
BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENTERING AN
ORDER RELATING TO TIIE VELMA
PAULINEPOVEYCL~FOR

COMPENSATION UNDER ORS 197.352
(MEASURE 37)

) Resolution No. 07-3776
)
) Introduced by Chief Operating Officer Michael
) Jordan with the concurrence ofCouncil President
) David Bragdon

WHEREAS, Velma Pauline Povey filed a claim for compensation under ORS 197.352 (Measure

37) contending that Metro regulations had reduced the fair market value ofproperty she owns in the city

ofDamascus; and

WHEREAS, the Chief Operating Officer reviewed the claim and submitted reports to the Metro

Council, pursuant to section 2.21.040 of the Metro Code, recommending denial of the claim for the reason

that the Metro regulation that is the basis for the claim did not reduce the fair market value of the

claimant's property; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council held a public hearing on the claim on February 22, 2007, and

considered information presented at the hearing; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council

1. Enters Order 07-020, attached to this resolution as Exhibit A, which denies the claim for
compensation.

2. Directs the Chief Operating Officer ("COO") to send a copy of Order No. 07-020, with
Exhibit A attached, to the claimant, persons who participated in the public hearing on the
claim, Clackamas County and the Oregon Department ofAdministrative Services. The
COO shall also post the order and Exhibit A at the Metro website.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 22nd day of February, 2007

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney



Exhibit A to Resolution No. 07-3776

Order No. 07-020

RELATING TO THE VELMA PAULINE POVEY CLAIM
FOR COMPENSATION UNDER ORS 197.352 (MEASURE 37)

Claimants:

Property:

Claim:

Velma Pauline Povey

Damascus, Oregon;
Township 2S, Range 3E, Section 2A, Tax Lots 01410 and 01412 (map attached)

Temporary 20-acre minimwn size for creation ofnew lots and parcels in Title 11 of the
Urban Growth Management Functional Plan has reduced the value of the claimants'
land.

Claimant submitted the claim to Metro pursuant to ORS 197.352 (Measure 37). This order is
based upon materials submitted by the claimant and the reports prepared by the Chief Operating Officer
("COO") prepared pursuant to section 2.21.040.

The Metro Council considered the claim at a public hearing on February 22,2007.

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

The claim ofVelma Pauline Povey for compensation be denied because it does not qualify for
compensation for reasons set forth in the reports of the COO.

ENTERED this 22nd day ofFebruary, 2007.

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney
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CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION  
UNDER BALLOT MEASURE 37  

AND METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.21 
 

REPORT OF THE METRO CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER 
 

In Consideration of Council Order No. 07-020 
For the Purpose of Entering an Order 

Relating to the Measure 37 Claim of Velma Pauline Povey 
 

January 30, 2007 
 
METRO CLAIM NUMBER:      Claim No. 07-020 
 
NAME OF CLAIMANT:     Velma Pauline Povey 
 
MAILING ADDRESS:     c/o William C. Cox, Attorney at Law 
       0244 SW California St. 
       Portland, OR 97219 

 
PROPERTY LOCATION:  Damascus, OR 97089 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:   Township 2S, Range 3E, Section 2 

Tax Lots 1410 and 1412  
 

DATE OF CLAIM:     November 29, 2006 
 

I. CLAIM 
Claimant Velma Pauline Povey seeks compensation in the amount of $1,204,000 for a claimed reduction 
in fair market value (FMV) of property owned by the claimant as a result of enforcement of Metro Code 
Section 3.07.1110 C of Title 11 (Interim Protection of Areas Brought into the Urban Growth Boundary) 
and Metro Ordinance 02-969B (For the Purpose of Amending the Metro Urban Growth Boundary, the 
Regional Framework Plan and the Metro Code in Order to Increase the Capacity of the Boundary to 
Accommodate Population Growth to the Year 2022).  In lieu of compensation, claimant seeks a waiver of 
those regulations so claimant can apply to the City of Damascus to divide the 7.77-acre subject property 
into one-acre, single-family residential lots.  Claimant would need to attain a waiver from Clackamas 
County to be eligible for one-acre lot zoning. 
 
Claimant has also filed Measure 37 claims with the City of Damascus, Clackamas County, and the State 
of Oregon challenging each and every land use regulation that restricts the claimant’s use of the property 
and has the effect of reducing the fair market value of the property. 
 
The Chief Operating Officer (COO) sent notice of date, time and location of the public hearing on this 
claim before the Metro Council on February 2, 2007.  The notice indicated that a copy of this report is 
available upon request and that the report is posted on Metro’s website at www.metro-
region.org/measure37. 
 

II. SUMMARY OF COO RECOMMENDATION 
 
The COO recommends that the Metro Council deny the claim for the reasons explained in section IV of 
this report.  The facts and analysis indicate that Metro’s action to bring claimant’s land into the Urban 
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Growth Boundary (UGB), designate it Inner Neighborhood (allowing high-density residential 
development), and applying a temporary 20-acre minimum lot size while planning is completed did not 
reduce the fair market value of claimant’s property. 
  

III TIMELINESS OF CLAIM 
ORS 197.352(5) requires that a written demand for compensation be made: 
 
1.  For claims arising from a land use regulation enacted prior to the effective date of Measure 37 
(December 2, 2004), within two years of that date, or of the date a public entity applies the regulation to 
the property as an approval criterion in response to an application submitted by the owner, whichever is 
later; or 
 
2.  For claims arising from a land use regulation enacted after the effective date of Measure 37 (December 
2, 2004), within two years of the enactment of the regulation, or of the date the owner of the property 
submits a land use application for the property in which the regulation is an approval criterion, whichever 
is later. 
 
Findings of Fact 
The claimant submitted this claim on November 29, 2006.  The claim identifies Metro Code section 
3.07.1110 C as the basis of the claim. 
 
Metro Council applied the regulation to the claimant’s property on December 5, 2002 (effective March 5, 
2003), by Ordinance No. 02-969B, prior to the effective date of Measure 37 (December 2, 2004).  This 
ordinance added 18,638 acres to the Urban Growth Boundary, primarily in the Damascus urban expansion 
area, that includes the claimant’s property.  This ordinance also designated the claimant’s property as 
Inner Neighborhood. 
 
Conclusions of Law 
Metro adopted the regulation that gives rise to this claim prior to the effective date of Measure 37, and 
claimants filed the claim within two years of the effective date of Measure 37.  The claim, therefore, is 
timely. 
 

IV. ANALYSIS OF CLAIM 
1.  Ownership 
Metro Code section 2.22.020(c) defines “owner” to mean the owner of the property or any interest 
therein.  “Owner” includes all persons or entities that share ownership of a property. 
 
Findings of Fact 
Claimant acquired an ownership interest in the 7.77-acre subject property through a Contract recorded on 
September 26, 1972 and has had a continuous ownership interest since that time.  The property consists of 
two tax lots, one of which is 2.65 acres and the other of which is 5.12 acres.  Attachment 1 is a site map of 
the subject property (ATTACHMENT 1).  There is a house on the 2.65-acre tax lot.  The 5.12-acre tax lot 
has no improvements. 
 
Conclusions of Law 
The claimant, Velma Pauline Povey, Trustee of the Povey Trust is owner of the subject property as 
defined in the Metro Code. 
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2.  Zoning History 
 
Findings of Fact 
Claimant asserts that the zoning of the subject property at the time of claimant’s acquisition allowed for 
one-acre lots.  At the time of Metro’s inclusion of the subject property into the UGB, the subject property 
was zoned RRFF-5, allowing one dwelling unit per five acres.  Since a single-family dwelling is 
presently on the 2.65-acre tax lot, no further development could occur under the RRFF-5 
designation on that tax lot.  Under the RRFF-5 zoning, one additional dwelling unit could be 
constructed on the 5.12-acre tax lot.   
 
Conclusions of Law 
Section 3.07.1110 C of Metro’s Code does not reduce the number of lots allowable on the subject 
property.  Under the existing RRFF-5 zoning, no subdivisions of either of the two tax lots would be 
allowed because of the five-acre per lot minimum. 
 
3.  Applicability of a Metro Functional Plan Requirement 
 
Findings of Fact 
In 2002, Metro Council expanded the UGB by adopting Ordinance No. 02-969B, including the claimant’s 
property in the UGB expansion area. 
 
Section 3.07.1110 C of Metro’s Code prohibits any division of land into lots or parcels smaller than 20 
acres, except for public schools or other urban services, pending adoption of urban comprehensive plan 
designations and zoning. 
 
Conclusions of Law 
Section 3.07.1110 C of the Metro Code applies to the subject property and became applicable after the 
claimant acquired the property.  Thus, the section did not apply to the subject property at the time 
claimant acquired it.  The section does not allow the claimant to partition or subdivide either of the two 
tax lots that constitute her 7.77-acre property until the City of Damascus adopts its comprehensive plan. 
 
4.  Effect of Functional Plan Requirements on Fair Market Value 
 
Findings of Fact 
Section 2.21.040(d)(5) of the Metro Code requires the Chief Operating Officer (COO) to determine 
whether the temporary 20-acre minimum size for the creation of new lots or parcels applicable to territory 
newly added to the UGB has reduced the value of claimant’s land.  The COO’s conclusion is based upon 
the analysis of the effect of Metro’s action contained in ATTACHMENT 2 (Metro Memorandum to Ray 
Valone and Richard Benner from Sonny Conder and Karen Hohndel dated February 2, 2007 (Conder 
Memo)). 
 
Claimant has submitted a request for compensation that is based on the proposed subdivision of the 
property into 7.77 lots, though only seven lots would be allowed under one-acre minimum lot zoning, 
should claimant be successful in her pending claim against Clackamas County.  At that one-acre 
minimum lot size, only 7 lots would be allowable.  Claimant further asserts that a one-acre lot is worth 
$200,000, for a total potential value of $1,554,000.  Claimant provides no sales or assessor’s data to 
support this claim. 
 
Additionally, claimant does not account for the costs of subdividing and providing services to the subject 
property that would necessarily be incurred in order to realize the asserted fair market value. 
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Claimant asserts the following diminution in value attributable to Metro regulations: 
 
Current FMV: 
 Land (2 lots):    $350,000 

Improvements:    $  - (no distinction made between land & improvements) 
Current Total:    $350,000   

 
Claimant assertion of potential FMV: 
 7.77 lots FMV at $200,000/lot:  $1,554,000 

Less development costs:   $(-) 
 Potential FMV:   $1,554,000 
 
 Claimed reduction in FMV:  $1,204,000 
 
Conclusions of Law 
Given the 7.77-acre size of the property (one lot at 2.65 acres and one lot at 5.12 acres), no further 
subdivision would be allowed under either the RRFF-5 or the temporary 20-acre minimum lot size as any 
subdivision would necessarily result in at least one lot of less than five acres.  Therefore, Metro’s 
temporary regulation does not further restrict claimant’s ability to subdivide her property beyond the 
property’s zoning restrictions in place at the time of Metro’s action. 
 
The Conder Memo provides a more thorough analysis of the property’s value, using two different 
methods for determining the effect of Metro’s action on the value of claimant’s property.  The 
conclusions of that memo are summarized below. 
 
