item #: ---'R=-=--=-9-----'----
Est. Start Time: 10:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 12/22/09 

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

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCM-15 (FPM 10:.03) Transferring $97,000 to the 
Fiscal Year 2010 Capital Repair and Maintenance Mini-Fund 

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

Requested 
Meetine Date: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Amount of 
January 7, 2009 Time Needed: 5 minutes 
-----~~------------- -------------
_C---'-ou_n_:ty,L._M_an_a_..g,_em_e_.:_nt'--------- Division: _F_P_M ________ ___ 

John Lindenthal, Alan Proffitt 

503-988-4213 Ext. 84213 110 Address: 274/l -------- ---------------
John Lindenthal 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Requested action is to transfer $97,000 to the FY10 Capital Repair and Maintenance Mini-Fund 
(CP10.10.04). This will change the total FY10 budget authorization from $175,000 to $272,000. 

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. 

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

The Capital Repair and Maintenance mini-fund is funded each year to respond to unplanned repairs 

1 



and capital maintenance in Tier 1 buildings. There has been quite a draw on the fund this budget 

year for various projects that include building windows, HV AC, and lighting, etc. This transfer will 

provide for some on-going FYlO Capital Repair and Maintenance mini-fund funding. 

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

Fiscal year FYlO: No overall fiscal impact. Transfer $97,000 budget expenditure authority from the 

following projects: MCE Parking Lot Drainage (CP10.09.23)- $37,000; GCC Services Building 

Window Replacement (CP10.09.50)- $45,000; GCC Masonry Sealing (CP10.09.49)- $15,000 to 

Capital Repair and Maintenance Mini-Fund (CP10.10.04). 

The Projects listed were completed under budget with the project managers fmding alternate 

methods to perform the project goals at significant savings. 

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. 
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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? 

N/A 
e 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? 

NIA 

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: DCM-15 (PROJECT REALLOCATION: FPM 10-03) 

Required Signatures 

Facilities and 
Property 
Management 
Director: 

Chief Financial 
Officer: 

Date: 12/21/09 

Date: 12/21/09 

Date: Budget Director: ----------------------------------- -------------

Attachment B 



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

Budget Modification ID:jFPM 10-03 CORRECTED 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Page1 of 1 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. BudgeUFiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Program Fun c. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
1 72-50 2509 60530 CP10.09.23 (39,922) (2,922) 37,000 Parking lot Drainage near entrance/Asphalt 
2 72-50 2509 60530 CP10.09.50 (87,763) (42,763) 45,000 Window Replacement 8448 
3 72-50 2509 60530 CP10.09.49 (47,954) (32,954) 15,000 Masonry Sealing -
4 72-50 2509 60530 CP10.10.04 (175,000) (272,000) (97,000) Capital Repair 
5 0 
6 0 
7 0 
8 0 
9 0 
10 0 
11 0 
12 0 
13 0 
14 0 
15 0 
16 0 
17 0 
18 0 
19 0 
20 0 
21 0 
22 0 
23 0 

24 0 
25 0 

26 0 
27 0 
28 0 
29 0 

0 0 Total - Page 1 
0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

FPM-10-03_CorreetedCapita1RepairFundlncrease Exp & Rev 



Page 1 of 1 

Budget Modification ID: L.:..l F..:..P.:::M~1:.::0~-0:.::3:.__ ________ ___J 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal ~01 0 

Accounting Unit Change 

Descri/ 
Line Fund Fund Program Fun c. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal 

1 72-50 2509 CP10.09.23 (39,922) (2,922) 37,000 Parkina lot Drainaae..m<ar entrance/Asohalt 

2 72-50 2509 CP10.09.50 (87,763) (42,763) 45,000 Window Reolacerlient 8448 

3 72-50 2509 CP10.09.49 (47,954) (32,954) 15,000 Masonrv sJina 

4 72-50 2509 CP10.10.04 (175,000) (272,000) (97,000) Capil¢epair 

5 0 7 
6 0 / 
7 0 7 
8 0 

, 
9 0 7 
10 0 / ' 

'. 

11 ~ " 
12 ./0 

13 / 0 

14 / 0 

15 ./ 0 

16 v 0 

17 / 0 

18 v 0 

19 / 0 

20 / 0 

21 / 0 

22 / 0 

23 v 0 

24 / 0 

25 / 0 

26 ./ 0 

27 / 0 

28 / 0 

29 v 0 

/ 0 0 Total- Page 1 

1/ 0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

/ 

FPM-10-03_Caprta1Repairfundlncrease Exp & Rev 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST <revisedo9mtos> 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# R-'o DATE o\{o1 (-z.o,o _ 
DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS -11 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 

Agenda Item #: ---'R=-=---=1:..;:..0 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 10:35 AM 

Date Submitted: 12/14/09 __::_:::..:.....;___;_c:_.::.___ __ _ 

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCHS-11 Increasing SUN Service System Division 
Federal/State Appropriation by $149,100 in Intergovernmental Agreement 
Revenue as Follows: Centennial School District $49,500; David Douglas School 
District $21,000; Gresham Barlow School District $64,100; City of Portland 
$12,000 and Leaders Roundtable $2,500 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine Date: _Ja_n_u_ary......_7--'-,_2_0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: _5_m_i_nu __ t_e_s ______ _ 

Department: County Human Services Division: SUN Services Division 

Contact(s): _K_ath_...._y_T_in_k_le ________________________ _ 

Phone: 503-988-3691 Ext. 26858 
--~---~= 

110 Address: 167/620 
~-----~---=-

Presenter(s): Peggy Samolinski 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of County Human Services recommends approval of budget modification DCHS-
11. This budget modification increases intergovernmental revenue by a total of$149,100 in the 
SUN Service System Division, Community Schools program which funds an increase in pass 
through to support and enhance SUN Community School services, an increase in professional 
services and increases a Program Development Specialist, from .5 FTE to .62 FTE and nominally 
increases funding for temporary staffing. 

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. 

Program Offer # 25145 - SUN Community Schools focuses on school-age children, at risk of 
academic failure, and their families. The program works to provide school-based educational, 
recreational, social and health services that remove barriers for students and families so that they can 
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achieve educational success and lifelong self-sufficiency. Budget Modification DCHS-11 increases 
the DCHS Fiscal Year 2010 budget by $149,100 and will the fund the following: 

• Support and Enhance SUN Community School services at 3 existing sites within the 
Centennial School District. 

• Support and Enhance SUN Community School services at 2 existing sites within the 
Gresham Barlow School District. 

• Expand services to a new school site within the Gresham Barlow School District. 
• Increase current Program Development Specialist (714082) from .5 FTE to .62 FTE; 

partially fund a Data Analyst Senior and a Research Evaluation Analyst Senior currently 
fully funded with CGF; and increase temporary staffing. 

• Increase Professional Services funding. 

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

The Fiscal Year 2010 budget for the DCHS SUN Service Systems, SUN Community Schools, 
Program Offer# 25145, will increase by $149,100. This will increase the following expenses; pass­
through and program support by $109,500; professional services by $15,700; permanent personnel 
costs by $22,900; temporary personnel costs by $1,000. The personnel costs will include adding .12 
FTE to a .50 FTE Program Development Specialist allowing $13,900 CGF resources to restore 
needed professional services that were reduced in the Fiscal Year 2010 budget. Furthermore, 
Service reimbursement from Federal/State to the risk management fund increases by $1,688. 

The intergovernmental agreements with Centennial School District, City of Portland, and the 
Leaders Roundtable, are one-time-only agreements. When the funding ends, the enhanced services 
will discontinue or return to previous levels. 

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

There are no legal and/or policy issues associated with this grant. 

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

N/A 
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ATTACHMENT A 
Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

Budget modification DCHS-11 increases Program Offer # 25145- SUN Community Schools, Fiscal 
Year 2010 Federal/State Fund by $149,100. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 
Program Offer# 25145- SUN Community SchQ.o_~ Fiscal Year 2010 budget will be increased by 
$149,100. Service reimbursement from Federal/State to the risk management fund increases by 
$1,688. CGF Personnel budget will decrease by $13,900 and CGF Professional Services budget will 
increase by $13,900. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 
Budget Modification DCHS-11 increases the DCHS Fiscal Year 2010 budget by $149,100 to reflect 
contributions from three school districts (Centennial, David Douglas and Gresham Barlow), the City 
of Portland and the Leaders Roundtable. The funding will support and expand SUN Community 
School services at three existing sites and allow for expansion of services to a new school site. 

Additionally, the funding will provide support evaluation and technical assistance capacity including 
adding .12 FTE to an existing .50 FTE Program Development Specialist and replaces .14 FTE CGF 
funded FTE with grant funding for SUN Community School grants allowing CGF to be used for 
needed professional services cut in the fiscal 2010 budget process. 

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

Yes, Budget Modification DCHS-11 adds .12 FTE to an existing .50 FTE Program Development 
Specialist and replaces .14 CGF funded FTE with grant funding. These positions will provide 
support evaluation and technical assistance for SUN Community School grants. 

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

These grant funds do not allow for indirect charges. 

