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KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That

GEOSCE B. MC B3IIDE aud VIACTEIA L. MC m _ o

heisband and wife . . , hareinstzer callad the grantor,
mcormdexc&md 2&@”/‘1@0—'?.1—~*~-1. ----------- Dollars,

and other valuable comsiderstion
to grantor paid by DCMNA J, WESTRALL, R ‘

an unmarried woman hemnm«u ca'led the grantee,
does hereby grant, mmwwwmmwmmms hetrs, sucoessars and as-
signs, that certain real property, with the tenements, herecitaments and appurtenances thereunto belonging
or appertaining, situated in the County of Multnomah . , and State of Oregon, described
as lollows, to-wit:

,;0 That part of Lot 2, Block 2, SKYLINE HEIGHTS, County of

’ Multnomah and State of Oregor lying mrtharly of a line
7 feet coutherly of and parrallel to the northerly line
of said Lot 2 excepting therefrom the essterly 15 feet.

53

To Have and to Hold the above described and granted premises unto the said jtantee and grantee’s

heirs, successors and assigns forever.
And said grantor hereby covenants to and with said grantee and grantee’s heirs, successors and as-
signs, that grantor is lawfully seized in foe simple of the above granted premises, free from all encumbrances
. @%COPE_subject to the 1966-67 taxes due but not yet payable and
e ...cmditi@ns, -restrictions and easements. of record

OREGOM TITLE INSURANCE 80, '/':’) ?éé

......................................................... and that grantor will
warrant and forever defend the above ‘ranted premises and every part and parcel thereof against the law-
ful claims and demands of all persons whomsoever.

In construing this deed and where the context 80 roquires, the singular includes the
WITNESS grantor’s hand and seal this__14th '

§nrﬂ:¢r X.OREGON, County of.. Multnomah
w *“ 1 AM&IPMM"U lbOVO .....

(OFFIcIAL SEAL) My commission expires.. February 6, 1970

WARRANTY DEEDI e \

Deed Rl

W



THIS SPACE RESERVED FOR RECORDER'S USE

After recording return to:
Wiison Bright and Karin Bright
8577 NW Ryan Street
Portland, OR 97229

Untii a change 1s requested all tax statements TNOMAR COUNTY OREGON
shall be sent to the following address: Recordzd ::;::L Deputy Cler}lt

Wilson Bright and Karin Bright : ' ATLJIR
8577 NW Ryan Street A37 2 6.00

Portland, OR 97229 Total i 26. [

File No.: 7011-276605 (fI) 2003246744 10/15/2003 11:16:492m
Date;  October 07, 2003 j

STATUTORY WARRANTY DEED

Jaseph A. McAlonen, III, Grantor, conveys and warrants to Wilson Bright and Karin Bright,
husband and wife, Grantee, the following described real property free of liens and encumbrances,
except as specifically set forth herein:

Lot 2, Block 2, SKYLINE HEIGHTS, in the County of Multnemah and State of Qregon.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion conveyed to Donna J. Westfall by deed recorded
7/25/66 in Book 517, page 1404, Multnomah County Deed Records, in the County of
Muitnomah and State of Qregon.

This property Is free fram liens and encumbrances, EXCEPT: 2003/2¢04 Taxes, a lien
due but not yet payable

1. Covenants, conditions, restrictions and/er easements, If any, affecting title, which may appear in
the publlc record, including thase shown on any recorded plat or survey.

FATCO. NO. Z21(05= 0

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

Page 1af 2




‘ OFFICE OF
AUDITOR OF THE CITY OF PORTLAND
City Hall Room 140
1221 SW 4™ Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204

COPY CERTIFICATE

STATE OF OREGON )
COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH ) s
CITY OF PORTLAND )

I, GARY BLACKMER, Auditor of the City of Portland, dobhereby certify that I have
compared the following copy of Ordinance No. 180919, passed by the Portland City
Council on May 2, 2007 , to approve annexation to the City of Portland of property in
case number A-2-07, on the east edge of NW Ramsey Drive near intersection with

NW Walmar Drive, with the original thereof and that the same is a full, true and correct
copy of such original and of the whole thereof as the same appears on file and of record
m my office and in my care and custody.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal of the City of Portland

affixed this 7th day of May, 2007.