A. “Comparable Sales” Method 
This method compares the value of the property in its current regulatory setting with its value today as 
though Metro’s action had not happened, using transactions involving comparable properties in both 
“before” and “after” scenarios.  Under the “before” scenario, the property would be outside the UGB with 
the zoning that applied at the time of the application of Metro’s regulation:  7.77-acres zoned RRFF-5 
(Rural Residential-Farm/Forest, five acre minimum lot size).  Given these zoning requirements, claimant 
would not have been able to obtain approval to further divide the two tax lots that constitute their 7.77-
acre property and would only be eligible for one additional single-family dwelling (on the 5.12-acre tax 
lot). 
 
Under the “after” scenario (current regulatory setting), the land lies within the UGB.  The property is 
designated Inner Neighborhood.  The property is subject to a temporary 20-acre minimum lot size to 
preserve the status quo while the City of Damascus completes the comprehensive planning necessary to 
allow urbanization of the previously rural (outside the UGB) land.  The comparable sales method assumes 
claimant will eventually be able to use the property for high-density residential development (ranging 
from 38 to 54 residential lots on the buildable portions of the subject property). 
 
Table 4 of the Condor Memo compares today’s value of the property before and after Metro’s action, 
adjusting in both cases for costs of development and limitations on development of the site that a prudent 
investor would take into account.  The table shows that the FMV of the property under existing 
regulations greatly exceeds the value of the property under RRFF-5 zoning outside the UGB.  The 
analysis using this methodology indicates that the current regulatory setting has not reduced the FMV of 
the subject property.  In fact, the analysis indicates that Metro’s actions have increased the property’s 
FMV. 
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B. Alternative Method Using Time Trend Data Suggested by Plantinga/Jaeger 
The Condor Memo uses time-series data to determine whether the application of Metro regulations to the 
property reduced its value.  The data show values before and after Metro’s inclusion of the property in the 
UGB and application of Metro’s regulations.  The data are displayed in Table 3 of the memo.  There is no 
indication from the data that Metro’s regulations reduced the value of the property.  The data show that 
the property continued to increase in value after March 5, 2003, the date the regulations became 
applicable to the property. 
 
Conclusions of Law 
The comparable sales method compares the value of similarly situated properties before and after the 
application of Metro’s regulations.  The Plantinga-Jaeger method as applied in this case measures the 
assessor’s real market value of the property before and after Metro's March 5, 2003, action.   The 
Plantinga-Jaeger method provides a clearer and more accurate answer to the question posed by Measure 
37: Did Metro's action reduce the FMV of the subject property?  Application of the method shows that the 
FMV of the subject property continued to rise after Metro included it in the UGB with the Inner 
Neighborhood designation and the temporary 20-acre minimum lot size. 
 
Property value data indicate that Metro’s action to bring claimant’s land into the UGB, designate it Inner 
Neighborhood (allowing high-density residential development), and apply a temporary 20-acre minimum 
lot size while planning is completed did not reduce the FMV of her property. 
 
5.  Exemptions under ORS 197.352(3) 
 
Findings of Fact 
Section 3.07.1110 C of the Metro Code does not restrict or prohibit a public nuisance, the selling of 
pornography or nude dancing, is not intended to protect public health or safety, and is not required to 
comply with federal law. 
 
Conclusions of Law 
Section 3.07.1110 C of the Metro Code is not exempt from Measure 37 under ORS 197.352(3). 
 
6.  Relief for Claimant 
 
Findings of Fact 
The Metro Council has appropriated no funds for compensation of claims under Measure 37.  Waiver of 
Metro Code Section 3.07.1110 C to the subject property would allow the claimant to apply to the City of 
Damascus to divide the subject property into one acre lots and to develop a single family dwelling on 
each lot that does not already contain a dwelling.  The effect of development as proposed by the claimant 
will be to reduce the residential capacity of the City of Damascus and of the UGB.  It would also make 
provision of urban services less efficient and more complicated.  Finally, it would undermine the planning 
now underway by the City of Damascus to create a complete and livable community. 
 
Conclusions of Law 
Based on the record, the claimant has not established that they are entitled to relief in the form of 
compensation or waiver of the interim 20-acre minimum lot size requirement under Metro Code Section 
3.07.1110 C. 
 
Recommendation of the Chief Operating Officer 
The Metro Council should deny the Povey claim for the reason that the Metro Code Section 3.07.1110 C 
and Metro Council’s Ordinance No. 02-969B did not reduce the value of the subject property. 
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ATTACHMENTS TO THE REPORT OF THE CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER 
 
Attachment 1:  Site Map of Velma Pauline Povey Property 
 
Attachment 2:  Metro Memorandum to Ray Valone and Richard Benner from Sonny Conder and Karen 
Hohndel, “Valuation Report on the Povey Measure 37 Claim,” dated February 2, 2007 
 
Attachment 3:  Sample Area of 2004-2005 Sales Data for Damascus UGB Expansion Area and One Mile 
Buffer, Clackamas County, OR 
 
Attachment 4:  Velma Pauline Povey Measure 37 Claim Submittal to Metro 
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February 2, 2007 
 
To:   Ray Valone 
  Richard Benner 
 
From:  Sonny Conder 
  Karen Hohndel 
 
Subject: Valuation Report on the Povey Measure 37 Claim 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
Per your request, we have conducted a valuation analysis of the Povey Measure 37 Claim. The 
Metro designation of ‘Inner Neighborhood’ applies to the Povey Claim.  We conclude, using the 
comparable sales method of determining possible reduction in value, that the Metro action of 
including the 2.65-acre tax lot and the 5.12-acre tax lot (7.77 acres in total) inside the urban 
growth boundary (UGB), designating it ‘Inner Neighborhood’, and imposing a temporary 20-
acre minimum lot size for development did not produce a material loss of value for the subject 
property1.  In all likelihood, the action produced an increase in value for the claimant’s property.  
 
Using a time series variation of the Plantinga-Jaeger method of determining property value loss 
due to regulation also indicates no loss of value for the 7.77-acre property.  This conclusion rests 
on the observation that the assessor’s market value for that particular property has continued to 
increase since the Metro 2003 regulation.  Moreover, the entire class of comparably sized RRFF-
5 acre lot size designated parcels within the expansion area has continued to increase since the 
Metro 2003 regulation.  
 
The Plantinga-Jaeger method as applied in this case measures the value of the property before 
and after Metro's action of March 5, 2003.  The comparable sales method compares today's value 
of similarly situated properties under current regulations with today's value under the regulations 
in place before Metro's action.  The Plantinga-Jaeger method provides a more clear and accurate 
answer to the question posed by Measure 37: Did Metro's action reduce the fair market value 
(FMV) of the Povey property?  Application of the method shows that the FMV of the Povey 
property continued to rise after Metro included it in the UGB with the ‘Inner Neighborhood’ 
designation and the temporary 20-acre minimum lot size. 
 
We consider the time trend and Plantinga – Jaeger methods to be consistent approaches to 
determining whether a claimant has experienced a property value loss due to a particular 
government regulation. The comparative sales method yields an estimate of what a particular 
property owner may gain, not an estimate of what they have lost.  
 

                                                 
1 We use the term “material” in the accounting/auditing sense that given the statistical variability inherent in the 
data there is no difference between two measurements of land value. 
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Conceptual Understanding for Basis of Property Value Analysis 
 
We understand the present Measure 37 valuation issue to consist of making two property value 
estimates.  These are: 
 

Estimate the FMV of the property subject to the regulation that the claimant contends has 
reduced the value of his property. 

 
Estimate the FMV of the property today as though it were subject to the regulations in 
place prior to the date Metro first applied the regulation to the claimant’s property. 

 
Metro Ordinance No. 02-969B applied a set of new regulations to the claimant’s property.  First, 
the ordinance brought claimant’s property into the region’s UGB, making the property eligible 
for urban residential densities on the parcel rather than rural low-density development. One 
hundred percent of the 7.77-acre property was designated ‘Inner Neighborhood’, allowing urban-
level residential use on the property. Second, the ordinance applied a temporary 20-acre 
minimum lot size to protect the status quo while local governments complete amendments to 
comprehensive plans, scheduled for completion in 2008, to allow urban development. Within 
this overall framework of these two land use designations, any particular property may have a 
substantial range of development types and lot sizes.  Implicit in these design type designations 
is the availability of urban level capital facilities including sanitary sewers, storm water retention 
and management, water distribution, streets, roads, parks and other infrastructure and services 
associated with urban living.  All development is assumed to occur in compliance with all health 
and safety regulations.  
 
The default land use at the time of Metro’s regulatory action was the Clackamas County 
designation of RRFF-5 on the 7.77-acre property.  This land use designation is a rural 
designation allowing one dwelling unit per 5 acres.  Since a single-family dwelling is presently 
on the 2.65-acre tax lot, no further development could occur under the RRFF-5 designation on 
that tax lot.  Under RRFF-5 zoning one additional dwelling unit could be constructed on the 
5.12-acre tax lot.   
 
Most significant is that the reference default land use must be outside the present UGB in a rural 
setting.  While seeming to be a subtle distinction, the requirement of a rural setting outside the 
UGB is conceptually pivotal to the valuation.  To use RRFF-5 equivalent land inside the UGB as 
a basis for valuation includes the property value increasing amenity effects of urban services and 
infrastructure. It is logically contradictory to argue that inclusion inside the UGB and designation 
of the land for urban purposes has reduced a property’s value but to include those very effects in 
the estimate of the property value without the subject action. 
 
Alternative Method of Computing Property Value Loss Resulting From Regulation 
 
Estimating loss of property value using the usual appraisal method of “comparative sales” has 
been the subject of substantial criticism.  Andrew Plantinga and William Jaeger 2, economists at 
                                                 
2 Andrew Plantinga, Measuring Compensation Under Measure 37: An Economist’s Perspective, Dec. 2004, 15 
pages. (Available at OSU Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics, URL: plantinga@oregonstate.edu). 
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OSU, have written papers pointing out that using the method of comparative sales does not 
compute the loss due to regulation.  Rather, the estimated “value loss” is actually the gain 
resulting from obtaining an exemption to the general rule. To better understand their arguments, 
we may think of the comparative sales method of determining an economic loss as equivalent to 
determining the value of issuing someone a special license or franchise to carry out an 
economically valuable function that others may not do. For instance, licenses to operate taxicabs 
in New York are seldom issued and in great demand.  As a result, the license itself has acquired 
substantial economic value.  An example closer to home is the value of an Oregon Liquor 
License prior to more liberal issuing standards in the 1980’s. In the 1950’s through roughly the 
1970’s, an Oregon Liquor License for a restaurant or bar vastly increased the property value of 
the establishment that had one.   Plantinga and Jaeger argue that the value of the property hinges 
on scarcity resulting from regulation.  If everyone had a taxicab or liquor license, they would 
have no value.  From an economic perspective, using a method that really measures value gained 
from regulation is not the same as determining economic loss resulting from regulation.    
 
Plantinga and Jaeger go on to suggest an economically appropriate measure of loss resulting 
from subsequent land use regulation.  Their method is grounded in the well-established and 
tested Theory of Land Rent.  Simplified a bit, the Theory of Land Rent holds that the value of 
land at any particular time is the future net profit from the land used in its most efficient 
allowable use.  The market also adjusts (discount factor) this value to account for time and 
uncertainty as to future uses.  What this means is that the original sales price incorporates future 
expectations about how the land might be used. If we take the original sales price and bring it up 
to the current date by using an appropriate price index, we are able to measure in today’s prices 
what the land was worth when it was purchased under the original regulatory requirements.  
 