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

The revenue agreements with Centennial School District, City of Portland and the Leaders 
Roundtable are one-time-only agreements. When the funding ends, the enhanced services will 
discontinue or return to previous levels. The intergovernmental agreement with Gresham-Barlow 
School District has both short term and long term funding streams. The funding stream to support 
and expand services at three existing SUN CS sites is a one-time only agreement. When the funding 
ends, the enhanced services will discontinue or return to previous levels. The funding stream to 
provide evaluation and technical assistance is ongoing for three years, with possible renewal for a 
fourth and fifth year. Finally, the intergovernmental agreement with David Douglas School District 
is ongoing for three years, with possible renewal for a fourth and fifth year. When the funding ends 
the services will return to previous levels. 

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

NIA 

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

NIA 
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- 11 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: -----------------------------------

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

--' 

Date: 12/07/09 

Date: 12/14/09 

Date: 12/07/09 

Date: 12/09/09 

Attachment B 



Page 1 of4 

Budget Modification 10: 1'-=b:....:C:..:..H.:..:S:....-1..:....1=----------~ 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 
1 22-20 32365 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.CENTENNIAL 50200 0 (49,500) (49,500) IG - OP - Other 

2 22-20 32365 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.CENTENNIAL 60160 0 49,500 49,500 Pass Through & Program 
Support 

3 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 50200 0 (60,000) (60,000) IG - OP - Other 

4 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60160 0 60,000 60,000 Pass Through & Program 
Support 

5 0 
6 22-20 32366 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.PDX.MAYOR 50200 0 (12,000) (12,000) IG - OP - Other 
7 22-20 32366 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.PDX.MAYOR 60170 0 12,000 12,000 Professional Services 
8 22-20 49000 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.MISC 50300 0 (2,500) (2,500) OP - Donations 
9 22-20 49000 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.MISC 60170 0 2,500 2,500 Professional Services 
10 0 
11 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 50200 0 (21,000) (21 ,000) IG.- OP- Other 
12 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 60000 0 12,171 12,171 Permanent 
13 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 60130 0 3,791 3,791 Salary Related Expenses 
14 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP .SUN. DDOUGLAS 60140 0 3,288 3,288 Insurance Benefits 
15 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 60100 0 290 290 Temporary 
16 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 60135 0 25 25 Non Base Fringe 
17 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 60145 0 435 435 Non Base Insurance 
18 22-20 32368 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS 60170 0 1,000 1,000 Professional Services 
19 0 
20 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 50200 0 (4,100) (4,100) IG - OP - Other 
21 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60000 0 2,303 2,303 Permanent 
22 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60130 0 723 723 Salary Related Expenses 
23 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60140 0 624 624 Insurance Benefits 
24 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60100 0 97 97 Temporary 
25 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60135 0 8 8 Non Base Fringe 
26 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60145 0 145 145 Non Base Insurance 
27 22-20 32367 25145 40 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLOW 60170 0 200 200 Professional Services 
28 0 
29 0 

0 0 Total- Page 1 
0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

BudMod_DCH5-11_SUN Exp & Rev 



Page 2 of4 

Budget Modification ID: IL.;;:D;..;;C;..;.H.:..::S;_-1.;..1;__ ____ _. 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Program Fun c. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount {Decrease I Subtotal DescriDtion 
30 72-10 3500 20 705210 50316 (52, 159,499) (52, 161 '187) (1,688) Svc Rmb F/S to Risk 
31 72-10 3500 20 705210 60330 186,340 188,028 1,688 Claims Paid 

32 0 --, 

33 22-20 1000 25143 40 SCPSS.CGF 60000 452,336 443,411 (8,925) Permanent 

34 22-20 1000 25143 40 SCPSS.CGF 60130 134,351 131,600 (2,751) Salary Related Expenses 

35 22-20 1000 25143 40 SCPSS.CGF 60140 116,457 114,233 (2,224) Insurance Benefits 

36 22-20 1000 25143 40 SCPSS.CGF 60170 94,880 108,780 13,900 Professional Services 

37 0 

38 0 

39 0 

40 0 

41 0 

42 0 

43 0 

44 0 

45 0 

46 0 

47 0 

48 0 

49 0 

50 0 

51 0 

52 0 

53 0 

54 0 

55 0 

56 0 

57 0 

58 0 

0 0 Total- Page 2 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

BudMod_DCHS-11_SUN Exp & Rev 2 



Budget Modification: DCHS-11 

l~n•n~o~LILcuPERSONNELCHANGE 

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

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. 

Position 

Fund Job# HROrg CC/WBS/10 Position Title Number FTE BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 

32368 6450 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS Data Analyst Senior 700545 0.08 4,755 1,409 1,186 7,350 

32368 6087 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS Research Evaluation Analyst Sr 712159 0.04 2,792 913 695 4,400 

32368 6021 SCPSP.SUN.DDOUGLAS Program Development Specialist 714082 0.10 4,624 1,469 1,407 7,500 

32367 6450 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLC Data Analyst Senior 700545 0.01 746 218 186 1,150 

32367 6087 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLC Research Evaluation Analyst Sr 712159 0.01 632 211 157 1,000 

32367 6021 SCPSP.SUN.GRESH-BARLC Program Development Specialist 714082 0.02 925 294 281 1,500 

1000 6450 65076 SCPSS.CGF Data Analyst Senior 700545 (0.08) (4,755) (1 ,409) (1,186) (7,350) 

1000 6450 65076 SCPSS.CGF Data Analyst Senior 700545 (0.01) (746) (218) (186\ (1,150) 

1000 6087 65076 SCPSS.CGF Research Evaluation Analyst Sr 712159 (0.01) (632) (211 (157) (1 ,000) 

1000 6087 65076 SCPSS.CGF Research Evaluation Analyst Sr 712159 (0.04) (2,792\ (913) (695) (4,400) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1,763 1 688 9,000 ' ' ' : : : : : : : : ' : ' : : : ' : : : 
: : : : : ' : : : ' ' ' ' 

::: .·::-:- :: 
.·.·.·.·.·.·.·:·.-:·:·:·:·· TOTAL CURRENT FY CHANGES 0.12 5549 

f:\adminlfiscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_:DCHS-11_SUN Page4 12/3012009 



MULTNO,MAH COUNTY 
AGEND,A PLACEMENT REQUEST <revised o9mtos) 

APPROVED: MUlTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# f-\ \ DATE r:>'(o, {;,.olD 
DEBORAH l. BOGSTAD, BOARD ClERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 21 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01107/2010 

Agenda Item#:· R-11 -------
Est. Start Time: 10:40 AM 

Date Submitted: 12/23/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION DCHS-21 Increasing Developmental Disabilities 
Services Division Federal/State Appropriation by $25,431 in Grant Funding as 
Follows: Housing Authority of Portland by $19,431 and Autism Research and 
Resources of Oregon by $6,000 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly writteh title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetine Date: _J_a_n_u_ary_,__7-'-,_2_0_1 0 _________ Time Needed: _5 _m_in_u_t_es ______ _ 

Developmental Disabilities 
Department: County Human Services Division: Services 

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

Contact(s): Kathy Tinkle 

Phone: 503-988-3691 Ext. 26858 110 Address: 167/1/240 ------- -----------
Presenter( s): Patrice Botsford 

------------------ -------· 
General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of County Human Services recommends approval of budget modification DCHS-
21. This budget modification increases Developmental Disabilities Services Division (DDSD) 
Fiscal Year 2010 budget by $25,431in grant funding as follows: Housing Authority ofPortland 
(HAP) by $19,431 and Autism Research and Resources of Oregon by $6,000. This budget 
modification increases Coordinating, Monitoring and Business Unit program services by $25,431. 

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. 

Program Offer# 25015- Coordinating, Monitoring & Business Unit program provides 
comprehensive and in-home support services to more than 1,414 adults and children with 
developmental disabilities. The program is responsible for arranging placements and facility support 
services, monitoring services provided by contracted agencies and/or families, and accessing and 
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tracking funding associated with the services and supports. 

At the time that the Fiscal Year 2010 budget was prepared, the grant revenue projections were based 
on estimates provided by the grantor. Budget Modification DCHS-21 adjusts the DCHS Fiscal Year 
2010 budget to reflect the actual award amounts. The Housing Authority of Portland (HAP) awarded 
an additional $19,431 which is the result of an increase in HAP Homelessness Prevention and Rapid 

· Re-Housing (HPRP) of$27,053 and a decrease in HAP Portland General Fund (PGF) of$7,622. 
The additional HAP funding will allow financial assistance to 143 qualified clients and 70 
households. 

The Autism Research and Resources of Oregon (ARRO) funding of $6,000 will provide housing 
stabilization for 12 eligible families of children that have autism. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
The Housing Authority of Portland and Autism Research Resources of Oregon grants are renewed 
annually. Services associated with these funding sources are adjusted based on the amount of grant 
funding received. 

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? 