GARY BLACKMER
Auditor of the City of Portland

: Deputy



ORDINANCENo. 180919

* Approve annexation to the City of Portland of property in case number A-2-07, on the east
‘edge of NW Ramsey Drive near intersection with NW Walmar Drive (Ordinance)

The Cify of Portland ordains:

Section 1. The Council finds:

1. The property owners and registered voters have initiated a proposal by a consent petition
to annex to the City of Portland the property described in Exhibit “A.”

2. The pfoperty owners want to annex to Portland to obtain City services, particularly sewer
service.

3. Based on the findings and reasons for decision detailed in Exhibit “B,” this proposal for

annexation sufficiently meets applicable criteria for approval.
NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs:
a. The proposed annexation described in Exhibit “A” is approved.

b.  The subject territory, shown on the map in Exhibit “B,” is withdrawn from the Multnomah
County Service District # 14 (street lights) and Tualatin Valley Fire & Rescue.

c. The City Auditor is authorized and directed to file a certified copy of this Ordinance with
the Boundary Change Office of Metro.

Section 2. The Council declares that an emergency exists in order that there be no delay in
extending services, therefore, this Ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its

passage by Council.

Passed by the Council,  MAY 0 2 2007 GARY BLACKMER
Auditor of the City of Portland

By ar— %(/W
Deputy

Mayor Tom Potter
Office of Management and Finance
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EXH l BI;!-\\J EAD Proposal No. A-2-07
REG ;
PLANNING BUREAU

AN R 18 P 308

Lot 2, Block 2, SKYLINE HEIGHTS, In the County of Multnemah and State of Oregon,

SXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion conveyed to Donna J, Wastfall by deed recorded
7/25/66 In Book 517, page 1404, Multnomah County Deed Records, In the County of
Multnomah and State of Qregon,

This property Is frea from ltens and encumbrances, EXCEPT: 2003/2604 Taxes, a llen
due but not yet payable ) '




180919
EXHIBIT B
May 2, 2007 Meeting ‘

PROPOSAL NO. A-2-07 - CITY OF PORTLAND - Annexation

Petitioner: Karin & Wilson Bright

Proposal No. A-2-07 was initiated by a consent petition of the property owners and registered
voters. The petition meets the requirement for initiation set forth in ORS 222.170(2) (double
majority annexation law) and Metro Code 3.09.040(a) (Metro’s minimum requirements for a
petition).

The territory to be annexed is located generally on the northwest edge of the City on the east
edge of NW Ramsey Drive near its intersection with NW Walmar Drive. The territory contains
.65 acres, is vacant and has an assessed value of $59,240.

REASON FOR ANNEXATION

The owners need sewer service to facilitate construction of a new single family dwelling.

CRITERIA FOR DECISION-MAKING

The only criterion for deciding city boundary changes within the statutes is the territory must be
contiguous to the City. However, the 1997 Legislature directed Metro to establish criteria that
must be used by all cities within the Metro boundary and Metro has done so through adoption of
Section 3.09 of the Metro Code.

The Metro Code states that a final decision must include findings of fact and conclusions from
those findings. The Code requires these findings and conclusions to address the following
minimum criteria:

1. Consistency with directly applicable provisions in an urban service provider
agreement or annexation plan adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065. [urban
service provider agreements are agreements between various service providers
about who will provide which services where. The agreements are mandated by
ORS 195 but none are currently in place. Annexation plans are timelines for
annexations that may only be done after all required urban service provider
agreements are in place and that must have been voted on by the City residents
and the residents of the area to be annexed.]

EXHIBIT B - Proposal No. A-2-07 Page 1 of 5



180919

2. Consistency with directly applicable provisions of urban planning or other
agreements, other than agreements adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065, between
the affected entity and a necessary party.

3. - Consistency with specific directly applicable standards or criteria for boundary
changes contained in comprehensive land use plans and public facility plans.

4. Consistency with specific directly applicable standards or criteria for boundary
changes contained in the Regional framework or any functional plan.

5. Whether the proposed change will promote or not interfere with the timely,
orderly and economic provision of public facilities and services.

6. The territory lies within the Urban Growth Boundary.

7. Consistency with other applicable criteria for the boundary change in question
under state and local law.

Each of these factors is addressed below. The Metro Code also contains a second set of 10
factors which are to be considered where: 1) no ORS 195 agreements have been adopted, and
2) a necessary party is contesting the boundary change. Those 10 factors are not applicable at
this time to this annexation because no necessary party has contested the proposed
annexation.