As Metro’s regulatory action was taken in 2003, we have actual time series data to determine 
whether the subject property experienced a loss of value after Metro’s action. Consequently, we 
need not index the original sales price as we can observe whether the value actually decreased or 
not.  We are able to make these observations for the particular property and for the entire class of 
subject properties within the Damascus UGB expansion area. In essence, the simplest approach 
to answering the question of whether a property lost value as a result of Metro’s regulation is to 
measure whether the property value decreased following Metro’s action. 
 
This method allows a consistent computation of property loss due to subsequent regulatory 
changes.  At the same time, it avoids awarding particular property owners a bonus that was not 
anticipated in the original purchase price.  Owners should be compensated for what they lost due 
to the application of Metro’s regulations. They are not awarded an extra benefit owing to 
unanticipated growth, infrastructure investment or regulatory changes irrespective of any Metro 
changes. 
                                                                                                                                                             
William K. Jaeger, The Effects of Land Use Regulations of Land Prices, Oct. 2005, 38 pages. (Available at OSU 
Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics, URL: wjaeger@oregonstate.edu). 
Also: William K Jaeger, The Effects of Land-Use Regulations on Property Values,  Environmental Law, Vol. 
36:105, pp. 105 – 127, Andrew J. Plantinga, et. al., The effects of potential land development on agricultural land 
prices, Journal of Urban Economics,  52, (2002), pp. 561 – 581. and  Sonny Conder and Karen Hohndel, Measure 
37: Compensating wipeouts or insuring windfalls?, Oregon Planners’ Journal,   
Vol. 23, No 1. Dec. – Jan 2005.  pp. 6 – 9.  
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Property Valuation Analysis Procedure 
 
Our property valuation analysis procedure consists of the following steps: 
 

Briefly describe the property and make a prudent assessment of development limitations 
to establish a likely range of development capacity under ’Inner Neighborhood’, and 
RRFF-5, assuming health and safety regulations are enforced.  

 
Estimate value of property based on recent sales (2004,2005,2006) of lots and existing 
properties inside the Damascus expansion area designation of ‘Inner Neighborhood’ 
development configurations and including a 10-year discount factor for lag time in 
service provision. Since we implicitly assume the existing residential structure will be 
removed, account for the existing dwelling unit by adding in the value of a 10-year rent 
annuity appropriately discounted.  

 
Based on recent sales (2005) of property in a buffer zone extending 1 mile outside the 
present UGB within Clackamas County, determine the value of residential property on 
lots of 5 to 15 acres in size. This procedure establishes a reasonable range of values for 
residential properties of RRFF-5 configuration in a rural setting.  

 
For the RRFF-5 valuation assume that the 2.65-acre tax lot continues as is with the 
existing residence. 

 
Provide an alternative determination of loss of value of the Povey property based on time 
series before and after Metro’s regulatory action. 

 
Provide and compare estimates of the value of the subject property as of 2006 with 
Metro’s ‘Inner Neighborhood’ designation versus Clackamas County’s RRFF-5.  

 
Povey Property Description 
 
The subject property consists of two tax lots of 2.65 acres and 5.12 acres two tax lots north of 
257th and Hoffmeister Road in the city of Damascus adjacent to but inside the Urban Growth 
Boundary.  Clackamas County Assessor data show two tax lots with one residential structure 
located on the 2.65-acre tax lot.  Assessor market value as of 2006 for the 2.65-acre lot is 
$159,217 with the improvement at $35,060 and the land at $124,157. The 5.12-acre vacant tax 
lot has an Assessor RMV of $133,661.  Data submitted with the claim indicate 15 acres that 
included the property were purchased in 1972.  Purchase price was $ 26,400.   
 
Outside visual inspection indicates the residential structure is a manufactured home in good, 
well-maintained condition on a concrete foundation with a substantial but unknown amount of 
floor space.  
 
Visual inspection indicates a relatively level northeast sloping farm nursery land with a home 
and outbuildings in the northwest corner of the property. Other than the existence of the present 
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structures no visible impediments to development exist. Part of the property enjoys a modest 
view to the southeast Cascades foothills.  
It is not in our professional capacity to assert with authority any definitive estimate of what the 
site limitations are, but rather to reflect what any prudent property investor must consider when 
pricing raw land.  This holds true for both Metro’s ‘Inner Neighborhood’ designation, and the 
default use of RRFF-5 zoning. 
 
Land Use Capacity Estimates – 5.12-Acre Parcel and 2.65-Acre Parcel as ‘Inner 
Neighborhood’ and as RRFF-5 
 
As noted above, the Povey property has Metro’s ‘Inner Neighborhood’ designation.  Metro’s 
‘Inner Neighborhood’ allows a wide range of residential densities more limited by market and 
site conditions than regulation. The market rather than site impose limitations on the Povey 
property.  We estimate that the ‘Inner Neighborhood’ property will be developed within 10 years 
as moderate value single family with a density of 5 – 7 units per acre.  In this case both the 2.65-
acre parcel and the 5.12-acre parcel would be used with the existing residential structure on the 
2.65-acre parcel being demolished.  
 
Using the RRFF-5 Clackamas County land use designation in effect at the time of Metro’s UGB 
action, we assume that the 2.65-acre property cannot be further subdivided. The remaining 
vacant 5.12-acre property may be used for one residence but cannot be further subdivided. This 
assumption results from the fact that the Clackamas County ordinance prohibits division of a 
parcel smaller than 10 acres. Consequently, one additional dwelling unit may be built under 
RRFF-5 zoning.  
 
Current Value Estimate of ‘Inner Neighborhood’ Land in Damascus Expansion Area 
 
In order to establish a reasonable range of lot values for developing urban areas with 
infrastructure and nearby urban services, we evaluated all recent sales (year 2005) of land and 
lots within the Damascus UGB expansion area.  As detailed in relevant data file and confirmed 
by the Clackamas County Assessor’s office, currently one area is under development. It consists 
of 38 acres that was included in the expansion area and annexed to city of Happy Valley.  Data 
indicate that 152 lots of 7000 – 10000 square feet have been sold for $22.6 million for an 
average of $149,000 per lot. The lot price range was from $127,000 to $175,000. The lots in 
question are ready to build lots with complete urban services inside the city of Happy Valley.  
They were also designated ‘Inner Neighborhood’ when included within the UGB and 
subsequently zoned to R10 by Happy Valley. 
 
Since these lots were located in the urbanized, extreme western portion of the expansion area, we 
also examined a recently developed residential area immediately south of Highway 212 in the 
Anderegg Road area. Relevant summary results are in Table 1 below. 
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Table 1:  Summary Property Value Data – Damascus Area ‘Inner Neighborhood’ 
Designation Highway 212 Development 

 
   Average Lot Size:         5,805 sq. ft. 
   Median Lot Size:     5,148 sq. ft. 
   Average Lot Value:     $93,100 
   Median Lot Value:     $92,200  
 Average Total Property Value:  $273,600 
   Median Total Property Value:   $267,100    
   Number of Sales:     51 

 
When we adjust for lot size, and the availability of full urban services, the data support a lot 
value range of $90,000 – $110,000 per buildable lot in 2006 dollars for ‘Inner Neighborhood’ 
type development on the subject property.   
 
Current Value Estimate of  “5 Acre Minimum Buildable Lots” in the 1-Mile Buffer Area 
Outside the UGB 
 
To establish the value range for “5-Acre Minimum” size lots with RRFF-5 zoning within the 
Clackamas County rural area, we selected all residential properties that sold in 2004 and 2005 
within the 1 mile zone subject to the Land Conservation and Development Commission’s 20-
acre minimum lot size with a lot size of 5 to 15 acres.  These comprised 17 properties and their 
summary statistics are included below in Table 2.  
 

Table 2:  Summary Property Value Data – Clackamas County 1-Mile Buffer RRFF-5 
Zoning 5 – 15 Acre Lots with Recent Sales  

 
   Average Lot Size:     7.3 acres 
   Median Lot Size: 6.3 acres 
   Average Acre Value: $26,435 
   Median Acre Value: $22,297 
 
The data suggest that the Povey raw land value with a 5-acre minimum lot size restriction that 
limits the property to 1 residential unit would be worth $114,000 to $135,000 in a rural 
residential setting outside the Urban Growth Boundary.  Adjusting for the modest view property 
adds another $50,000 – $75,000 to the value for a total range of $164,000 - $210,000 for the 5.12 
acres in rural residential use.  
 
As noted in the Povey property description the Assessor’s RMV for the 2.65-acre lot with 
existing improvement amounts to $159,217.  Using a net rental proceeds basis for the valuation 
we estimate the value of the 2.65-acre parcel to be $185,000. 
 
Alternative Valuation of Povey Property Using the Time Trend Method Suggested by 
Plantinga and Jaeger 
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OSU economists Andrew Plantinga and William Jaeger have challenged the “comparable sales” 
approach of traditional appraisal methods.  They have pointed out that it really measures the 
value obtained by an exception to the current rule, rather than a measure of economic loss 
suffered as a result of government land use regulation. Since the subject Metro regulatory change 
was recent (2003), we have before and after time series data to determine whether the Povey 
property actually experienced a loss of value after the Metro regulation.  
 
Accordingly, we have tabulated property value data for the entire expansion area from assessor’s 
records for the years 2001 through 2006.  Since the 2.65-acre property has an existing residence 
we show it separate from the 5.12-acre tax lot. We also present the data for all RRFF-5 
designated properties within the expansion area between 5 and 15 acres in size.   Table 3 below 
depicts the results by year. 
 

Table 3:  Povey Per Acre Value and Expansion Area Land Values 2000 – 2006 
 

Year Povey 5.12 Povey 2.65 Average All 5 – 15 Acre RRFF-5 
 
2001 20,566   54,619     17,357 
2002 21,575     56,596      18,854 
2003 21,791   53,739     19,194 
2004 22,869   56,787     20,280 
2005 24,164   59,661     21.515 
2006 26,106   60,082     23,275 
 
Both the Povey property assessor’s market value and the average value of all RRFF-5 tax lots 
within the study area increased steadily from 2003 through 2006. There is no evidence that 
Metro’s action of including the property within the UGB and imposing a temporary minimum lot 
size of 20 acres has reduced property values.  
 

Table 4:  Comparison of Estimated Market Value of Raw Land for Inner Neighborhood, 
and RRFF-5 Land Uses 

 
Inner Neighborhood (7.77 acres) 
Low Yield (7.77 x 5):    38 DU (dwelling units) 
Low Range Lot Value:   $90,000 
Development Cost per Lot 3:  $50,000  
Net Raw Land per Lot:   $40,000 
Total Raw Land Value (38x40,000): $1,520,000 
Current Market Value 7.77 acres 
Discounted 10 years:   $810,000 
Plus Discounted Rental Value of  
 Residence for 10 years:  $86,000  
 
                                                 
3 We are assuming the cost of converting raw land to buildable lots will be $50,000 per lot. This figure includes on- 
site streets, curbs, sidewalks, streetlights, water, sewer, and drainage as well as SDC’s for sewer, water, drainage, 
parks and transportation.  
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 Total Low Value:  $896,000 
  
High Yield (7.77 x 7):    54 DU 
High Range Lot Value:   $110,000 
Development Cost per Lot:  $50,000 
Net Raw Land per Lot:   $60,000 
Total Raw Land Value (54x60,000): $3,240,000 
Current Market Value for 7.77 acres 
Discounted 10 years:   $1,726,000 
Plus Discounted Rental Value of  
 Residence for 10 years:  $86,000  
 
 Total High Value:  $1,812,000 
  
Total Low Value (7.77 acres): 4  $896,000 
Total High Value (7.77 acres):  $1,812,000 
 
RRFF-5 (5-Acre Minimum) 
Low Range:     
1 Residential Unit (5.12 acre Lot) $164,000     
Existing Residential Lot (2.65 acre) $185,000 
Total Low Range:   $349,000  
 
High Range: 
1 Residential Unit (5.12 acre Lot) $210,000     
Existing Residential Lot (2.65 acre) $185,000 
Total Low Range:   $395,000  
 
We estimate the current raw land value plus residence of the Povey property with ‘Inner 
Neighborhood’ designation to range from $896,000 to $1,812,000.  The same property used as 
Rural Residential in a rural setting with a 5-acre minimum would yield $349,000 to $395,000.  In 
other words, the most optimistic rural valuation falls well below the most pessimistic ‘Inner 
Neighborhood’ valuation.  Given these results, we would conclude that the ‘Inner Neighborhood’ 
designation has not reduced the value of the property. Quite the contrary, it has most likely 
increased the value.  
 