Budget modification DCHS-21 increases Developmental Disabilities Services Division Fiscal Year 
2010 budget by $25,431 in grant funding as follows: Housing Authority of Portland (HAP) grant 
funding by $19,431 and Autism Research and Resources of Oregon by $6,000. This budget 
modification increases Coordinating, Monitoring and Business Unit program services by $25,431. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

The Fiscal Year 2010 budget for the Coordinating, Monitoring and Business Unit program will be 
increased by $25,431. This funding will increase the following expense: direct client assistance by 
$25,431. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Budget Modification DCHS-21 increases the DCHS Fiscal Year 2010 budget by $25,431 awarded 
through the Housing Authority of Portland (HAP) and Autism Research and Resources of Oregon. 
HAP funds allow fmancial assistance, housing relocation and stabilization services to 143 qualified 
clients and 70 households. These services include rental assistance, security and utility deposits, 
utility payments, moving costs and motel vouchers. Autism Research and Resources of Oregon 
(ARRO) funds allow the same services. However, these funds are for families of individuals with 
autism that have exhausted all other community resources and find themselves facing a pending 
eviction or utility shut off notice. ARRO funds allow housing stabilization assistance for 12 eligible 
families of children with autism. 

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

No personnel actions result from this budget modification. 

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

These grant funds do not allow for indirect charges. 

• 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 grants are renewed every year. Based on the actual amount received, the services associated 
with these funding sources will be adjusted accordingly. 

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

The Housing Authority ofPortland grant period is July 1, 2009 through June 30, 2010. The Autism 
Research and Resources of Oregon grant period is September 1, 2009 through March 31, 2010. 

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

The grants are renewed every year. Based on the actual amount received, the services associated 
with these funding sources will be adjusted accordingly. 

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 
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ATTACHME.NT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS-21 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 12/23/09 

Date: 12/23/09 

N/A Date: 
~~-------------------------------- ------------

N/A Date: 
~~-------------------------------- ------------

Attachment B 



Page 1 of 1 

Budget Modification ID: I DCHS-21 
~--~~----------~ 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2009 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description I 
1 20-50 32372 25015 41 DD10 HSG ARRO 50200 0 (6,000) (6,000) IG-OP-Other 
2 20-50 32372 25015 40 DD10 HSG ARRO 60155 0 6,000 6,000 Direct Client Assistance 
3 0 
4 20-50 32203 25015 41 DD10 HAP PGF 50200 (14, 126) (6,504) 7,622 I G-OP-Other 
5 20-50 32203 25015 40 DD10 HAP PGF 60155 14,126 6,504 (7,622) Direct Client Assistance 
6 

7 20-50 32377 25015 41 DD10 HAP ARRA HPRP 50195 0 (27,053) (27,053) IG-OP-Fed Thru Other 
8 20-50 32377 25015 40 DD10 HAP ARRA HPRP 60155 0 27,053 27,053 Direct Client Assistance 
9 0 
10 0 
11 0 
12 0 
13 0 
14 0 
15 0 
16 0 
17 0 
18 0 
19 0 
20 0 
21 0 
22 0 
23 0 
24 0 
25 0 
26 0 
27 0 
28 0 
29 0 

0 0 Total- Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

BudMod_DCHS-21-DD-HAP&ARRO Exp & Rev 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST (revisedo9122tos> 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNlY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# ~-\"2.. DATE 0\(o,{-z.o&o 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: IID-10-16 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01/07/2010 
Agenda Item#: R-12 

--"-''--=-"'--------

Est. Start Time: 10:45 AM 
, Date Submitted: 12/16/09 _;_,;,.;__..:..:._:..,:__ __ _ 

Agenda 
Title: 

BUDGET MODIFICATION HD-10-16 Appropriating $337,500 in Grant 
Revenue from the National Association of County and City Health Officials, 
Designating the Multnomah County Health Department an Advanced Practice 
Center for Public Health Emergency Preparedness 

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions, 
provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested. 

Requested Amount of 
Meetin!! Date: -=-=Jan=u=ary:..L-72,-=2:...:0-=1~0 ________ Time Needed: --=-5 -=M-=i-=nc::.ut.:.::e-=s ______ _ 

Department: _H_e_al_th_D_e.._partm __ e_n_t _______ Division: Director's Office 

Contact(s): Lester A. Walker, Finance and Budget Manager 

Phone: (503) 988-3674 Ext. 26457 1/0 Address: 167/2/210 

Presenter(s): KaRin Johnson, Deputy Director; James Spitzer, Program Manager 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of appropriation of $33 7,500 in revenue from the National Association of County & City 
Health Officials (NACCHO). 

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. 

The Multnomah County Health Department (MCHD) has been awarded a grant under NACCHO's 
Excellence in Innovative Public Health Preparedness Solutions project. This grant designates 
MCHD as a NACCHO Advanced Practice Center (APC) for public health emergency preparedness. 
MCHD will focus its APC activities on developing products that address local health departments' 
needs for effective just-in-time training (JITT), and their needs for emergency mass 
prevention/treatment and disease investigation/epidemiology capacity. 

The primary tasks under this grant will be to: 
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• Provide local health departments (LHDs) with a model that describes: a) how JITI 

philosophy and methods can address the behavioral, intellectual, and emotional needs of 

emergency responders, b) how generic JITI tools might be tailored to various emergency 

management processes and procedures, and c) how to effectively implement JITI in LHD 

plans and operations. 

• Provide LHDs with methods to a) evaluate emergency public health circumstances that may 

require significant health and disease investigation and analysis as well as mass prevention 

or treatment operations, and b) guide effective allocation of scarce resources among 

investigation and prevention/treatment functions. 

• Provide LHDs with "best practice" JITT tools (e.g., written curricula/training guides, 

videos, hands-on practice procedures) to train personnel called on to staff large scale 

prevention/treatment and epidemiological investigation operations. These tools are intended 

to train individuals who have little or no experience in these types of operations. 

A Notice oflntent (NOI) authorizing the Health Department to apply for grant funding through 

NACCHO was approved by the Board on April30, 2009. 

This increase in funding affects Program Offer 40005 - Public Health and Regional Health Systems 

Emergency. The Emergency Preparedness program already includes the development and 

maintenance of emergency plans, an incident management team, and collaborative relationships with 

government, private and non-profit organizations. As part of this work, the Emergency 

Prepare~ness program has developed many plans, protocols, and video documentation that are best 

or promising practices within the field. This grant program will transform some of our existing 

products into JIT training for the County and for NACCHO's APC Product Matrix. 

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

Approval ofthis budget modification will increase the Health Department's federal/state FY 2010 

budget by $337,500. The remaining grant award of$112,500 will be included in the FY 2011 

budget. 

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. 

The previous work that has been done in emergency preparedness in Multnomah County has 

provided the knowledge and expertise to act as an Advanced Practice Center in the area of public 

health preparedness. This project will build on those experiences and the relationships we have built 

with our emergency preparedness partners. 
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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 Health Department's federal/state revenue budget will increase by $337,500 in FY 2010 as a 
result of the work performed under this award. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 
As a result of this budget modification, the Health Department's budget will have the following 
changes: 

• Permanent budget will increase by $129,425 

• Temporary budget will increase by $13,251 

• Salary Related Expenses budget will increase by $40,729 

• Non Base Fringe budget will increase by $4,170 

• Insurance Benefits budget will increase by $35,147 

• Non Base Insurance budget will increase by $5,290 

• Professional Services budget will increase by $32,588 

• Printing budget will increase by $15,000 

• Rentals budget will increase by $563 

• Supplies budget will increase by $857 

• Travel & Training budget will increase by $3,600 

• Local Travel/Mileage will increase by $3,900 

• Central indirect budget will increase by $8,395 

• Department indirect budget will increase by $20,463 

• Internal Services Telecommunications budget will increase by $6,813 

• Internal Services Data Processing budget will increase by $7,794 

• Internal Services Building Management budget will increase by $8,777 

• Internal Services Distribution/Postage budget will increase by $738 

• What do the changes accomplish? 
The JIT training tools developed as a result of this grant will: 

• Provide instructions tailored to roles and specific operations to assure that individuals 
assigned to operations achieve operational objectives; 

• Decrease investment in general preparedness training sessions which are typically 
inadequate for the wide array of prospective emergency operations and include many 
individuals who will not be available when the actual event occurs; 

• Reduce leadership angst about not being able to invest sufficient time in emergency 
preparedness given the pressures of other programs and budget restrictions; and 

• Produce an APC product that can be used by other local health centers throughout the 
country and fashioned to answer a variety of different emergency situations. 

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

Additional FTE will be added to the Health Department's FY 2010 budget as follows: 

Attachment A-1 



• 0. 75 FTE Program Supervisor- Class/comp has reviewed and approved this position on 
10110/2009 (Class Comp Request #1300) 

• 0.75 FTE Research Evaluation Analyst 2- Class/comp has reviewed and approved this 
position on 10/12/2009 (Class/comp Request #1306) 

• 0.75 FTE Program Development Specialist- Class/comp has reviewed and approved this 
position on 10/12/2009 (Class/comp Request #1305) 

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

The revenue covers these costs. 

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

This is a one-time only award. 

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

October 1, 2009- September 29,2010 

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

When the grant expires, the project will be complete. However, funding for additional years may be 
provided by NACCHO or sought from other sources to continue JIT training work in other 
emergency preparedness areas if deemed necessary. 