LAND USE PLANNING

Reqiohal Planning. The territory is within the regional Urban Growth Boundary and the
jurisdictional boundary of Metro.

Regional Framework Plan. The law that requires Metro to adopt criteria for boundary changes
specifically states that those criteria shall include " . . . compliance with adopted regional urban
growth goals and objectives, functional plans . . . and the regional framework plan of the district
[Metro]." In fact, while the first two mentioned items were adopted independently, they are now
part of Metro's Regional Framework Plan. The Regional Framework Plan also includes the
2040 Growth Concept. Metro is authorized to adopt functional plans which are limited purpose
plans addressing designated areas and activities of metropolitan concern and which mandate
local plan changes. Metro has adopted two functional plans - the Urban Growth Management
Functional Plan and the Regional Transportation Plan.

The Urban Growth Management Functional Plan requires cities and counties to amend their
comprehensive plans and implementing ordinances to accord with elements in the Functional
Plan. Included in these requirements are such items as minimum density standards, limitations
on parking standards, mandated adoption of water quality standards and rules relating to Urban
Growth Boundary expansion into Urban Reserve areas. None of these requirements relate
directly to the issue of annexation to a city. The Regional Transportation Plan was examined
and no specific criteria applicable to boundary changes were discovered.

EXHIBIT B - Proposal No. A-2-07 Page 2 of 5



180919

The Regional Framework Plan was reviewed and found not to contain specific criteria
applicable to boundary changes.

Multnomah County Planning. The territory is designated Low Density Residential by Multnomah
County and is zoned R-10 which permits residential development with a minimum lot size of
10,000 square feet. In 2001 the Multnomah County Board adopted the City’s comprehensive
plan and implementing regulations as the County’s plan and zoning for this area. By
intergovernmental agreement signed in January, 2002 the City took over implementation and
administration of planning and zoning for this area.

Portland/Multnomah County Urban Services Agreement.

The property to be annexed falls within the City’s Urban Services Boundary.

Portland Planning. The Portland Comprehensive Plan contains the following Urban
Development Policies & Objectives:

2.3 Annexation

Phase the annexation program of the City to allow for the incorporation of urban and
urbanizable land in a manner that is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the
Urban Growth Boundary as administered by the Metropolitan Service District, provides
smooth transition in urban improvements programming. Annex land within the Urban
Services Boundary in accordance with this Policy and Policy 11.1. Annexations outside
the Urban Services Boundary will not be accepted.

* % %

The Comprehensive Plan contains the following public facilities Goal and policies and
objectives:

GOAL 11A  Provide a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public facilities and
services that support existing and planned land use patterns and densities.

POLICIES & OBJECTIVES
11.1  Service Responsibility
A. Outside its boundaries of incorporation, the City of Portland shéll:

(3) Consider requests for delivery of services within the Urban Services
Boundary wherever the following conditions exist:

. Residents or property owners within an area to be served desire
delivery of services by the City of Portland.

. The City can meet the new demands without diminishing its ability
to serve existing City of Portland residents and businesses.

EXHIBIT B - Proposal No. A-2-07 Page 3 of 5



180919

. The City can supply the needed services most effectlvely and
efficiently.
. The City can expect to recapture its service investment.

4) Deliver services within the Urban Services Boundary by means of
annexation to Portland . . .

* %k %

11.2  Orderly Land Development

Urban development should occur only when urban public facilities and services exist or
can be reasonably made available.

11.3  Orderly Service Extension

The improvement and expansion of one urban public facility or service should not
stimulate development that significantly precedes the City’s, or other appropriate
jurisdiction’s ability to provide all other necessary urban public facilities and services at
uniform levels.

As discussed below in the Facilities and Services section of the staff report, urban services are
readily available to the site from the City. There is no evidence that serving the area would
diminish the City’s ability to serve existing residents and businesses.

The urban service policy found that a full-service city government can provide urban services
most cost-effectively. The City of Portland is the only available city to provide services to this
area.

FACILITIES AND SERVICES

ORS 195 Agreements. ORS 195 requires agreements between providers of urban services.
Urban services are defined as: sanitary sewers, water, fire protection, parks, open space,
recreation and streets, roads and mass transit. These agreements are to specify which
governmental entity will provide which service to which area in the long term. The counties are
responsible for facilitating the creation of these agreements. The statute was enacted in 1993
but no urban service agreements have yet been adopted in this area.