Moreover, in terms of establishing economic loss, the land values per acre established using the 
time trend Plantinga-Jaeger method shows land values increasing steadily since 2003. Clearly, 
under no circumstances has any regulatory change to the Povey property reduced its value. 
Again, the contrary is the case. Growth, infrastructure investment and regulation necessary for 
orderly growth have produced increases in property values well in excess of any alternative 
investment for the Povey property. 

                                                 
4 Total Low Value = Inner Neighborhood low yield  
 
5 Total High Value = Inner Neighborhood high yield  
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AttachlJlr1ztto C~9l~P~r"\~ ~iv~.J~d

RECEfliED

METRO MEASURE 37CLAIM

VELMA PAULIN VOCABLE TRUST

WHAT IS PROPOSED: DIVISION OF 7.77 ACRES INTO 1 ACRE LOTS AS ALLOWED AT DATE OF ACQUISTlON.

A T THE TIME OFACQUISITfON THE SUBJECT PRO~ERTY COULD HAVE BEEN DlVfDED INTO AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANlTATlON
RULES WOULD fJAVE ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONING PLACED ALLOWED LOT SIZES AT 1 ACRE. THUS UP TO 7. 77 LOTS
COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. THE 7.77 ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS ZONED RR.-5 WITH 20 ACRE MIN!MUM IS
APPROXIMATELY $350,000. ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH NO ZONE IS ESTIMATED TO BE $1,554,000 (7.77
LOTS AT $200,000 EACH). THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE PRECISELY SUPPORTED BY AN APPRAISAL fF THE STATE,
METRO AND/OR COUNTY INTENDS TO PURCHASE THE PROPERTY. SEE~O PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN

PRIOR METRO TITLE II, SECTION 3.07.1110 CLAIMS INCLUDING, BUT NOT UMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION-

COUNTY: CLACKAMAS ISTATE:OREGON ] ZIP:

TAX LOT#'S: LOT 1410 5. 12 ACRES 23E02A0141O ACCOUNT # 00601637
LOT 1412. 2.65 ACRES 23E02AOI412 ACCOUNT # 0150956

TOWNSHIP SEE ABOVE
RANGE SEE ABOVE

SEE LEGAl.. DESCRIPTION EXHIBIT A ATIACHED TO FIRST AMERICAN TITLE CHAIN Of TITLE

NAME OF COJ\'TACTPERSON;
MATtrNG ADDRESS:
CJTY, STATE, ZIP:

OFFICE PHONE:

CELL PHONE:

PROPERTY OWNER:

OWNER SIGNATURE:
ATTORNEY·

WILLIAM C. COX, ATIORNEY AT LAW
0244 SW CALIFORNIA STREET
PORTLAND, OREGON 97219

503-246-5499
503-475-5475

BY WILLIAM C. CO ATTORNEY IN FACT

SEEATIACHED POWER OF

1. OTHER PERSONS WITH AN INTEREST IN THE PROPERTY:
SERVICE DOCUMENTS:

SEE ATTACHED MEASURE 37 LOT BOOK

2. EXACT OATE THE CURRENT OWNER ACQUIRED THE PROPERTY? SEPTEMBER 15, 1972

3. FAMILY HISTORY OF OWNERSHIP:
NO PRIOR FAMILY OWNERSHIP.

4. OFFENDING REGULATIONS:

THE APPLICANT ACQUIRED THE PROPERTY IN 1972

, LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 REDUCES RESIDENTIAL DENSITY ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY
-

LAW OR RULE: GOALS AND OAR 660-16-0000 IMPOSES DEVELOPMENT LIMITAT10NS BASED UPON CLAIMED
TO 0020; RESOURCE DESIGNATION

Page 1 of3



Resolution No. 07-3776
Attachment 4 to COO Report .

660-23-0000 TO 0250

I LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY ZONING REDUCES RESIDEl'.'TIAL DENSITY ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY
CODE

LAW OR RULE:
ALL STATE WIDE PLANNING CLAIMANT HEREBY ASSERTS A CLAIM AGAINST EACH AND EVERY LAND
GOALS AND ADMINISTRATIVE USE REGULATION THAT RESTRICTS THE USE OF CLAlMANT'S PROPERTY
RULES, STATUTES, AND CODES AND HAS THE EFFECT OF REDUCING THE FAJR MARKET VALUE OF THE
ADOPTED AND/OR PROPERTY. THE LlSTIS NOT INTENDED TO BE LIMITING OR OTHERWISE
ENFORCEABLE SINCE PRECLUDE CLAIMANT FROM SEEKING RELIEF FROM OTHER, NOT
ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY SPECIFICALLY IDENTIFIED, RESTRICTIVE REGULATIONS. CLAIMANT
CLAJMANT REQUESTS THAT THE COUNTY IDENTIFY OTHER REGULATIONS THAT

RESTRICTTHE DIVISiON AND DEVELOPMENT OF CLAIMANT'S PROPERTY
AS SOUGHT PURSUANT TO THIS·CLAlM.

IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO KNOW AT THIS TIME WHETHER OR TO WHAT
DEGREE ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS WILL BE ADOPTED THAT WILL
RESTRICT THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROPERTY. CLAIMANT REQUESTS
AND RESERVES THE RIGHT TO RESUBMIT TO THE COUNTY/BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR CONSIDERATION UNDER MEASURE 37
ANY LAND USE REGULATION THAT MAY, DURING THE DEVELOPMENT
PROCESS, RESTRICT THE USE OF PROPERTY AND ACT TO REDUCE THE
FAIR MARKET VALUE OF THE PROPERTY.

LAWORRULE: METRO CODE 3.07.IIlO PROHIBITS CREATION OF LOTS WITH FEWER THAN 20 ACRES. REDUCES
THE NUMBER OF HOMES ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY.

5. DATE OF EFFECT

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 OCTOBER, 2000

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660-16- AFTER PURCHASE WHICH OCCURRED IN 1972 EXACT DATES UNKNOWN;
0000 TO 0020; AT DATE OF CLACKAMAS COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
660-23-0000 TO 0250 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND UPDATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY AFTER PURCHASE WHICH OCCURRED IN 1972; AT DATE OF CLACKAMs
ZONlNGCODE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND UPDATE

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
LAW OR RULE; METRO CODE TITLE 11, THE METRO COUNCIL ADOPTED THE REGULATION THAT GIVES RISE

SECTION 3.07.1110 TO THIS CLAJM ON SEPTEMBER 10TH, 1998, BY ORDINANCE 98-772B.
METRO COUNCIL APPLIED THE REGULATION TO A PORTION OF THE
CLAIMANTS' PROPERTY FOLLOWlNGTHAT DATE. EXACT DATE
UNCERTAlN.

6. AMOUNT OF PROPERTY VALUE REDUCTION
.'
~,

FAIR MARKET VALUE ALL STATE WIDE BASIS OF EVALUATION;
REDUCTION AMOUNT PLANNING GOALS AND AT THE TIME OF PURCHASE THE SUBJECT PROPERTY COULD HAVE BEEN

ADMINISTRATIVE DIVIDED 000 AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANITATION RULES WOULD HAVE
APPROXIMATELY RULES, STATUTES AND ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONlNG PLACED ALLOWED LOT SIZES AT I
$1,204,000. LOCAL SPECIAL ACRE. THUS UP TO 7. 77 LOTS COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. TH~ 7.77

DISTRICT CODES ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS ZONED RR-5 WITH 20 ACRE MlNlMUM IS
ADOPTED AND APPROXIMATELY $350,000.ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH
ENFORCED BY THE NO ZONE IS ESTIMATED TO BE $1,554,000 (7.77 LOTS AT $200,000 EACH).
GOVERNlNG THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE PRECISELY SUPPORTED BY AN
AUTHORITIES SlNCE APPRAISAL IF THE STATE, METRO AND/OR COUNTY lNTENIJS TO PURCHASE
PURCHASE OF THE PROPERTY. SEE ALSO PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN

Page 2 on
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. PROPERTY BY PRIOR METRO TITLE II, SECTION 3.07.1 I 10 CLAIMS INCLUDING, BUT NOT
CLAIMANT LIMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 SEE ABOVE

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660- SEE ABOVE
16-0000 TO 0020;
660-23-0000 TO 0250

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY SEE ABOVE
ZONTNGCODE

LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE TITLE II, SEE ABOVE
SECTION 3.07.11 IO

7.

8.

9.

CLAIM: THIs IS THE PIRST CLAIM MADE FOR COMPENSATION UNDER THE TERMS OF BALLOT MEASURE 37. IT IS
CLAIMANT'S DESIRED RESOLUTION THAT SHE BE ALLOWED TO DEVELOP THE PROPERTY AT THE DENSITY
ALLOWED ON THE DATE OF ACQUISITION ON 9/l5/72 WHEN THE PROPERTY CONTAINED NO ZONING OR OVERLAY
DESIGNATIONS. THE DESIRED DENSITY SHOULD BE ALLOWED WITHOUT REGARD TO ANY RESTRICTIONS. IN THE
ALTERNATIVE CLAIMANT REQUESTS THAT HE BE REIMBURSED THE ABOVE EXPRESSED $1 ,204,000

BASIS OF LOSS ESTIMATE: AT THE TIME OF PURCHASE THE SUBIECT PROPERTY COULD HAVE BEEN DIVIDED INTO
AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANITATION RULES WOULD HAVE ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONING PLACED ALLOWED
LOT SIZES AT I ACRE. THUS UP TO 7. 77 LOTS COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. THE 7.77 ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS
ZONED RR-5 WITH 20 ACRE MINIMUM IS APPROXIMATELY $350,000. ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH
NO ZONE IS ESTIMATED TO BE $1,554,000 (7.77 LOTS AT $200,000 EACH). THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE
PRECISELY SUPPORTED BY AN APPRAISAL IF THE STATE, METRO AND/OR COUNTY INTENDS TO PURCHASE THE
PROPERTY. SEE ALSO PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN PRIOR METRO TITLE II, SECIION 3.07.1110
CLAIMS INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

ADDlTJONAL MATERIALS REQUESTED;

A. REAL PROPERTY APPRAISAL: THE VALUES USED HEREIN ARE CONSISTENT WITH SALES OF RURAL
VIEW ACREAGE PROPERTIES IN THE COUNTY. IT IS APPLICANT'S OPINION THAT AN APPRAISAL IS ONLY
RELEVANT IF THE COUNTY AND/OR STATE DECIDE TO ENFORCE THE CURRENT USE RESTRICTIONS. A
CURRENT APPRAISAL WILL BE SUBMITTED WHEN NOTIFIED THAT THE COUNTY WILL PURCHASE THE

. PROPERTY. AN APPRAISAL SUBMITTED BEFORE KNOWING OF COUNTY'S DECISION WOULD LIKELY BE
OUT OF DATE UNDER THE MEASURE 37 PROCESSING OBLIGATION OF 180 DAYS.