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-2 



ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: HD-10-16 

Required Signatures 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 12/10/09 

Date: 12/16/09 

Date: 12/09/2009 

Date: 12/11109 

Attachment B 



Page 1 of4 

Budget Modification ID:I ~... __ _:H~D~·....:1~0...;.;··1:..::6:...._ __ ...J 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change I Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBSEiement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Descriotion 

1 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 50195 - (337,500) (337,500) Increase IG-OP-Other 
2 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60000 - 129,425 129,425 Increase Permanent 
3 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60100 - 13,251 13,251 Increase Temporary 
4 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60130 - 40,729 40,729 Increase Salarv Related Expenses 
5 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60135 - 4,170 4,170 Increase Non Base Fringe 
6 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60140 - 35,147 35,147 Increase Insurance Benefits 
7 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60145 - 5,290 5,290 Increase Non Base Insurance 

8 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60170 - 32,588 32,588 Increase Professional Services 

9 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60180 - 15,000 15,000 Increase Printina 
10 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60210 - 563 563 Increase Rentals 
11 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60240 - 857 857 Increase Suoolies 
12 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60260 - 3,600 3,600 lncrese Travel & Training 

13 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60270 - 3,900 . 3,900 lncrese Local Travei/Mileaae 

14 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60350 - 8,395 8,395 Increase Central Indirect 

15 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60355 - 20,463 20,463 Increase Deoartment Indirect 
16 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60380 - 6,813 6,813. Increase Inti Svc Telephone 

17 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60380 - 7,794 7,794 Increase Inti Svc Data Proc 

18 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60430 - 8,777 8,777 Increase Inti Svc Bldg Mgmt 

19 40-00 32381 40005 0030 4CA134-1 60460 - 738 738 Increase Inti Svc DisVPostaae 

20 0 

21 0 

22 19 1000 0020 95000010000 50310 - (8,395) (8,395) Indirect reimbursement revenue in GF 

23 19 1000 0020 95000010000 60470 - 8,395 8,395 CGF Contingency expenditure 

24 0 • 
25 40-90 1000 40040 0030 409050 50370 (5,001,186) {5,021 ,649) (20,463) Indirect dept reimbursement rev in GF 

26 40-90 1000 40040 0030 409001 60000 446,919 467,382 20,463 Off setting dept expenditure 

27 0 

28 72-10 3500 0020 705210 50316 - (40,437) (40,437) Insurance Revenue 

29 72-10 3500 0020 705210 60330 - 40,437 40,437 Off settina transaction 
0 0 Total- Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

8udMod_HD-10-16_NACCHO Exp & Rev 

L__ __________________________________ - -----



Page 2 of4 

Budget ModificationJD: ~...1 __ ___;H:....:.D=--...:-1~0_-1:....:6___; __ ....J 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with SAP. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2010 

Accounting Unit Change I Line Fund Fund Program Func. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 

No. Center Code # Area Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 

30 72-60 3503 0020 709525 50310 - (6,813) (6,813) Telecomm reimbursement revenue 

31 72-60 3503 0020 709525 60200 - 6,813 6,813 Off setting transaction 

32 0 

33 72-60 3503 0020 709000 50310 - (7,794) (7,794) Data Processing reimbursement revenue 

34 72-60 3503 0020 709000 60240 - 7,794 7,794 Off settina transaction 

35 0 

36 72-50 3505 0020 902575 50310 - (8,777) (8,777) Blda Mamt reimbursement revenue 

37 72-50 3505 0020 902575 60170 - 8,777 8,777 Off setting transaction 

38 0 

39 72-55 3504 0020 904400 50310 - (738) (738) Dist/Postage reimbursement revenue 

40 72-55 3504 0020 904400 60230 - 738 738 Off settina transaction 

41 0 

42 0 

43 0 

44 0 

45 0 

46 0 

47 0 

48 0 

49 -
50 -
51 -
52 -
53 -
54 -
55 -
56 -
57 -
58 -

0 0 Total- Page 2 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

BudMod_HD-10-16_NACCHO Exp & Rev 2 

L__ ________________________ ---------



Budget Modification: HD-10-16 

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

Position 
Fund Job# HROrg CCIWBS/10 Position Title Number FTE BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 

32381 9361 63402 4CA134-1 Proaram Supervisor 714351 1.00 67706 21307 16384 105 397 1300 

32381 6086 63402 4CA134-1 Research Evaluation Analvst 2 714356 1.00 53,975 16 986 15,354 86 315 1306 

32381 6021 TBD 4CA134-1 Program Development Spec TBD 1.00 50885 16 014 15122 82021 1305 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TOTAL ANNUALIZED CHANGES 3.00 112 566 I 54,307 II 46,a6o I 273 733 

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. 

Position 
Fund Job# HROrg CC/WBS/10 Position Title Number FTE BASE PAY FRINGE INSUR TOTAL 

32381 9361 63402 4CA134-1 Proaram Supervisor 714351 0.75 50,780 15,980 12 289 79,049 

32381 6086 63402 4CA134-1 Research Evaluation Analyst 2 714356 0.75 40481 12 739 11 516 64,736 

32381 6021 TBD 4CA134-1 Program Development Spec TBD 0.75 38164 12 010 11 342 61,516 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TOTAL ANNUALIZED CHANGES 2.25 12Q...425 I 40,729 II 35,147 I 205,301 

f:ladminlfiscal\budgeti00-01\budmods\BudMod_HD-10-16_NACCHO Page4 12/30/2009 



Department of County Management 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
Human Resources 
Multnomah Building 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 400 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-5015 Phone 
(503) 988-3009 Fax 

To: Jim Spitzer, Program Mgr. 1 -Health Dept. Date: August 18, 2009 

From: 
----~·£-D-.­

Joi Doi, Class/Camp Unit c___/ 
Subject: Reclassification Request #1300 (Vacant new position) 

We have completed our review of your request and the decision is outlined below. 
' Request Information:- · 
. Date Request Received: August 10, 2009 
' Current Classification: NA 

Job Class Number: NA 
, Pay Grade: NA 

Request is: D Approved as Requested 
~ Approved - Revised 

Allocated Classification: Program Supervisor 
Pay Range: $49,696.23 - $76,692.02 annually 

Position Number: TBD 
Requested Classification: Project Manager 
Job Class Number: 9063 (exempt) 
Pay Grade: 127 

Effective Date: August 18, 2009 

Job Class Number: 9361 
Pay Grade: 124-126 

Please note this classification decision is subject to all applicable requirements stated in MC 
Personnel Rule 5-50 and may require Board of County Commissioners' approval. This 
decision is considered preliminary until such approval is received. 

Position Information: 
~ Vacant - see New/Vacant Section 
D Filled & incumbent reclassed - see Employee Information Section 
D Filled & incumbent not reclassed with position See New/Vacant Section 

New/Vacant Position Information: 

This is a new limited duration position that will lead, manage and evaluate grant activities that are 
primarily focused on developing and evaluating training protocols and tools for public health 
emergency preparedness. In this capacity, the LD position will develop, manage and evaluate project 
deliverables, assigned resources, and supervise a small team as well as contractors. 

Reason for Classification Decision: 

While this new position will oversee a variety of assignments and have an important project to 
manage, the focus is more general in nature and more administrative than what's required for the 
Project Manager job class. Absent the required project management rigor such as developing a 
Master Plan, Master Schedule, and requisite training/PMP (Project Management Professional) 
certification, either the Program Development Specialist series or Program Supervisor should be used 
to classify this new position. Because this new LD position will supervise a small team, Program 
Supervisor better fits the work assignments as described. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Joi Doi at 503-988-3241. 

cc: Larry Brown, HD Human Resources 
Joan Sears, HR Maintainer 
Class Camp File Copy 
Local 88 Representative, B. Lally 
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Department ofCounty Management 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
Human Resources 

Multnomah Building 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 400 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-5015 Phone 
(503) 988-3009 Fax 

To: 

From: 

Date: 
Subject: 

James D. Spitzer, Health Department, Office of Emergency PreP.~De_Eness t 
Candace Busby, Classification and Compensation Unit (503t4);b~t..L~ "-'·v-' 
September 1, 2009 () 
Reclassification Request# 1305 (New) 

We have completed our review of your request and the decision is outlined below. 

Request Information: 
Date Request Received: August 12, 2009 
Current Classification: N/A 

Job Class Number: N/A 
Pay Grade: N/A 

Request is: [8] Approved as Requested 

Allocated Classification: Program Development Splst 
Pay Range: $48,358.08 to $59,445.36 annually 

Position Number: TBD 
Requested Classification: 
Program Development Specialist 
Job Class Number: 6021 
Pay Grade: 25 

Effective Date: September 1, 2009 

Job Class Number: 6021 
Pay Grade: 25 

Please note this classification decision is subject to all applicable requirements stated in MC 
Personnel Rule 5-50 and may require Board of County Commissioners' approval. This 
decision is considered preliminary until such approval is received. 

Position Information: 
[8] Vacant - see New/Vacant Section 

NewNacant Position Information: 
If the position is vacant or incumbent not reclassed with position, position must be filled in 
accordance with the normal appointment procedures. If position is reclassed due to reorganization, 
a limited recruitment process may be conducted. Please consult with the Department Human 
Resources Unit for assistance. 