Sanitary Sewer Service. Sanitary sewer service can be provided from a City sewer line in NW
Ramsey which is approximately 320 feet to the north of the lot.

Water Service. The City of Portland already serves this area via a water line in NW Ramsey
Drive.

Police Service. Police Service will be provided by the City at the same level as currently
provided to other City residents. The Bureau notes that this area is at the outside edge Central

EXHIBIT B - Proposal No. A-2-07 Page 4 of 5



1809189

Precinct and the patrol district that would serve these lots but concludes that the additional lot
can be adequately served none-the-less.

~ Fire. The territory currently receives fire protectlon from the Tualatin Valley Fire & Rescue.

The District’s nearest station is at NW 87" & Cornell Road. Following annexation the City
would be responsible for providing fire service. The City’s nearest station is Station # 27 at
3130 NW Skyline.

ORS 222.120(4) provides that the City may declare in its ordinance annexing territory that the
territory will be withdrawn from a fire district. The effective date of a withdrawal from a fire
district is the effective date of the annexation.

Street Lights. The territory is within the boundary of Multnomah County Service District No. 14
for street lights. The District's function is primarily administrative, to collect the revenues to pay
PGE for lighting services. The district charges a flat annual fee for street lighting services.
Portland has a property tax levy to finance street lights.

ORS 222.120(4) provides that the City may declare in its ordinance annexing territory that the
territory will be withdrawn from a county service district. The effective date of a withdrawal from
a county service district is the effective date of the annexation.

Transportation. Access to the site is provided'by NW Ramsey Drive off of NW Skyline Road.

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the Study and the proposed Findings and Reasons for Decision found in Exhibit A,
the staff recommends that Proposal No. A-2-07 be approved. It is also recommended that the
territory be withdrawn from the Tualatin Valley Fire & Rescue and Multnomah County Service
District #14 (street lights).

'EXHIBIT B - Proposal No. A-2-07 Page 5 of 5
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- Exhibit A, Findings to Staff Report
Proposal No. A-2-07

PROPOSED FINDINGS AND REASONS FOR DECISION

Based on the staff study and the public hearing the City Council found:

1. The territory to be annexed is located generally on the northwest edge of the City on the
east edge of NW Ramsey Drive near its intersection with NW Walmar Drive. The
territory contains .65 acres, is vacant and has an assessed value of $59,240.

2. The owners need sewer service to facilitate construction of a new single family dwelling.

3. The only criterion for deciding city boundary changes within the statutes is the territory
must be contiguous to the City. However, the 1997 Legislature directed Metro to
establish criteria that must be used by all cities within the Metro boundary and Metro has
done so through adoption of Section 3.09 of the Metro Code.

The Metro Code states that a final decision must include findings of fact and conclusions
from those findings. The Code requires these findings and conclusions to address the
following minimum criteria:

1.

Findings 1 of 7

Consistency with directly applicable provisions in an urban service
provider agreement or annexation plan adopted pursuant to ORS
195.065. [urban service provider agreements are agreements between

- various service providers about who will provide which services where.

The agreements are mandated by ORS 195 but none are currently in
place. Annexation plans are timelines for annexations that may only be
done after all required urban service provider agreements are in place
and that must have been voted on by the City residents and the residents
of the area to be annexed.]

Consistency with directly applicable provisions of urban planning or other
agreements, other than agreements adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065,
between the affected entity and a necessary party.

Consistency with specific directly applicable standards or criteria for
boundary changes contained in comprehensive land use plans and public
facility plans. '

Consistency with specific directly applicable standards or criteria for
boundary changes contained in the Regional framework or any functional
plan. - :

9

5

9
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Exhibit A, Findings to Staff Report
Proposal No. A-2-07

5. Whether the proposed change will promote or not interfere with the
timely, orderly and economic provision of public facilities and services.

6. The territory lies within the Urban Growth Boundary.

7. Consistency with other applicable criteria for the boundary change in
question under state and local law.

Each of these factors is addressed below. The Metro Code also contains a second set
of 10 factors which are to be considered where: 1) no ORS 195 agreements have been
adopted, and 2) a necessary party is contesting the boundary change. Those 10 factors
are not applicable at this time to this annexation because no necessary party has
contested the proposed annexation.