B. A TITLE REPORT: SEE ATTACHED.

C. COPIES OF ANY LEASES OR COVENANTS. NONE

D. CLAIMS PROCESSING FEE. SUCH A FEE WILL BE SUBMITTED UPON PROOF THAT A GOVERNING
AUTHORITY HAS AUTHORITY TO DEMAND A PROCESSING FEE UNDER THE TERMS OF MEASURE 37.

Page 300
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Risk Management - State Services Division
1225 Ferry Sf. SE U160, Salem, Oregon 97301-4292

Web Site: http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/RiskIM37.shtml Phone: 503-373-7475

- ~

'. - ,r'; ..-_.
-.--"­

_--..l--- :". -,

ISECTION I /NAME /PROPERTY OWNER

NAME OF CLAIMANT: .. , DAYTIME PHONE #:
VELMA PAULINE POVEY, TRUSTEE CONTACT AGENT IDENTIFIED BELOW
ADDRESS: SEE AGENT ADDRESS

I I

JSECTI?N 2/ NAME AND CONTACT INFORMATION OF PERSON SUBMITTING CLAIM (AGENT)

NAME OF AGENT: IDAY TIME PHONE #: 503-246-5499
WILLIAMC. cox, ATTY. AT LAW
ADDRESS: 0244 SW CALIFORNIA STREET

CITY: PORTLAND , STATE: OREGON
1

97219
. '.

MUST ATTACH A WRITTEN NOTARIZED STATEMENT SIGNED BY THE OWNER(S) OR A POWER OF ATTORNEY PROPERLY
AUTHORIZING SUEMITTAL OF THIS CLAIM. ATTACHMENT: YES X

!SECTION 31 NAMES AND CONTACT INFORMATION OF OTHERS WITH INTEREST IN THIS PROPERTY: NONE

!SECTION 41 PROPERTY FROM WHICH THE CLAIM DERIVES

COUNTY; CLACKAMAS ISTATE:OREGON IZIP:

TAXLOT#'S: Loll410 5.12 acres 23E02A 01410 Aeeounl # 00601637
Lol1412. 2.65 acres 23E02A 01412 Aeeounl # 0150956

TOWNSHIP SEE ABOVE
!lANGE SEE ABOVE

SEE LEGAL DESCRIPTION EXHIBIT A ATTACHED TO FIRST AMERICAN TITLE CHAIN OF TITLE

!SECTION 51 EVIDENCE OF OWNERSHIP

THE FOLLOWING IS ATTACHED AS FIRST AMERICAN TITLE MEASURE 37 LOT BOOK SERVICE
PROOF OF OWNERSHIP:

DAIE OF ACQUISlTlON OF
PROPERTY: JUNE 1972 AND OCTOBER 1972
NATURE & SCOPE OF OWNERSHIP
OF PROPERTY: FEESIMPl;,E

,,
1
j.

Form: M37.1-04 Page 1 of 4
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EASEMENTS, ETC.

~ECTION 61 NATURE AND MANNER OF RESTRICTION

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 REDUCES RESIDE!'I11AL DENSITY ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY
.

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660-16-0000 IMPOSES DEvaOPMENT LIMITATIONS BASED UPON CLAIMED
TO 0020; RESOURCE DESIGNATION
660-23-0000 TO 0250

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY ZONWG REDUCES RESIDENTIAL DENSITY ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY
CODE

LAW OR RULE:
ALL STATEWIDE PLANNING CLAIMANT HEREBY ASSERTS A CLAIM AGAINST EACH AND EVERY LAND
GOALS AND ADMINISTRATIVE USE REGULATION THAT RESTRICTS THE USE OF Cl.A!MANT'S PROPERTY
RULES, STATUTES, AND CODES AND HAS THE EFFECT OF REDUCING THE FAIR MARKET VALUE OFTHE
ADOPTED AND/OR PROPERTY. THE LIST IS NOT INTENDED TO BE LIMITING OR OTHERWISE
ENFORcEABLE SINCE PRECLUDE CLAIMANT FROM SEEKING RELIEF FROM OTHER, NOT
ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY SPEClFlCALLY IDENTIFIED, RESTRJCTlVE REGULATIONS. CLAIMANT
CLAIMANT REQUESTS THAT THE COUNTY IDENTIFY OTHER REGULATIONS THAT

RESTRJCT THE DIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT OF CLAIMANT'S PROPERTY
AS SOUGHT PURSUANT TO THIS Cl.A!M.

IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO KNOW AT THIS TIME WHETHER OR TO WHAT
DEGREE ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS WILL BE .ADOPTED THAT WILL
RESTRICT THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROPERTY. CLAIMANT REQUESTS
AND RESERVES THE RJGHTTO RESUBMIT TO THE COUNTY/BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR CONSIDERATION UNDER MEASURE 37
ANY LAND USE REGULATION THAT MAY, DURJNG THE DEVELOPMENT
PROCESS, RESTRICT THE USE OF PROPERTY AND ACT TO REDUCE THE
FAIR MARKET VALUE OF THE PROPERTY.

LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE 3.07.1110 PROHIBITS CREATION OF LOTS WITH FEWER THAN 20 ACRES. REDUCES
THE NUMBER OF HOMES ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY.

@ECTION 71 DATE ON WHICH EACH CITED LAND USE REGULATION BEGAN TO APPLY TO SUBJECT PROPERTY

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 OCTOBER, 2000

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660-16- AFTER PURCHASE WHICH OCCURRED IN 1972 EXACT DATES UNKNOWN;
0000 TO 0020; AT DATE OF CLACKAMAS COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
660-23-0000 TO 0250 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND UPDATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY AFTER PURCHASE WHICH OCCURRED W 1972; AT DATE OF CLACKAMS
ZONING CODE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND UPDATE

ACh'NOWLEDGEMENTS
LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE TITLE II, THE METRO COUNCIL ADOPTED THE REGULATION THAT GIVES RISE

SECTION 3.07.i 110 TO THIS CLAIM ON SEPTEMBER 10TH, 1998, BY ORDINANCE 98-772B.
. METRO COUNCIL APPLIED THE REGULATION TO A PORTION OF THE

CLAIMANTS' PROPERTY FOLLOWING THAT DATE. EXACT DATE

UNCERTAIN.

@ECTION 81 AMOUI\'T OF PROPERTY VALUE REDUCTION

FAIR MARKET VAWE ALLSTATE WIDE BASIS OF EVALUATION:
REDUCTION AMOUNT PLANNING GOALS AND AT THE TIME OF PURCHASE THE SUBJECT PROPERTY COULD HAVE BEEN

APPROXlMArELY ADMINISTRATIVE DIVIDED INTO AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANITATION RULES WOULD HAVE

$1,204,000. RULES, STATUTES AND ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONING PLACED ALLOWED lOT SIZES AT I

lOCAL SPECIAL ACRE. THus UP TO 7. 77 LOTS COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. THE 7.77

.~
; .
!
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DISTRICT CODES ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS ZONED RR-5 W[TH 20 ACRE MINIMUM [S
ADOPTED AND APPROXIMATELY $350,000. ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH
ENFORCED BY THE NO ZONE IS ESTIMATED TO BE $1.554,000 (7.77 LOTS AT $200,000 EACH).
GOVERNING THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE PRECISELY SUPPORTED BY AN
AUTHOR[T[ES SINCE APPRAISAL IF THE STATE, METRO ANDloR COUNTY INTENDS TO PURCHASE
PURCHASE OF THE PROPERTY. SEE ALSO PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN
PROPERTY BY PR[ORMETROmLE II, SECTION 3.07.1 J10 CLAIMS INCLUDING, BUT NOT
CLAIMANT LIMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 SEE ABOVE

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660- SEE ABOVE
16-0000 TO 0020;
660-23-0000 TO 0250

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY SEE ABOVE
ZONlNGCODE

LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE TITLE II, SEE ABOVE
SECTION 3.07.1110

\SECTION 91 AUTHORITY TO ENTER PROPERTY

IfWE AFFIX OUR SIGNATURE(S) TO THIS FORM GRANTING ACCESS TO THE SUBIECT PRGPERTY IN
.ANY MANNER OR FORM DEEMED APPROPRIATE BY STATE AGENCY OR AGENCIES FOR THE

REVIEW OF THE PROPERTY IN FURTHERANCE OF THE PROCESSING OR HANDLING OF THIS CLAIM;

PRINTED NAME: SIGNATURE: . , A ORNEY FOR VELMA PAULINE POVEY
VELMA PAULINE POVEY, TRUSTEE TRUSTEE

!SECTION JO!AITACHMENTS

TITLE REPORT: DEED: AFFIDAVITS; TAXMAP(S)
YES X YES X YES X YES X

A FEE WILL BE SUBMITTED UPON PROOF THAT A GOVERNING
AUTHOR[TY HAS AUTHORITY TO DEMAND A PROCESSING FEE
UNDER THE TERMS OF MEASURE 37.

!SECT[ON III OTHER CLAIMS FILED

COMPANION CLAIMS HAV BEEN flLED WITH THE METROPOLATIN SERVICE D[STRCT (METRO) AND CLACKAMAS COUNTY, CITY OF
DAMASCUS.

Form: M37.1-04 Page 3 of4
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I WILLIAM C. cox AnEST THAT I HAVE FILLED OUT THIS FORM COMPLETELY AND THIS CLAIM IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

I I
SIGNATURE

STATE OF OREGON

COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

SIGNED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME ON NOVEMBER 2006

(NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF OREGON)

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: _

Form: M37.1-04

DATE

v V V NOTARY SEAL

Page 4 of4
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MEASDRE37CLAIM WITH CITY OFDAMASCUSAN!J CLACKAMAS COUNTY
CLACKAMAS COUNTY PLANNING DIVISION

910 I SE SUNNYBROOKBLVD., CLACKAMAS, OREGON 97015
PHONE (503)-353-4500, FAX (503)-353-4550

FILENUMBER'~ _
DATERECElVED' _
STAFFMEMBER: _
CPO, _

NOTE: TmS CLAIMIS COMBINDED FOR SUBMITTAL ON THE UNDERSTANDING THATCLACKAMAS

COUNTYIS ADMINISTER/NGALL CLAIMS FOR DAMASCUS. IF THATIS INCORRECTPLEASELET THE
REPRESENTATIVEIDENTIFIED BELOWKNOW.

WHAT IS PROPOSED: DIVISION OF 7.77 ACRES INTO I ACRE LOTS AS ALLOWED AT DATE OF ACQUlSTION.