Reason for Classification Decision: 
This limited duration one-year grant funded position is part of a team that will develop Just In Time 
Training (JITT) tools to train personnel called on to staff large scale prevention/treatment and 
epidemiological investigation operations. This position will utilize the data collected through research 
to assemble evaluated information into complete project deliverables that may include peer-reviewed 
draft papers, presentations, position descriptions, checklists, instructional or documentary video, 
training/briefing curricula and outlines. The incumbent will work with the project team/stakeholders to 
design and apply methods to improve draft products. The position will also work with the project 
team, stakeholders and others to set criteria, and research and select national best JITT practices 
within the project scope. Based on our analysis of these responsibilities the appropriate classification 
for this position is Program Development Specialist (6021 ). 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 503-988-5015 ext. 24422. 

cc: HR Manager HR Maintainer Local88 Class Camp File Copy 
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Department of County Management 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
Human Resources 

Multnomah Building 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 400 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-5015 Phone 
(503) 988-3009 Fax 

To: 

From: 

Date: 
Subject: 

James D. Spitzer, Health Department, Office of Emergency Prepalled ess ~·_~a--

Candace Busby, Classification and Compensation Unit (503/4) .... ,l' 

August28,2009 
Reclassification Request# 1306 (New) 

We have completed our review of your request and the decision is outlined below. 

Request Information: 
Date Request Received: August 12, 2009 
Current Classification: N/A 

Job Class Number: N/A 
Pay Grade: N/A 

Request is: [gl Approved as Requested 

Allocated Classification: Research/Evaluation 
Analyst 2 
Pay Range: $49,715.28 to $61,178.49 annually 

Position Number: TBD 
Requested Classification: Research/Evaluation 
Analyst 2 
Job Class Number: 6086 
Pay Grade: 26 

Effective Date: August 28, 2009 

Job Class Number: 6086 

Pay Grade: 26 

Please note this classification decision is subject to all applicable requirements stated in MC 
Personnel Rule 5-50 and may require Board of County Commissioners' approval. This 
decision is considered preliminary until such approval is received. 

Position Information: 
[gl Vacant - see New/Vacant Section 

New/Vacant Position Information: 
If the position is vacant or incumbent not reclassed with position, position must be filled in 
accordance with the normal appointment procedures. If position is reclassed due to reorganization, 
a limited recruitment process may be conducted. Please consult with the Department Human 
Resources Unit for assistance. 

Reason for Classification Decision: 
This limited duration position is part of a team that will develop Just In Time Training (JITT) as 
required by a one year grant. This position provides a lead role in the identification, evaluation and 
analysis of JITT practices and adult learning models contributing to project deliverables. Typical 
functions are to develop, refine and apply criteria for identifying best practice methods and materials 
to support project objectives; research, collect, and organize information and materials on 
prospective JITT best practices related to project objectives; further evaluate, develop and refine 

candidate best practice methods and materials using well defined approaches that appropriately 
involve peer reviewers, prospective users, and other stakeholders to test and evaluate the training 

product. The incumbent's work will contribute to an article on the project that is a candidate for a 
major publication; contribute to proposals and presentations suitable for acceptance by and 
presentation at major conferences; and contribute to organizing project methods and deliverables to 
be accessed by local health department users. Based on our analysis of these responsibilities the 
appropriate classification for this position is Research/Evaluation Analyst 2 (6086). 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 503-988-5015 ext. 24422. 

cc: HR Manager HR Maintainer Local88 Class Comp File Copy 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQ,UEST (revised o9122tos> 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 01107/2010 
Agenda Item#: _R_-1_3 ____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 10:50 AM 

Date Submitted: 12/29/09 -------

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Reaffirming an Exemption to Use a Construction 
Manager/General Contractor Method for Construction of the East County 
Courts and District Attorney Facility 

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

provide a clearly written title sufficient to describe the action requested 

Requested 
Meetine Date: 

Department: 

Contact(s): 

Phone: 

Presenter(s): 

Amount of 
_Ja_n_u_ary-"-7-'-,_2_0_1_0 ________ Time Needed: 15 Minutes 

_N_on_-_D_e ..... p_artm __ e_nt_a_l _______ Division: Commissioner District 4 

Corie Wiren @ 26234, Peggidy Coffman Yates @ 84878 

503 988-5213 Ext. 26234 1/0 Address: 503/600 

John Lindenthal, Peggidy Coffman Yates and Steve Cruzen of Shiels Obletz and 
Johnsen 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Facilities and Property Management Division of the Multnomah County is requesting approval 

to enter into a Construction Manager/ General Contractor (CM/GC) selection process for the 
preconstruction work and assist the design architectural team for the proposed East County Courts 

and District Attorney facility which allows for the County to be flexible in the contracting process. 

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 bow it impacts the results. 

The approval of the East County Justice Center Project Plan that created a capital project is defined 

in County Resolution 07-024, approved in 2007. The East County Justice Center Development Plan 

(a portion of the Project Plan) included the CM/GC selection process in the discussion ofthe 
schedule. The East County Courts project had always envisioned the use of the CMGC delivery 

process to facilitate the project's unique sustainable elements, the accelerated construction schedule 

and the County's budget constraints. 
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Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS 279.015) and Public Contract Review Board Rule (PCRB 49-0600 to 
49-0690) provide a means of contracting other than the traditional competitive low bid process to 
public agencies. A local Public Contract Review Board may exempt certain public contracts or 
classes of public contracts from the competitive bidding requirements upon approval of findings 
submitted by the public contracting agency seeking exemption. 

On October 1, 2009, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners approved a FAC-1 
Amendment resulting in a County Resolution to approve a revised project of reduced scope 
identified as the East County Courts Project to proceed through Schematic Design at a cost not to 
exceed $800,000. The F AC-1 Amendment was required due to a significant change in scope 
(reduction) between the scope ofthe 2007 East County Justice Center project, and the new East 
County Courts Project. Although the Project scope changed, most other elements of the original East 
County Justice Center Project Plan were intended to remain in place, including utilizing the CM/GC 
selection process for the new East County Courts scope of work. This exemption is intended to 
confirm that specific intent while retaining the option to choose the low bid process. 

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

None 

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 

Required Signature 

Elected Official or 
Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Date: 12/29/09 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
, FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ACTING AS THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Reaffirming an Exemption to Use a Construction Manager/General Contractor Method for 
Construction of the East County Courts and District Attorney Facility 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On June 28, 2007, the Board of Commissioners Acting as the Public Contract Review 
Board adopted Resolution 07-126 approving an exemption from cc;>mpetitive bidding 
requirements to allow use of a Construction Manager/General Contractor contracting 
method for construction of the East County Justice Center Project. 

b. On October 1, 2009, the Board of Commissioners adopted Resolution 09-121 approving 
a new project plan for an East County Courts and District Attorney Facility (East County 
Courts Project) at the site previously acquired for the East County Justice Center Facility 
and directing Facilities to implement the Schematic Design Phase of the Project Plan up 
to $800,000. 

c. In planning for the East County Courts Project, Facilities and Property Management 
(Facilities) analyzed three separate construction methods as part of the FAC-1 planning 
process. 

d. Facilities recommended to the Board that a Construction Manager/General Contractor 
(CM/GC) contracting method may be an option for construction of the East County 
Courts Project based on the findings attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

e. Public Contracting Board Rule 49-0620 and ORS 279C.335 require an exemption from 
the competitive bidding requirements of ORS Chapter 279 in order to use an alternate 
contracting method and further require adoption of findings to support the exemption 
after notice and a public hearing. 

f. Notice of the hearing to consider the exemption and the attached findings was published 
in the Daily Journal of Commerce on December 24, 2009, more than 14 days before the 
hearing. 

g. The Board reaffirms, based on the attached findings that it is in the best interest of the 
County to have the option to utilize a CM/GC contracting method in lieu of a competitive 
low bid process for the construction of the East County Courts Project. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Board approves and adopts the findings attached as Exhibit 1 in support of using a 
Construction Manager/General Contractor for the East County Courts Project. 
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2. The Board reaffirms an exemption from competitive bidding requirements to allow 
potential use of a Construction Manager/General Contractor contracting method for 
construction of the East County Courts Project. ~ 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE,COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON ACTING 
AS THE PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 

By _______________________ __ 

Agnes Sowle, County Attorney 

SUBMmED BY: 
Commissioner Diane McKeel 
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EXHIBIT 1 

FINDINGS IN SUPPORT OF AN 
ALTERNATIVE CONTRACTING PROCESS 

FOR THE 
EAST COUNTY COURTS PROJECT ("Project") 

1. GENERAL 

The Oregon Legislative Assembly encourages public agencies to consider. alternative and 
innovative contracting methods, other than low bid, that take into account market realities. 
Pursuant to ORS 279.015, a local contract review board may exempt certain contracts from 
traditional competitive bidding by showing that an alternative contracting process is unlikely to 
diminish competition and that it will result in costs savings to the public agency. 

The Facilities and Property Management Division of Multnomah County (''FPM'') desires to enter 
into a contract directly with a contractor for the preconstruction design assistance to the design 
architectural team and to subsequently construct and manage the East County Courts 
('Project'') through a Construction Manager/General Contractor (''CM/GC'') selection process. 

2. BACKGROUND 

The approval of the East County Justice Center Project Plan (''Project Plan'') that created a 
capital project is defined by the County's Resolution 07-024, originally created in 2007. 

The East County Justice Center Development Plan (a portion of the Project Plan) included the 
CM/GC selection process in the discussion of the schedule. The East County Courts project had 
always envisioned the use of the CMGC delivery process to facilitate the project's unique 
sustainable elements, the accelerated construction schedule and the County's budget 
constraints. 

Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS 279.015) and Public Contract Review Board Rule (PCRB 49-0600 
to 49-0690) provide a means of contracting other than the traditional competitive low bid 
process to public agendes. A local Public Contract Review Board may exempt certain public 
contracts or classes of public contracts from the competitive bidding requirements upon 
approval of findings submitted by the public contracting agency seeking exemption. 

On October 1, 2009, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners approved a FAC-1 
Amendment resulting in a County Resolution to approve a revised project of reduced scope 
identified as the East County Courts Project to proceed through Schematic Design at a cost not 
to exceed $800,000. The FAC-1 Amendment was required due to a significant change in scope 
(reduction) between the scope of the 2007 East County Justice Center project, and the new 
East County Courts Project. Although the Project scope changed, most other elements of the 
original East County Justice Center Project Plan were intended to remain in place, including 
utilizing the CM/GC selection process for the new East County Courts scope of work .. This 
exemption is intended to confirm that specific intent. 
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3. FINDINGS 

In exempting this CM/GC contract from the bidding requirements in ORS 279, the following 

findings support the requested alternative contracting method: ' 

A. Operational, Budget and Financial Data 

The total Project is being constructed at a cost of approximately $21 million (the CM/GC 

procurement portion will be approximately $12.4 million). The annual operating costs of 

the Project building will be offset by the expected lower energy costs derived from 
energy efficiencies achieved by the cooperation and the direct actions of the CMGC and 

other members of the Project Team (consisting of the County's Project Manager, the 

Project design consultants and the CM/GC) in the design phase of the Project. The 

budget for the Project will be maintained through the cost control systems established 

by the CM/GC well before construction begins. Unlike the low bid process for selection 

, of a contractor (which excludes the contractor from the preconstruction phases), 

significant savings in overall Project cost and time can be achieved by engaging the 

CM/GC early in the preconstruction process. This early engagement allows close 

monitoring of the construction market, sometimes called forecasting, and heads off 
unexpected activities that will result in a higher price thereby delivering additional 

economic savings and benefits to the County. 

The CM/GC assists the entire Project Team to stay within budget through full and frank 

discussions of the cost and schedule implications of various design solutions. This 
CM/GC involvement permits the Project Team to make informed cost-benefit tradeoff 

decisions, all to the financial benefit of the County. 

B. Public Benefit 

The Project is needed to accommodate public courts needs for the next 50-80 years. 

The court system is currently backlogged due to the lack of courtroom space. The 

Project will provide 2 - 3 courtrooms. Security function will be improved, the Court Clerk 

functions will provide a wider range of services, and District Attorney operations will be 

provided as part of the Project. Services are integrated to provide the highest level of 

complementary public judicial functions and cost efficiencies. 

The public benefit achieved with the use of a CM/GC for this Project is evident 
throughout several aspects of the project's design and construction. In contrast to the 

low bid process for selection of a contractor, the early involvement of the CM/GC in the 

process provides for more collaboration among the Project Team and interested 

stakeholders and solidifies the commitment of the Design Team to jointly: (i) establish 

effective working relationships, (ii) identify problem areas, and (ii) develop economical 

solutions- thereby achieving cost and time savings for the Project. During the 

Preconstruction phase, the CM/GC provides guidance to the Project Team in scheduling 

Project activities and projected timelines. In addition, the CM/GC is engaged in the 

Project Team process and makes recommendations throughout the design phases. 

During construction, it is the CM/GC's responsibility to meet the schedule in an efficient 

matter and with a total cost within the Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP). The CM/GC 
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provides a firm GMP and schedule commitment to the County that puts the CM/GC at 
risk, not the County. Removing elements of risk from the County is of great benefit to 
the County when initiating construction projects that use public funds. 

If at the end of the Preconstruction phase a GMP cannot be agreed upon, then the 
County has the right to use all the information developed by the CM/GC and the Project 
Team to bid the Project competitively. This alternative bidding possibility limits the risk 
to the County.while retaining the contractor's knowledge, skill and benefits of 
collaboration during the design and construction phase. These substantial benefits would 
not be achieved if the low bid process for selection of a contractor were used for this 
Project since the contractor is excluded from the preconstruction phases. 

c. Value Engineering 

The CM/GC process provides many additional benefits and opportunities for cost 
savings. System options and real-time cost estimates provided by the CM/GC 
throughout the constructability reviews will aid in controlling the Project costs and allow 
the County to make informed cost-benefit tradeoff decisions during desigl}. The CM/GC 
will collaborate and provide cooperation and information to the design Project Team on 
details, current building materials, systems and products, and current labor markets and 
practices. During the Preconstruction phase, the CM/GC will be evaluating the budget 
and making suggestions for cost-saving changes and value enhancements. The CM/GC 
will evaluate major systems and make design recommendations to the Project Team 
about which systems are most cost-effective. The reviews ensure that good building 
practices are incorporated into the design documents. The CM/GC also identifies 
whether Project sequencing is viable and design elements can be built as drawn. All of 
these beneficial actions by the CM/GC will improve design, expedite construction and 
reduce the potential for costly change orders. The benefits of value engineering are not 
available with the low bid process. 

D. Specialized Expertise 

The contractor ultimately selected as CM/GC will demonstrate experience and expertise 
in providing CM/GC services to public and private organizations, and will be well 
qualified in the area of sustainable construction methodology. The contractor will also 
have expertise in utilizing the County's Good Faith Effort and Workforce Hiring 
programs, both of which will be a contractual requirement. 

The CM/GC selection process is based on qualifications, with price as a factor. The fee 
is, however, less important than the overall qualifications and specialized expertise of 
the selected CM/GC. The County will benefit by acquiring a CM/GC which has 
established experience in building similar projects, experience in this type of delivery 
system, references from previous owners and architects, and an outstanding approach 
to the Project, especially when incorporating sustainable practices and LEED 
certification. A low bid process does not always provide an opportunity to obtain the 
most qualified contractor with the specialized expertise needed for the Project. 
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E. Public Safety 

The CM/GC selected will be required show evidence of construction safety practices 
records a high level. The CM/GC's planning and management of work sequencing, 
safety equipment and protocols, and construction methodologies can reduce issues 
related to safety and related risks. All work during the construction will be done in 
accordance with'OR-OSHA safety regulations. 

The CM/GC method of delivery is a team approach and the contractor's performance on 
prior projects in satisfying these safety needs can be determined as part of the County's 
RFP process described in Section 4.A below; this determination is not available under 
the low bid process. 

F. Market Conditions 

The CM/GC contracting process is a modern construction delivery method used by both 
public and private organizations. The CM/GC is tasked with keeping the Project Team 
up-to-date on the latest construction techniques and products. The CM/GC will inform 
the Project Team of current market conditions, labor and materials availability and 
construction methodologies that can reduce design and construction time and costs. 

The CM/GC process allows the option of pursuing a "fast track" construction approach to 
begin site work and ordering long-lead items while documentation of later elements are 
being finalized. Timing the market for the various aspects of construction can result in 
cost savings and ultimately keeps the Project Team on schedule. These fast-track 
benefits are not available under the low bid process. 

G. Technical Complexity 

This Project requires technical expertise and experience in commercial construction 
involving public entities. Expertise in LEED certification is also an integral part of 
successfully achieving the County's sustainable objectives and the ability to acquire 
energy efficiency financial incentives. The ability to coordinate and manage this Project, 
while working with several distinct local governments and major stakeholders, is highly 
complex in nature. This complexity is especially challenging to an inexperienced firm. 

The CM/GC process enables the County to competitively select a prime contractor that 
can demonstrate the competence necessary to deal with the technical complexities of 
this Project, and that can provide quality workmanship, dependable performance, fair 
and reasonable pricing and efficient management as a Project Team member. Under a 
low bid process the technical competence of the contractor is difficult to evaluate. 

H. Funding Sources I Budget Management 

The Project is partially funded from proceeds from the sale of the County's Correctional 
Facility and Edgefield properties in Troutdale. It is anticipated that the balance of the 
project funding will be borrowed prior to authorization of construction. 
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The CM/GC method of contracting will include multiple costs estimates, created by two 
independent sources, beginning at very early stages of design. The evolution of design 
work can quickly respond to these early multiple estimates to maintain cost control. 
Early multiple estimates also help to avoid costly re-design of larger portions of design 
work to maintain budget. 

4. COMPLETION AND COST SAVINGS 

Consistent with Oregon Law, use of an alternative contracting method must be seen as unlikely 
to encourage favoritism or diminish competition and result in substantial cost savings. Based 
on the following information, this Project will accomplish both. 

A. Unlikely to Encourage Favoritism or Diminish Competition 

The CM/GC will be selected through the County's Request for Proposal (''RFP") process 
which is an open competitive process. The selection criteria will include experience in 
delivering similar projects, quality of previous work; available resources to meet 
schedule requirements; use of MWESB subcontractors; experience in commercial 
building and LEED certification, pre-construction services, schedule and budget 
management, fee and other relevant criteria. The assessment of the CM/GC will be 
keyed to their ability to demonstrate the experience and qualifications necessary to meet 
Project needs. 