4. The territory is within the regional Urban Growth Boundary and the jurisdictional
boundary of Metro.

The law that requires Metro to adopt criteria for boundary changes specifically states
that those criteria shall include " . . . compliance with adopted regional urban growth
goals and objectives, functional plans . . . and the regional framework plan of the district
[Metro]." In fact, while the first two mentioned items were adopted independently, they
are now part of Metro's Regional Framework Plan. The Regional Framework Plan also
includes the 2040 Growth Concept. Metro is authorized to adopt functional plans which
are limited purpose plans addressing designated areas and activities of metropolitan
concern and which mandate local plan changes. Metro has adopted two functional
plans - the Urban Growth Management Functional Plan and the Regional Transportation
Plan.

The Urban Growth Management Functional Plan requires cities and counties to amend
their comprehensive plans and implementing ordinances to accord with elements in the
Functional Plan. Included in these requirements are such items as minimum density
standards, limitations on parking standards, mandated adoption of water quality
standards and rules relating to Urban Growth Boundary expansion into Urban Reserve
areas. None of these requirements relate directly to the issue of annexation to a city.
The Regional Transportation Plan was examined and no specific criteria applicable to
boundary changes were discovered.

The Regional Framework Plan was reviewed and found not to contain specific criteria
applicable to boundary changes.

5. The territory is designated Low Density Residential by Multnomah County and is zoned

R-10 which permits residential development with a minimum lot size of 10,000 square
feet. In 2001 the Multnomah County Board adopted the City’s comprehensive plan and

Findings 2 of 7



£

ey

Exhibit A, Findings to Staff Report
Proposal No. A-2-07

implementing regulations’as the County’s plan and zoning for this area. By
intergovernmental agreement signed in January, 2002 the City took over implementation
and administration of planning and zoning for this area.

6. The property to be annexed falls within the City’s Urban Services Boundary.

The Portland Comprehensive Plan contains the following Urban Development Policies &
Objectives:

2.3 Annexation

Phase the annexation program of the City to allow for the incorporation of urban
and urbanizable land in a manner that is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan
and the Urban Growth Boundary as administered by the Metropolitan Service
District, provides smooth transition in urban improvements programming. Annex
land within the Urban Services Boundary in accordance with this Policy and
Policy 11.1. Annexations outside the Urban Services Boundary will not be
accepted.

* Kk Kk

The Comprehensive Plan contains the following public facilities Goal and policies and
objectives:

GOAL 11A  Provide a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public
facilities and services that support existing and planned land use patterns and
densities.

POLICIES & OBJECTIVES

11.1  Service Responsibility

A. Oultside its boundaries of incorporation, the City of Portland shall:

3) Consider requests for delivery of services within the Urban
Services Boundary wherever the following conditions exist:

. Residents or propeﬁy owners within an area to be served
desire delivery of services by the City of Portland.

. The City can meet the new demands without diminishing

its ability to serve existing City of Portland residents and
businesses.

Findings 3 of 7
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. The City can supply the needed services most effectively
and efficiently.

. The City can expect to recapture its service investment.

(4) Deliver services within the Urban Services Boundary by means of
annexation to Portland . . .

* % %k

11.2 Orderly Land Development

Urban development should occur only when urban public facilities and services
exist or can be reasonably made available.

11.3 Orderly Service Extension

The improvement and expansion of one urban public facility or service should
not stimulate development that significantly precedes the City’s, or other
appropriate jurisdiction’s ability to provide all other necessary urban public
facilities and services at uniform levels.

As discussed in the findings below, urban services are readily available to the site from
the City. There is no evidence that serving the area would diminish the City’s ability to
serve existing residents and businesses.

The urban service policy found that a full-service city government can provide urban
services most cost-effectively. The City of Portland is the only available city to provide
services to this area.

7. ORS 195 requires agreements between providers of urban services. Urban services
are defined as: sanitary sewers, water, fire protection, parks, open space, recreation
and streets, roads and mass transit. These agreements are to specify which
governmental entity will provide which service to which area in the long term. The
counties are responsible for facilitating the creation of these agreements. The statute
was enacted in 1993 but no urban service agreements have yet been adopted in this
area.

8. Sanitary sewer service can be providedv from a City sewer line in NW Ramsey which is
approximately 320 feet to the north of the lot.

9. The City of Portland already serves this area via a water line in NW Ramsey Drive.

Findings 4 of 7
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Police Service will be provided by the City at the same level as currently provided to
other City residents. The Bureau notes that this area is at the outside edge Central
Precinct and the patrol district that would serve these lots but concludes that the
additional lot can be adequately served none-the-less.