AT THE TIME OFACQUlSITION THE SUBJECT PROPERTY COULD HAVE BEEN DiVIDED INTO AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANITATION
RULES WOULD HAVE ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONING PLACED ALLOWED LOT SIZES AT I ACRE. THus UP TO 7.77 LOTS
COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. THE 7.77 ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS ZONED RR-5 WITH 20 ACRE MINIMUM IS
APPROXIMATELY $350,000. ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH NO ZONE IS ESTIMATED TO BE $1,554,000 (7.77
LOTS AT $200,000 EACH). THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE PRECISELY SUPPORTED BY AN APPRAISAL IF THE STATE,
METRO AND/OR COUNTY INTENDS TO PURCHASE THE PROPERTY. SEE ALSO PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN
PRIOR METRO TITLE II, SECTION 3.07.1110 CLAIMS INCLUDING, BUT NOT UMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION'

COUNTY: CLACKAMAS ISTATE: OREGON IZIP'

TAXLOT#'S, LOT 1410 5.12 ACRES 23E02A 01410 ACCOUNT # 0060 1637
LOT 1412. 2.65 ACRES 23E02A 01412 ACCOUNT # 0150956

TOWNSHIP SEE ABOVE
RANGE SEE ABOVE

SEE LEGAL DESCRIPTJON EXHIBIT AATTACHED TO FIRST AMERlCAN TITLE CHAIN OF TITLE

NAME OF CONTACT PERSON:
MAILING ADDRESS:
CITI', STATE, ZIP:

WILLIAM C. COX, ATTORNEY AT LAW
0244 SW CALIFORNIA STREET
PORTLAND, OREGON 97219

I,

OFFICE PHONE:
CELL PHONE:

503-246-5499
503-475-5475

PROPERTY OWNER:

OWNER SIGNATURE:
ATTORNEY

SEEATTACHED POWER OF

BY WILLIAM C. CO , ATTORNEY IN FACT

MEASURE37CLAIMSUPPLEMENTALlNFORMATION

1
.j

~

;!
;j

TI
'i

J. OTHER PERSONS WITH AN INTEREST IN THE PROPERTY:
SERVICE DOCUMENTS'

SEE ATTACHED MEASURE 37 LOT BOOK

2. EXACT DATE THE CURRENT OWNER ACQUIRED THE PROPERTY? SEPTEMBER 15, 1972

3 I
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3. FAMILY HlSTORYOF OWNERSHIP: mE APPLICANT ACQUIRED THE PROPERTY IN 1972 NO PRIOR fAMILY
OWNERSHIP.

4. OffENDING REGULATIONS:

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 REDUCES RESIDENTIAL DENSITY ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660-16-0000 IMPOSES DEVELOPMENT LIMITATIONS BASED UPON CLAIMED
TO 0020; RESOURCE DESIUNATION
660-23-0000 TO 0250

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY ZONING REDUCES RESIDENTIAL DENSITY ALLOWED ON SUBJEC! PROPERTY
CODE

LAW OR RULE:
ALL STATE WIDE PLANNINO CLAIMANT HEREBY ASSERTS ACLAIM AGAINST EACH AND EVERY LAND
GOALS AND ADMINISTRATIVE USE REGULATION THAT RESTRICTS THE USE Of CLAIMANT'S PROPERTY
RULES, STATUTES, AND CODES AND HAS THE EfFECT Of REDUCING THE fAIR MARKET VALUE OF THE
ADOITED AND/OR PROPERTY. THE LIST IS NOT INTENDED TO BE LIMITING OR OTHERWISE
ENFORCEABLE SINCE .PRECLUDE CLAIMANT FROM SEEKING RELIEF FROM OTHER, NOT
ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY SPECIFICALLY IDENTIFIED, RESTRICTIVE REGULAnONS. CLAIMANT
CLAIMANT REQUESTS THAT THE COUNTY IDENTIFY OTHER REGULATIONS THAT

RESTRICT THE DIVISION AND DEVELOPMENT OF CLAIMANT'S PROPERTY
AS SOUGHT PURSUANT TO THIS CLAIM.

IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO KNOW AT THIS TIME WHETHER OR TO WHAT
DEGREE ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS WILL BE ADOPTED THAT WILL
RESTRICT THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROPERTY. CLAIMANT REQUESTS
AND RESERVES THE RIGHT TO RESUBMIT TO THE COUNTYIBOARD Of
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR CONSIDERATION UNDER MEASURE 37
ANY LAND USE REGULATiON THAT MAY, DURING THE DEVELOPMENT
PROCESS, RESTRICT THE USE OF PROPERTY AND ACT TO REDUCE THE
fAIR MARKET VALUE OF THE PROPERTY.

LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE 3.07.1110 PROHIBITS CREATION OF LOTS WITH FEWER THAN 20 ACRES. REDUCES
THE NUMBER OP HOMES ALLOWED ON SUBJECT PROPERTY.

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 OCTOBER, 2000

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660-16- AFTER PURCHASE WHICH OCCURRED IN 1972 EXACT DATES UNKNOWN;
0000 TO 0020; AT DATE OF CLACKAMAS COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
660-23-0000 TO 0250 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND UPDATE ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY AFTER PURCHASE WHICH OCCURRED IN 1972; AT DATE OF CLACKAMS
ZONING CODE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND UPDATE

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE TITLE 11, THE METRO COUNCIL ADOPTED THE REGULATION THAT GIVES RISE

SECTION 3.07.1110 TO THIS CLAlM ON SEPTEMBER 10TH, 1998, BY ORDINANCE 98-772B.
MElRO COUNCIL APPLIED THE REGULATION TO A PORTION OF THE
<;LAIMANTS' PROPERTY FOLLOWING THAT DATE. EXACT DATE
UNCERTAIN.

5.

6.

DATE OF EFFECT

AMOUNT OF PROPERTY VALUE REDUCTION

:
j
:

l

'I
J

FAIR MARKET VALUE ALL STATE WIDE BASIS OF EVALUATION:
REDUCTION AMOUNT PLANNING GOALS·AND AT THE TIME OF PURCHASE THE SUBJECT PROPERTY COULD HAVE BEEN

3 2



Resolution No. 07-3776
Attachment4 to COO Report

-
ADMINISTRATIVE DIVIDED INTO AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANITATION RULES WOULD HAVE

APPROXIMATELY RULES, STATUTES AND ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONING PLACED ALLOWED LOT SIZES AT 1
$1,204,000. LOCAL SPECIAL ACRE. THUS UPT07. 77 LOTS COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. THE 7.77

DISTRICT CODES ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS ZONED RR-5 WlTH 20 ACRE MINIMUM IS
ADOPTED AND APPROXlMATELY$350,000. ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH
ENFORCED BY THE NO ZONE IS ESTJMATEDTO BE $1,554,000 (J.77 LOTS AT $200,000 EACH).
GOVERNING THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE PRECISELY SUPPORTED BYAN
AUTHORITIES SINCE APPRAISAL IF THE STATE, METRO AND/OR COUNTY INTENDS TO PURCHASE
PURCHASE OF THE PROPERTY. SEE ALSO PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN
PROPERTY BY PRIOR METRO TITLE I I, SECTION 3.07. I 110 CLAIMS INCLUDING, BUT NOT
CLAIMANT LIMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

LAW OR RULE: OAR 660-14-0040 SEE ABOVE

LAW OR RULE: GOAL 5 AND OAR 660- SEE ABOVE
16-0000 TO 0020;
660-23-0000 TO 0250

LAW OR RULE: CLACKAMAS COUNTY SEE ABOVE
ZONING CODE

LAW OR RULE: METRO CODE TITLE lI, SEE ABOVE
SECTION 3.07.1 110

7. CLAIM: THIS IS THE FIRST CLAiM MADE FOR COMPENSATION UNDER THE TERMS OF BALLOT MEASURE 37. IT IS
CLAIMANT'S DESIRED RESOLUTION THAT SHE BE ALLOWED TO DEVELOP THE PROPERTY AT THE DENSITY
ALLOWED ON THE DATE OF ACQUISITION ON 9/15n2 WHEN THE PROPERTY CONTAINED NO ZONING OR OVERLAY
DESIGNATIONS. THE DESIRED DENSITY SHOULD BE ALLOWED WITHOUT REGARD TO ANY RESTRICTIONS. IN THE
ALTERNATIVE CLAIMANT REQUESTS THAT HE BE REIMBURSED THE ABOVE EXPRESSED $1,204,000

8. BASIS OF LOSS ESTIMATE: AT THE TIME OF PURCHASE THE SUBJECT PROPERTY COULD HAVE BEEN orVIDED INTO
AS MANY LOTS AS THE SANITATION RULES WOULD HAVE ALLOWED. EARLY COUNTY ZONING PLACED ALLOWED
LOT SIZES AT 1 ACRE. THUS UP TO 7. 77 LOTS COULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED. THE 7.77 ACRES' CURRENT VALUE AS
ZONED RR-5 WITH 20 ACRE MINIMUM IS APPROXIMATELY $350,000. ITS VALUE AS RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WITH
NO ZONE IS ESTIMATED TO BE $1,554,000 (J.77 LOTS AT$200,OOO EACH). THE VALUE FIGURES WILL BE MORE
PRECISELY SUPPORTED BY AN APPRAISAL IF THE STATE, METRO AND/OR COUNTY INTENDS TO PURCHASE THE
PROPERTY. SEE ALSO PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED AREA COMPRABLES IN PRIOR METRO TITLE II, SECTION 3.07. I lIO
CLAIMS INCLuDING, BUT NOT UMITED TO, THE HANKS AND MIRACLE CLAIMS.

9. ADDITIONAL MATERIALS REQUESTED:

A. REAL PROPERTY APPRAISAL: THE VALUES USED HEREIN ARE CONSISTENT WITH SALES OF RURAL
VIEW ACREAGE PROPERTIES IN THE COUNTY. IT IS APPLICANT'S OPINION THAT AN APPRAISAL IS ONLY
RELEVANT IF THE COLINTY AND/OR STATE DECIDE TO ENFORCE THE CURRENT USE RESTRICTIONS_ A
CURRENT APPRAISAL WILL BE SUBMITTED WHEN NOTIFIED THAT THE COUNTY WILL PURCHASE THE
PROPERTY. AN APPRAISAL SUBMITTED BEFORE KNOWING OF CoUNTY'S DECISION WOULD LIKELY BE
OUT OF DATE UNDER THE MEAsURE 37 PROCESSING OBLIGATION OF 180 DAYS.

B. A TITLE REPORT: SEE AITACHED.

C. COPIES OF ANY LEASES OR COVENANTS. NONE

D. CLAIMS PROCESSING FEE. SucH A FEE WILL BE SUBMITTED WHEN THE COUNTY PRESENTS
APPLICANT WITH PROOF THAT ACOUNTY HAS AUTHORITY TO DEMAND A PROCESSING FEES UNDER THE
TERMS OF MEASURE 37.

3
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MEMORANDUM OF RESTRICTIONSIMPACTING SUBJECTPROPERTY

Claimants hereby assert a claim against. each and every State of Oregon statute, administrative
rule, statewide planning goal, and/or land use regulation that restricts the use ofclaimants'
property and has the effect of reducing the fair maIket value ofthe property. In addition to the
Goals, rules, and regulations identified on the submitted State Claim Form, restrictive regulations
that reduce the fair market value ofthe subject property include but are not limited to: .