Competition for construction is typically not diminished because the CM/GC will still be 
required to solicit multiple bids for all elements of the work. Even when certain 
elements of the work might be self-performed by the CM/GC, they will be required to 
solicit additional competitive bids. 

B. Typically Results in Substantial Cost Savings 

The benefits of the CM/GC process generally outlined under Findings, Part 3 above 
illustrate a process where: 

• The contractor's expertise is integrated in the design process 
• Important decisions can be made early and with more complete information 
• Cost estimating at early stages help guide an affordable project 
• Early planning and Fast-Tracking assists in the development of an aggressive 

schedule , 
• Early document evaluation assists to eliminate conflicts and errors 

Under typical market conditions, these benefits all work in combination to deliver 
projects faster and at lower cost, which is an essential objective for the County. 

5. SUMMARY 

The East County Courts Project will benefit overall through an alternative means of construction 
contracting that utilizes an approach of CM/GC selection based on qualifications and experience 
rather than lowest bid. The selection of the CM/GC through an RFP process will not diminish 
competition or show favoritism, and will result in cost savings to the County. The special 
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emphasis on LEED certification requires experience that is not widely shared in the construction 
contractor community. Therefore, FPM believes this exemption request is justified and in 
accordance with Oregon Law and is in the best interest of the County. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ACTING AS THE CONTRACf REVIEW BOARD 

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-006 

Reaffirming an Exemption to Use a Construction Manager/General Contractor Method for 

Construction of the East County Courts and District Attorney Facility 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On June 28, 2007, the Board of Commissioners Acting as the Public Contract Review 
Board adopted Resolution 07-126 approving an exemption from competitive bidding 
requirements to allow use of a Construction Manager/General Contractor contracting 
method for construction of the East County Justice Center Project. 

b. On October 1, 2009, the Board of Commissioners adopted Resolution 09-121 approving 
a new project plan for an East County Courts and District Attorney Facility (East County 
Courts Project) at the site previously acquired for the East County Justice Center Facility 
and directing Facilities to implement the Schematic Design Phase of the Project Plan up 

to $800,000. 

c. In planning for the East County Courts Project, Facilities and Property Management 
(Facilities) analyzed three separate construction methods as part of the FAC-1 planning 
process. · 

d. · Facilities recommended to the Board that a Construction Manager/General Contractor 
(CM/GC) contracting method may be an option for construction of the East County 

Courts Project based on the findings attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

e. Public Contracting Board Rule 49-0620 and ORS 279C.335 require an exemption from 
the competitive bidding requirements of ORS Chapter 279 in order to use an alternate 

contracting method and further require adoption of findings to support the exemption 
after notice and a public hearing. 

f.. Notice of the hearing to consider the exemption and the attached findings was published 
in the Daily Journal of Commerce on December 24, 2009, more than 14 days before the 
hearing. 

g. The Board reaffirms, based on the attached findings that it is in the best interest of the 

County to have the option to utilize a CM/GC contracting method in lieu of a competitive 
low bid process for the construction of the East County Courts Project. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Board approves and adopts the findings attached as Exhibit 1 in support of using a 

Construction Manager/General Contractor for the East County Courts Project. 
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2. The Board reaffirms an exemption from competitive bidding requirements to allow 

potential use of a Construction Manager/General Contractor contracting method for 

construction of the East County Courts Project. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January 2010. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNlY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNlY, OREGON 

SUBMITTED BY: 
Commissioner Diane McKeel 

BOARD OF COUNlY COMMISSIONERS 
· FOR MULTNOMAH COUNlY, OREGON ACTING 
AS THE PUBLIC CO RACT REVIEW BOARD 

Ted Wheeler, Chair 
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EXHIBIT 1 

FINDINGS IN SUPPORT OF AN 
ALTERNATIVE CONTRACTING PROCESS 

FOR THE 
EAST COUNTY COURTS PROJECT ("Project") 

1. GENERAL 

The Oregon Legislative Assembly encourages public agencies to consider alternative and 

innovative contracting methods, other than low bid, that take into account market realities. 

Pursuant to ORS 279.015, a local contract review board may exempt certain contracts from 

traditional competitive bidding by showing that an alternative contracting process is unlikely to 

diminish competition and that it will result in costs savings to the public agency. 

The Facilities and Property Management Division of Multnom21h County (''FPM") desires to enter 

into a contract directly with a contractor for the preconstruction design assistance to the design 

architectural team and to subsequently construct and manage the East County Courts 

('Project") through ·a Construction Manager/General Contractor (''CM/GC') selection process. 

2. BACKGROUND 

The approval of the East County Justice Center Project Plan (''Project Plan') that created a 

capital project is defined by the County's Resolution 07-024, originally created in2007. · 

The East County Justice Center Development Plan (a portion of the Project Plan) included the · 

CM/GC selection process in the discussion of the schedule. The East County Courts project had 

always envisioned the use of the CMGC delivery process to facilitate the project's unique 

sustainable elements, the accelerated construction schedule and the County's budget 

constraints. 

Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS 279.015) and Public Contract Review Board Rule (PCRB 49-0600 

to 49-0690) provide a means of contracting other than the traditional competitive low bid · 

process to public agencies. A local Public Contract Review Board may exempt certain public 

contracts or classes of public contracts from the competitive bidding requirements upon 

approval of findings submitted by the public contracting agency seeking exemption. 

On October 1, 2009, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners approved a FAC-1 

Amendment resulting in a County Resolution to approve a revised project of reduced scope 

identified as the East County Courts Project to proceed through Schematic Design at a cost not 

to exceed $800,000. The FAC-1 Amendment was required due to a significant change in scope 

(reduction) between the scope of the 2007 East County Justice Center project, and the new 

East County Courts Project. Although the Project scope changed, most other elements of the 

original East County Justice Center Project Plan were intended to remain in place, including 

utilizing the CM/GC selection process for the new East County Courts scope of work. This 

exemption is intended to confirm that specific intent. 
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3. FINDINGS 

In exempting this CM/GC contract from the bidding requirements in ORS 279, the following 

findings support the requested alternative contracting method: 

A. Operational, Budget and Financial Data 

The total Project is being constructed at a cost of approximately $21 million (the CM/GC 

procurement portion will be approximately $12.4 million). The annual operating costs of 

the Project building will be offset by the expected lower energy costs derived from 

energy efficiencies achieved by the cooperation and the direct actions of the CMGC and 

other members of the Project Team (consisting of the County's Project Manager, the 

Project design consultants and the CM/GC) in the design phase of the Project. The 

budget for the Project will be maintained through the cost control systems established 

by the CM/GC well before construction begins. Unlike the low bid process for selection 

of a contractor (which excludes the contractor from the preconstruction phases), 

significant savings in overall Project cost and time can be achieved by engaging the 

CM/GC early in the preconstruction process. This early engagement allows close 

monitoring of the construction market, sometimes called forecasting, and heads off 

unexpected activities that will result in a higher price thereby delivering additional 

economic savings and benefits to the County. 

The CM/GC assists the entire Project Team to stay within budget through full and frank 

discussions of the cost and schedule implications of various design solutions. This 

CM/GC involvement permits the Project Team to make informed cost-benefit tradeoff 

decisions, all to the financial t;>enefit of the County. 

B. Public Benefit 

The Project is needed to accommodate public courts needs for the next 50-80 years. 

The court system is currently backlogged due to the lack of courtroom space. The 

Project will provide 2 - 3 courtrooms. Security function will be improved, the Court Clerk 

functions will provide a wider range of services, and District Attorney operations will be 

provided as part of the Project. Services are integrated to provide the highest level of 

complementary public judicial functions a~d cost efficiencies. 

The public benefit achieved with the use of a CM/GC for this Project is evident 

throughout several aspects of the project's design and construction. In contrast to the 

low bid process for selection of a contractor, the early involvement of the CM/GC in the 

process provides for more collaboration among the Project Team and interested 

stakeholders and solidifies the commitment of the Design Team to jointly: (i) establish 

effective working relationships, (ii) identify problem areas, and (ii) develop economical 

solutions - thereby achieving cost and time savings for the Project. During the 

Preconstruction phase, the CM/GC provides guidance to the Project Team in scheduling 

Project activities and projected timelines. · In addition, the CM/GC is engaged in the 

Project Team process and makes recommendations throughout the design phases. 

During construction, it is the CM/GC's responsibility to meet the schedule in an efficient 

matter and with a total cost within the Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP). The CM/GC 

Page 4 of 8- RESOLUTION 2010-006 Reaffirming an Exemption to Use a Construction Manager/General 

Contractor Method for Construction of the East County Cou·rts and District Attorney Facility 



provides a firm GMP and schedule commitment to the County that puts the CM/GC at 

risk, not the County. Removing elements of risk from the County is of great benefit to 

the County when initiating construction projects that use public funds. 

If at the end of the Preconstruction phase a GMP cannot be agreed upon, then the 

County has the right to use all the information developed by the CM/GC and the Project 

Team to bid the Project competitively. This alternative bidding possibility limits the risk 

to the County while retaining the contractor's knowledge, skill and benefits of 

collaboration during the design and construction phase. These substantial benefits would 

not be achieved if the low bid process for selection of a contractor were used for this 

Project since the contractor is excluded from the preconstruction phases. 