The territory currently receives fire protection from the Tualatin Valley Fire & Rescue.
The District’s nearest station is at NW 87" & Cornell Road. Following annexation the
City would be responsible for providing fire service. The City’s nearest station is Station
# 27 at 3130 NW Skyline.

ORS 222.120(4) provides that the City may declare in its ordinance annexing territory
that the territory will be withdrawn from a fire district. The effective date of a withdrawal
from a fire district is the effective date of the annexation.

The territory is within the boundary of Multnomah County Service District No. 14 for
street lights. The District's function is primarily administrative, to collect the revenues to
pay PGE for lighting services. The district charges a flat annual fee for street lighting
services. Portland has a property tax levy to finance street lights.

ORS 222.120(4) provides that the City may declare in its ordinance annexing territory
that the territory will be withdrawn from a county service district. The effective date of a
withdrawal from a county service district is the effective date of the annexation.

Access to the site is provided by NW Ramsey Drive off of NW Skyline Road. The
territory to be annexed contains 3.75 acres, 3 single family dwellings and has an
assessed value of $2,391,960.

Findings 5 of 7
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CONCLUSIONS AND REASONS FOR DECISION

Based on the Findings, the City Council determined:

1.

The Metro Code at 3.09.050(d)(1) calls for consistency between the City’s decision and
an agreement adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065. There are no such agreements in
this area.

- The Metro Code th 3.09.050(d)(2) calls for consistency between the City’s decision and

urban planning area agreements, or other agreements. The territory to be annexed is
within both the urban planning area boundary and urban services boundary of the City of

Portland recognized in the City / County urban pianning area agreement (UPAA). The

agreement recognizes that Portland will eventually annex and service the area. The
annexation is consistent with the UPAA. Portland has agreements with other service
providers but none contains criteria that are directly applicable to annexation decisions.

The Metro Code at 3.09.050(d)(3) calls for consistency between the City’s decision and
any "directly applicable standards or criteria for boundary changes contained in
comprehensive land use plans and public facilities plans." The Council has reviewed
the City Comprehensive Plan which currently applies to this site because the County has
adopted the City Plan and zoning for the area. The County plan contains no criteria that
are directly applicable to annexation decisions.

Policy 4 of the Portland Urban Services Policies contains criteria related to annexation.
It says that the city shall “consider” requests for the delivery of services within the urban
services boundary when certain conditions exist. This policy is not a mandatory
approval criterion, but rather contains a set of factors to consider.

The first factor is “residents and property owners within an area to be served desire
delivery of services by the City of Portland.” The area to be served is limited to the
parcel that is proposed to be annexed. The owners have petitioned for annexation.

The second factor is “the City can meet the new demands without diminishing its ability
to serve existing City of Portland residents and businesses.” As discussed above in
Findings numbered 8 through 13, urban services can be provided to the site.

The third factor is that “the City can supply the needed services most effectively and
efficiently.” The urban service policy found that a full-service city government can
provide urban services most cost—effectlvely The City of Portland is the only available
city to provide services to this area.

The fourth factor is “the City can expect to recapture its service investment.” The new
development (one single family dwelling) will produce very little demand on sewer,

Findings 6 of 7
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police, fire or other City services.
The Council concludes that the annexation is consistent with policy 11.1 B. (4).

Policy 5 says that Portland will deliver services by annexing areas. This proposed
annexation is consistent with policy 11.1 B (5).

4, Metro Code 3.09.050(d)(4) réquires the City’s decision to be consistent with directly
applicable standards or criteria in the Regional Framework Plan or any functional plan.
The Council has reviewed these plans and found no directly applicable criteria.

5. Metro Code 3.09.050(d)(5) states that another criterion to be addressed is "Whether the
proposed change will promote or not interfere with the timely, orderly and economic
provision of public facilities and services." The Council concludes that the City’s
adequate services can be provided to serve this area, based on Findings 8 through 13.
Therefore the proposed change promotes the timely, orderly and economic provision of
services.

6. The City may specify in its annexation Ordinance that the territory will be simultaneously
withdrawn from Multnomah County Service District # 14 for street lights and Tualatin
Valley fire & Rescue. To prevent confusion about which units of government are
responsible for providing services, the territory should be simultaneously withdrawn from
these districts.

Findings 7 of 7
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