Statewide Planning Goal 3 (Agricultural Lands), ORS Chapter 215, and OAR 660, Division 33.
EFU (Exclusive Farm Use) zoning is based on Statewide Plannmg Goal 3 and OAR 660-015­
0000(3), as well as required provisions applicable to land zoned EFU in ORS Chapters 197 &
215 (ORS 215.203 to .311, ORS 215.263 (limitations on land divisions), ORS 215.700 to .710
and 215.780 (80 acre minimum lot size), and ORS 215.283-.284 (limitations on new dwellings))
and OAR 660-033-0010 to 0160. These laws restrict the zoning, use, division, development, and
sale of the subject property. Goal 3 became effective on January 25, 1975. The Goal requires
that agricultural land, as the term was defined, be zoned EFU pursuant to the demands ofORS
Chapter 215. OAR 660-015-0000(3). Subsequently, additional restrictions on lots size and
dwelling standards were imposed. See ORS 215.780 (became effective in November 1993);
OAR 660-033-0100(1) (80 acre minimum for creation ofnew lots in EFU zone); OAR 660-033­
0090,0120,0130 (limitations on new dwellings), and 0135. OAR 660, Division 33 was adopted
in 1992 to implement the requirements of Goal 3 and was subsequently amended in 1994, 1996,
1998,2000,2002, and 2004. See administrative rule history for OAR 660, Division 33 hereby
incorporated by reference as if set forth in full. Because the property is located in the Willamette
Valley and consists ofhigh value soils, it cannot be divided to allow or developed with a non­
farm dwelling. ORS 215.263 (establishes standards for the creation ofnew parcels for non-farm .
uses and dwellings); 215.283; 215.284; 215.296; 215.705; 215.780; see also OAR 660-033-0135
(effective March 1994) which impose additional residential development standards and interprets
the statutory standard for a primary dwelling in an EFU zone under ORS 215.283(l)(f).

Statewide Planning Goal 4 (Forest Lands), OAR 660, Division 6, and laws applicable to land
zoned for forest use under ORS 215 restrict the right ofan owner to divide and develop the
pr6perty for purposes ofsale and residential and/or other uses. See ORS 215.705 to .755
(limitations on new dwellings) and 215.780 (80 acre minimum lot size); see also OAR 660-006­
0015,0025,0026,0027,0029,0050 and 0055. Goal 4 became effective on January 25, 1975 and
the forest land administrative rule (OAR, Division 6) became effective on or about November 4,
1982. ORS 215.700 to .755 and 215.780 became effective on November 4, 1993 and were
adopted into OAR 660-006-0026 (80 acre minimum lot size) and 0027 (limitations on new·
dwellings) in March 1994 to implement those statutes.

Goal 2 (exceptions), Goal 14 (urbanization) and implementing rules (OAR 660-004-0000 to
0040; OAR 660-014-0000 to 0040; and OAR 660-021-0000 to 0100) also restrict the use of
claimant's property by requiring an exception to permit nonresource uses, "urban uses" and
''urban development" on resource land. The Goals and rules also impose restrictions on land
divisions for rural residential use. See OAR 660-004-0040 and 660-014-0040; 660-021-0000 to
0100. Goal 14 became effective on January 25, 1975. OAR 660, Division 4, Interpretation of

I
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Goal 2 exception process, Section 004Q became effective October 4, 2000. The Goals and rules,
among other things, prohibit the landowner from dividing the property into small acreage lots
without demonstrating compliance with exception to the Goals, including Goal 14, and other rule
criteria. This includes additional restrictions on property in close proximity to an existing UGB
and demonstrating that rural or resource property is committed to urban'uses; criteria that is
impossible to satisfY: See OAR 660-004-0000 to 0040 (minimum lots size oftwo acres;
minimum lot size of20 acres within one mile ofUGB); and OAR 660-014-0000 to 0040.

.Nonresource development on what is otherwise classified as resource land cannot occur in close
proximity to an Urban Growth Boundary without addressing and demonstrating compliance with
restrictive regulations and standards found in Goal 2, Goal II, and Goal 14 (prohibits urban

.development on rural lands) as well as OAR 660-004-0000 to 0040 (Goal 2 exception
implementing rules); OAR 660-014-0000 to 0040 (prohibiting new "urban development" on
rural and resource lands without an exception pursuant to Goal 2 and justifYing why the policies
in Goals 3,4, 11 and 14 shouldnot apply); and OAR 660-021-0000 to 0100 (restricts
development and land divisions outside urban growth boundaries, prohibits division ofland to
lots less than 10 acres in 'size, requires development clustering, and requires land to be reserved
for eventual inclusion in an urban growth boundary and to be protected from patterns of
development that would impede urbanization), among other related administrative rules and
Oregon Revised Statutes. For example: LCDC rules and case law dictate that development on
rural or resource parcels less than 10 'acres in size constitutes quasi~urban or urban development
for which a Goal 2 exception to Goals 3, 4, 11, and/or 14 is required. See OAR 660-014 eta!.
Goa12 's exception requirement is identical to the requirement in ORS 197.732, the statute
governing goal exceptions. City ofWest Linn v. Land Conservation & Dev. Comm 'n, 200 Or
App 269 (2005). Those standards regulate the use ofresource land; require exceptions to pennit
nonresource uses, "urban uses" and "urban development" on resource land; restrict the ability to
divide resource land; and otherwise restrict residential development.

Together, ORS Chapter 215, OAR 660, Divisions 4, 6, 14, and 33, enacted or adopted pursuant
to Goals 2, 3, 4 and 14, prohibit division and development on parcels less than 80 acres..
Standards established for development ofdwellings on existing or proposed parcels prohibit the
use, development, and or divisioil. of the subject property.

The list is not intended to be limiting or otherwise preclude claimants from seeking relief from
other, but not specifically identified, restrictive regulations. Claimants request that the State
identifY other regulations that restrict the division and development of claimants' property as
sought pursuant to this claim.

The current regulations enacted, enforced, or imposed on the property by the State after the
. claimant acquired the subject property, including but not limited to zoning, minimum lot size

standards and other land use regulations, permit no additional development on the property.
. These standards preclude land divisions and new residential development on any newly created

lots. The restrictions caused by the current EFU resource classification and zoning reduce the
value of the property compared to no classification and no zoning in effect when the property .
was acquired by the claimant.

2

:j
'j



Resolution No. 07-3776
Attachriieilt410 COO Report

Furthermore, it is not possible to know at this time whether or to what degree additional
regulations will restrict the development ofthe property. Claimants request and reserve the right
to resubmit to the State ofOregon for reconsideration under Measure 37 a land use regulation
that may, during the development process, restrict the use ofproperty and the enforcement of
which will reduce the fair market value of the property_

3
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POWER OFATTORNEY

KNOW ALL BY THESE PRESENTS, that I, Velma Povey, Trustee for the Velma Pauline Povey
Revocable Trust have made, constituted and appointed and by these presents do make, constitute and
appoint William C. Cox my true and lawful attorney in fact ("my attorney") for me and in my narne,
place and stead, and for my use· and benefit:

To sign and negotiate all documents necessary to
process Measure 37 claims ou my behalf. .

I hereby give and grant unto my attorney full power and authority freely to do and perform every act and
thing whatsoever requisite and necessary to be done in and about the premises, ~~ fully to all intents and
purposes, as I might or could do ifpersonally present, hereby ratifyip.g and corifrrming all that my
attorney shall lawfully do or cause to be done by virtue hereof. ';;;'. , .. .

In construing this power ofattorney, the singular includes the plural, and alYgrarrimatical changes shall be
implied to make the provis~ons hereofapply. • .

This powe;' shall take .effect o~ the date next written below.

My attorney and all persons unto whom these presents shall come may assume that this power ofattorney
has not been revoked until given actual notice either ofsuch revocation or ofmy death.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have signed this instrument on this .;J'!day of 71.,....r. , 2006..

~W1?~
Velma Povey ~)

STATE OF OREGON )
) ss

CountY ofII1ttlf 't t9ft?c. ~ )

This instrument was acknowledged before me on this /i ;Mdayof~V , 2006 by Velma Povey.

~--.?~ -
Notary Public for the State i'ifdi.egon r

8
-=,.::::.~::-.-.---:O;::F:;:F:::IC::-IAL:7":S::eAL~--'r- ,E:(.:~'- DAVID L DE VENYMy commission expires £; e.- 12.., '<t>"2 ~ NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON

OOMMfSSlON NO. 372Sll3
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES OCTOBER 12.2007
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rUIIM Nt. ,Q4--COflTIAc:T-llfAl nYA,T~Gl'lr,,' PO)'DIlnb l!Jodlvldll<ll or Colpo>tol_} (r~,",,- St'le».

'" . .. . . @
THIS CONTRACT, Made this ·;L.5t-h.•••.......day of_.--Sepb~r-----·__·_---_·_·_·.._·_---_.J 1972 ) between

........._ _ _ __..: _----- __ _-..__.- _._---._.._- _.__ __ - _--_._-_.- - __._-_.__._--....•

.__.••-_._.---:-H.qBt'llOl}"-~.-.Pe-y-om'.l:~.a:I'lcl ..:PeTblm-&e-.¥~- ..-.--------...--...., hereinafter ca11ed tha seller,
zmd ._·_··.·.·-·_·_·Vi-eh'Ol..-B.--Pove.v·~!'e-V·d.1f!f4·-Pa J~·.povej1o·-HueBB:nd-·-ftf'Jd.··'l'd·f-e-· ..··--····-··_·····-···_-
••.•••..•_••••_ .._ _ ••_ •.•.•.••••••••••_ _ _•._._ __.••..._ _ _ _.••_••.•••..•.•;p hereinafter co.1ted th& buyeT;p

WITNESSETH: That In consideration of lire mutual covenants- and agreements herein contailled~ the
8eller agrees to sell unto tha buyer and thb buyer aA~s to purchase from the seIler allot the following de.
acribed lands and premises situated in._-Gle:ciroma& County~ State of..~e~n- .._._ _.~•....- __., to-wit:
dection2, T. 2 a. , 11. .. :3 E. of fl. 1·1., atlnslsJ,ing of appro..'dnv.t.t~ly·15 .acres i!l t.he
~:ort.hArn portion of Ta.""t loOts l/",{.'O and 1/i01.

Ttuyer ar::..r~es not to aub-divide the proP{otrty .for 5 yP.a.ra u.."1lf'.5S ~ok Gr~enbAlt taxes are
paid bjf bu~"er, and buyer al so ~ree3 to pay back Gr~enbt'lt taxes if hlJ" di)f!.!l not apply
for Cree·nbelt exemption wlth:tn 60 d·-*~fS aftp.-l' c.loaine.