C. Value Engineering 

The CM/GC process provides many additional benefits and opportunities for cost 

savings. System options and real-time cost estimates provided by the CM/GC 

throughout the constructability reviews will aid in controlling the Project costs and allow 

the County to make informed cost-benefit tradeoff decisions during design. The CM/GC 

will collaborate and provide cooperation and information to the design Project Team on 

details, current building materials, systems and products, and current labor markets and 

practices. During the Preconstruction phase, the CM/GC will be evaluating the budget 

and making suggestions for cost-saving changes and value enhancementS. The CM/GC 

will evaluate major systems and make design recommendations to the Project Team 

about which systems are most cost-effective. The reviews ensure that good building 

practices are incorporated into the design documents. The CM/GC also identifies 

whether Project sequencing is viable and design elements can be built as drawn. All of 

these beneficial actions by the CM/GC will improve design, expedite construction and 

reduce the potential for costly change orders. The benefits of value engineering are not 

available with the low bid process. 

D. Specialized Expertise 

The contractor ultimately selected as CM/GC will demonstrate experience and expertise 

in providing CM/GC services to public and private organizations, and will be well 

qualified in the area of sustainable construction methodology. The contractor will also 

have expertise in utilizing the County's Good Faith Effort and Workforce Hiring 

programs, both of which will be a contractual requirement. 

The CM/GC selection process is based on qualifications, with price as a factor. The fee 

is, however, less important than the overall qualifications and specialized expertise of 

the selected CM/GC. The County will benefit by acquiring a CM/GC which has · · 

established experience in building similar projects, experience in this type of delivery 

system, references from previous owners and architects, and an outstanding approach 

·to the Project, especially when incorporating sustainable practices and LEED 

certification. A low bid process does not always provide an opportunity ·to obtain the 

most qualified contractor with the specialized expertise needed for the Project. 
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E. Public Safety 

The CM/GC selected will be required show evidence of construction safety practices 

records a high level. The CM/GC's planning and management of work sequencing, 

safety equipment and protocols, and construction methodologies can reduce issues 

related to safety and related risks. All work during the construction will be done in 

accordance with OR-OSHA safety regulations. 

The CM/GC method of delivery is a team approach and the contractor's performance on 

prior projects in satisfying these safety needs can be determined as part of the County's 

RFP process described in Section 4.A below; this determination is not available under. 

the low bid process. 

F. Market Conditions 

The CM/GC contracting process is a modern construction delivery method used by both 

public and private organizations. The CM/GC is tasked with keeping the Project Team 

up-to-date on the latest construction techniques and products. The CM/GC will inform 

the Project Team of current market conditions, labor and materials availability and 

construction methodologies that can reduce design and construction time and costs. 

The CM/GC process allows the option of pursuing a "fast track" construction approach to 

begin site work and ordering long-lead items while documentation of later elements are 

being finalized. Timing the market for the various aspects of construction can result in 

cost savings and ultimately keeps the Project Team on schedule. These fast-track 

benefits are not available under the low bid process. 

G. Technical Complexity 

This Project requires technical expertise and experience in commercial construction 

involving public entities. Expertise in LEED certification is also an integral part of 

successfully achieving the County's sustainable objectives and the ability to acquire 

energy efficiency financial incentives. The ability to coordinate and manage this Project, 

while working with several distinct local governments and major stakeholders, is highly · 

complex in nature. This complexity is especially challenging to an inexperienced firm. 

The CM/GC process enables the County to competitively select a prime contractor that 

can demonstrate the competence necessary to deal with the technical complexities of 

this Project, and that can provide quality workmanship, dependable performance, fair 

and reasonable pricing and efficient management as a Project Team member. Under a 

low bid process the technical competence of the contractor is difficult to evaluate. 

H. Funding Sources I Budget Management 

The Project is partially funded from proceeds from the sale of the County's Correctional 

Facility and Edgefield properties in Troutdale. It is anticipated that the balance of the 

project funding will be borrowed prior to authorization of construction. 
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The CM/GC method of contracting will include multiple costs estimates, created by two . 

independent sources, beginning at very early stages of design. The evolution of design 

work can quickly respond to these early multiple estimates to maintain cost control. 

Early multiple estimates also help to avoid costly re-design of larger portions of design 

work to maintain budget. 

4. COMPLETION AND COST SAVINGS 

Consistent with Oregon Law, use of an alternative contracting method must be seen as unlikely 

to encourage favoritism or diminish competition and result in substantial cost savings. Based 

on the following information, this Project will accomplish both. 

A. Unlikely to Encourage Favoritism or Diminish Competition 

The CM/GC will be selected through the County's Request for Proposal ("RFP'') process 

which is an open competitive process. The selection criteria will include experience in 

delivering similar projects, quality of previous work; available resources to meet 

schedule requirements; use of MWESB subcontractors; experience in commercial 

building and LEED certification, pre-construction services, schedule and budget 

management, fee and other relevant criteria. The assessment of the CM/GC will be 

keyed to their ability to demonstrate the experience and qualifications nece?sary to meet 

Project needs. 

Competition for construction is typically not diminished because- the CM/GC will still be 

required to solicit multiple bids for all elements of the work. Even when certain 

elements of the work might be self-performed by the CM/GC, they will be required to 

solicit additional competitive bids. 

B. Typically Results in Substantial .cost Savings 

The benefits of the CM/GC process generally outlined under Findings, Part 3 above 

illustrate a process where: 
• The contractor's expertise is integrated in the design process 

• Important decisions can be made early and with more complete information 

• Cost estimating at early stages help guide an affordable project 

• Early pl~nning and Fast-Tracking assists in the development of an aggressive 

schedule 
• Early document evaluation assists to eliminate conflicts and errors 

Under typical market conditions, these benefits all work in combination to deliver 

projects faster and at lower cost, which is an essential objective forthe County. 

5. SUMMARY 

The East County Courts Project will benefit overall through an alternative means of construction 

contracting that utilizes an approach of CM/GC selection based on qualifications and experience 

rather than lowest bid. The selection of the CM/GC through an RFP process will not diminish 

competition or show favoritism, and will result in cost savings to the County. The special 
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emphasis on LEED certification requires experience that is not widely shared in the construction 

contractor community. Therefore, FPM believes this exemption request is justified and in 

accordance with Oregon Law and is in the best interest of the County. 
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UNANIMOUS CONSENT ITEM 

REGULAR AGENDA 

MAY I HAVE A MOTION FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF A UNANIMOUS CONSENT ITEM? 

COMMISSIONER MOVES 
COMMISSIONER SECONDS 
CONSIDERATION OF A UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
ITEM 

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

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

UC-1 PROCLAMATION Honoring January 11, 2010 as HUMAN 
TRAFFICKING AWARENESS DAY in Multnomah County, Oregon 

COMMISSIONER ____ MOVES 
COMMISSIONER SECONDS 
APPROVAL OF UC-1 

COMMISSIONER DIANE MCKEEL 
EXPLANATION, READ PROCLAMATION, 
RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS 

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TESTIMONY 

OPPORTUNITY FOR BOARD COMMENTS 

ALL IN FAVOR, VOTE AYE, OPPOSED ? 

THE MOTION FAILS 
OR 
THE PROCLAMATION IS ADOPTED 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUN1Y COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUN1Y, OREGON 

PROCLAMATION NO. 2010-003 

Honoring January 11, 2010 as Human Trafficking Awareness Day in Multnomah County, Oregon 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. A resolution passed by Congress in 2007 and proposed by Senators Feinstein, Obama, 
luger and Cornyn, designated January 11 of each year as Human Trafficking Awareness 
Day in the United States. 

b. Human Trafficking is the modern day practice of slavery. 

c. Today in the United States, it is estimated that 200,000 minors are at high risk for being 
trafficked for sexual' exploitation. Ninety percent of the victims are American citizens. 

d. The average age of entry into the sex industry is 12 years old. 

e. Trafficking continues because of the huge potential for profit, based on enormous 
demand, and because of the negligible or low risk of prosecution. 

f. On January 9, 2010, there will be a Northwest Conference Against Trafficking. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Proclaims: 

January 11, 2010 as Human Trafficking Awareness Day in Multnomah County, Oregon. 

ADOPTED this 7th day of January 2010. 

~~ 
Commissioner District 1 

~~ udy Shiprack, 
Comm1ss1oner Dtstnct 3 

SUBMmEDBY: 
Commissioner Diane McKeel 

BOARD OF COUNlY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNO COUN1Y, OREGON 

d---
Ted Wheeler, County Chair 

Diane McKeel, 
Commissioner District 4 



j Office of Chair Ted Wheeler 

1 MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 600 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-3308 phone 
(503) 988-3093 fax 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

MEMORANDUM 

Commissioner Deborah Kafoury 
Commissioner JeffCogen 
Commissioner Judy Shiprack 
Commissioner Diane McKeel 
County Attorney Agnes Sowle 
Board Clerk Deb Bogstad 

Barb Guthrie 
Staff Assistant to Chair Wheeler 

January 7, 2010 

January 19 Executive Session/Board Briefing and January 21 Board Meeting 

Due to a scheduled trip to Washington DC to lobby on behalf ofMultnomah County, Chair Wheeler will 
not be in attendance for the above referenced meetings. 

If you have any questions concerning this memo, please do not hesitate to call me. 

Barb Guthrie 