In the event the buyer· desires I, Beller \'lt11 t~ri\nt ta hUj-'er
~n l'"·2"''''~1'mt. fat' a 60 foob st,r:tp "t land for r01.l.ri purr»'3~a froln. tit)fJ.'t;L~.iiiit.,r finad. t.l.') t.oP.
propel'ts" upon t.he pg,:Yll1ent b~r buyer of .)..."250 ..00 to s.eller. The 25 foot el~gemerll;. for
1.nrf'p.:l5 and egresG J.l.lrelld;y provided fQr 'raj{, Lots 12(.'0, l~C'O a,UI,i .1h01 \'!ill t.harNlpon
\>e L.\.~:t~Jrt5.rlal:.e(j "uid op..ll;}ellnd. .

lor the Bum of .P\'1t':l'nt;Y'..oi-x- tJhl}119ttJ~··l"'-our··hut'.tdred···.'l;W··~o-/-loa·· _ · Dolltm ('·2.-6"j4B.ch·('-'0~·······)
(hereinafter csJled the purchase priCe) an account of which'J]wo..t.}ll>t131l..nd.•..<J:t1d··llo-!109·······.·······.••.•·.•__ .
........................................~ Dollars ('.;a..OOth.OC} ) is paid an the execution hereof (the ·receipt of which is
1lerebY acknowledged by tIre seller), a;} the remainder to be paid to the order of the seller at the times amI in
amounts 4S follows. to-wit: The re!ln:tno'!'Jr of $2.h,/.~OO.O() payah~e !.n ClWirt.erly installments.
of' not. loess t,h".n Y6oo ..CO to 1nchl.d~ rriI19ipQ.l, int.~'t·est at. ?:f.. per nnnuJ:!. l!.urr 'J.;:,ress
to Jl:17 t.axes \>'h~n dun a:1,~ t.Q fur:rl.sh 6cll~r 1-fif,h ~\ r~ccipfir of such ~:I.;Jln~mt. li'il"Gt
qU.:lr"t.r;,rly In)/:!icnt. rue ,~O O-a.yR frti.ii Iht." of' ·t.l".i::; r. ..:..;t;·~lct.

T:tt,l~' JllS:Jl'r.\IlC".. :1,Jt. t,} ~~c !.,.t",w"i.~i~G b;r ·.h~ al.\llc~~'.

Sellf.ll" t>lU.l de"}c1 t,o l:my~l" on!;,: a~re p::lrccls of t.he ,l:J.bove propert·:r, as sp,lp.ct.ec'l by buyer-,
upan t.he ptymant by l:rlJ:ler of t!il,?60 ..00 for each on!."'! .'il,Crfl P;:l1~cp.l, S'1C,h P:lYl!tetll:.s 1:.0 bp. :t.n
.;).rldit:ton '1:.0 ·t,hcrll)wn p:1J-'ment l,\nd 1'l.11o:r.t.1n'.ly ins.t.9.11Inerrl.:.s provided. for hcr(>i.n.
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r

A tract of land situated in the east one-half of Section 2. Township
Z South. Range.3 East of the Wil1amette Meridian in the county of
Clackamas and State Df Oregon, Illore part~cu'arly deser1.bed as f~llOws:

Commencing at the center of said Section 2; thence $.89°Q5 1 20 1l £•
• 10ng ~he east-west centerline of said Section 2, a d;stance of 666.51
feet to the south~est corner of the East onewhaTf of the Southwest one­
quarter af the Northeast one~quarter of said Section 2; thence
N.oo06'03 u E. along the west line of said legal subdivisioni a distance­
of 327.10 feet to the point of be21nninR of the tract herein to be
described; thence continuing N.O 05 1 03 E. along the west line of said
legal subd{v1s1on. a distance of 405.00 feet to a point; theBee
S.89°05120~£. parallel with the south line of said legal subdivision.
iI distance of 215.11 feet to a point; th:mcc S.0005 I 03 I1 \11'. parallel
with th~ west l1ne of said legal subdivision,. 8 distance of 405.0u
feet to a point; thence R.B9°05'20 t·W. parallel with the south line of
said legal subdiyision, a distance of 215.11 feet to the point of
beginning. Containing an area" of 2.00 acres.

TOGETHER WITH a 60.00 foot easement for tile purposes of ingress'"and
egress and utility purpqses being 30.00 feet on each side of the
following described centerline:

Beginning at, a point on the south line. of the above described tract
which bears S.89°05 1 20 1l £. al ..mg said south line. a distance of 53.36
feet from the southwest corner thereof; thence S.54°08 157"E. a'distance
of 135.69 feet to a point of tang0nt curve; thence Southeasterly on the
arc Ilf a 100.00 foot radius curve to the right. through I! central aR?le ."
of 541;14'00 11 • ar, are distance oJ 94.66 feet (the chord hea'r-s S.27 u 01 S7·E""~"
91.15 feet) to a point of tangency and a point that lies 205.00 feet east
of the west line of the east one~half of the Southwest one-qua~ter of the
Northeast one-quarter of sai d Section 2; ,:hunce S.Oo05 1 03ull. parallel"
with said west line, a distanGe of 168.85 feet to an angle point and a
point in the south line of said legal subdivision; then~e S.o038 1 13·W.
parallel with the west line of the east one-half of the Northwest ooe­
quarter of the southeast one-quarter of said Section 2, a distance of
81.T8 feet to the north line of Bohna Park road~ county road No. 156
and the terminus of said easement.

SUBJECT TO an easement for ingress, egr~ss and utility purposes,
more partfcularly described as follows:

Beginning at the southwest corner of the above described tract;
thence S.89 v 05 1 20 8 E. along ~he south line thereof. a distance of 105.76
feet to a point; thence N.54 u 08 I S7"W. a" distance of 130.31 feet to a
point in the west line of the above described ~Tact; thence
S.01l05 I 03 I1 W. along said west line, a distance of 74.65 feet to the poillt
of beginning.

'74 1-1'132

0- .,
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:~ IFirst American
. d
'¥'

I'lrstAmerfaJfJ 7itIernstuilfJceCDtnpatJyof'OregDfJ
m sw CoIumllia street. Suite 400
PortIancl, OR 97201
Phn - (503)m·3651 (800)929-3651
Fax • (503)790-7858

MULTNOMAH COUNTYl1Tl£ UNIT
. FAX (503)790-7858

TItle Officer: Mike Brusco
(503)222-3651

MEASURE 37 LOT BOOK SERVICE

Bill Cox
0244 SoN california Street
Portland, OR 97219

Attn:
Phone No.: (503)246-5499 - Fax No.: (503)244-8750
Email: wccox@!anduseattorney.com

Re:

Fee: $500.00

We have searched our Tract Ind/OilS as to the following described property:

Order No.: 7019-938411
November 21, 2006

The land referred to in this report is described in Exhibit A attached hereto.

and as of November 08, 2006 at 8:00 a.m.

We find that the last deed of record runs to

Velma Pauline Povey, trustee, or her successor, under that certain Trust dated 01-30-92 between Velma
Pauline Povey and Victor Eugene Povey as trusters, and Velma Pauline Pavey, as·trustee

We also find the following apparent encumbranOilS within ten (10) years prior to the effective date
hereof:

1.

2.

City liens, if any, of the City of Damascus.

Note: There are no Rens as of November 08, 2006. All outstanding utility and user fees are not
liens and therefore are excluded from coverage.

The rights of the public In and to that portion of the premises herein described lying Within the
limits of streets, roads and highways.
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Gl!arantee No.: 7019-938411
Page 2 ofS

3. Easement, including terms and provisions contained therein:
Recording Information: December 26, 1985 as Fee No. 85-45601
In Favor of: R.C. Yule and Ella Yule, husband and wife
For: Automobile driVeway
Affects: Parcel I

4. Unrecorded leases or periodic tenancies, if any.

NOTE: ThIS report does not include a search for Flnandng Statements filed in the Office of the Secretary
of State, or in a county other than the county wherein the premises are situated, and no liability is
assumed if a Financing Statement Is filed In the Office of the County Clerk covering crops on the premises
wherein the lands are described other than by metes and bounds or under the rectangular survey system
or by recorded fat and block.

. We have also searched our General Index for Judgments and State and Federal Uens against the
Grantee(s) named above and find:

NONE

We also find the following unpaid taxes and city liens:

1. The assessment roll and the tax roll disclose that the within described premises were specially
zoned or classified for Farm use. If the land has become or becomes disqualified for such use
under the statute, an additional tax or penalty may be imposed.

130.29
130.29, plus interest and penalties, if any

2.

3.

Taxes for the year 2006-2007
Tax Amount
Unpaid Balance:
Code No.:
Map & Tax Lot No.:
Property ID No.:
Affects:

Taxes for the year 2006-2007
Tax Amount
Unpaid Balance:
cadeNa.:
Map & Tax Lot No.:
Property 10 No.:
Affects:

$
$

0260029
23E02A 01410
oo6Q1637
Parcell

$ 1,094.18
$ 1.094.18, plus interest and penalties, if any.

026·029
23E02A 01412
01509656
Parcel II

In our search for recorded deeds to determine the vestee herein we find the follOWing:

Title of Conveyance:
Recorded:
As:

Quitclaim Deed
De,ember 14, 1948
Book 414, Page 701

. firstAmerican TIIte



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

Lot Book_

Grantor:
Grantee:

Title of Conveyance:
Recorded:
As:
Grantor:

·Grantee:

TItle of Conveyance:
Recorded:
As:
Grantor:
Grantee:

Affects:

TItle of Conveyance:
Recorded:
As:
Grantor:
Grantee:
Affects:

TItle of Conveyance:
Recorded:
As:
Grantor:
Grantee:

Affects:

. Re~oluti()nNo. 07-3776 .
Attachment 4 to COO Report

GuaranfC'C' r. /1'1'1 ~~4-•.

Fred Anderson and Nettle Bohna Anderson, his WII,·

J.A. Fenton and A.M. Silvennan

Warranty Deed
December 14, 1948
Book 414, Page 703
J.A. Fenton and Grace J. Fenton and A.M. SHv,'"',,,,'" '... "<

Silverman
Vernon W. De Young and Bertha De Young, hll'.I •." ." . ,.,~

Warranty Deed
OCtober 09, 1975
75-29428
Vernon W, De Young and Bertha De Young
Victor E. Pavey and Velma Pauline Povey, husbnM .'·'''l ..;~~.
tenants by the entirety ..
Parcel II

Bargain and Sale Deed
May 19,1981
81-17366
Vernon W. De Young and Bertha De Young
Victor E. Povey and Velma Pauline Pavey, 1",,""'''1 O;"~ ,,"~.

Parcel r

Bargain and Sale Deed
March 16, 1992
92-14835
VIctor E. Povey and Velma P, Pavey, husband MI(i~ .
Velma Pauline Pavey, trustee, or her suCQl!iJlOf, \~,;.
certain Trust dated January 30, 1992, betwoollv~
Povey and Victor Eugene Pavey as trustoni, Q11;i~.

Pavey, as trustee
Parcel r

fim Amer/tan Titfe
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Title of Conveyance:
Recorded:
As:
Grantor:
Grantee:

Affects:

Bargain and Sale Deed
March 16, 1992
92-14836
Vietor E. and Velma P. Povey, husband and wife
Velma Pauline Povey, trustee, or her successor, under that
certain Trust dated January 30, 1992, between Velma Pauline
Povey and Victor Eugene Povey, as trustee, and Velma Pauline
Povey, as trustee
Partel II

lHIS IS NOT a title report since no examination has been made of the title to the above described
property. Our search for apparent encumbrances was limited to ourTract Indices, and therefore above
listing do to indude additional matters which might have been disdosed by an examination of tha record
title. We assume no liability in connection wit this Measure 37 lot Book Service and will not be .
responsible for errors or omissions therein. The charge for this service will not lndude supplemental
reports, rechecks or other services,
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Real property In the County of aackamas, State of Oregon, described as follows:

Guarantee No.: 7019-938411
• PageSQfS

PARCEL!:

ATRACT OF lAND SITUATED IN TIlE EAST ONE-HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER OF THE
NORTHEAST ONE-QUARTER OF SECITON 2, roWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF TIlE WIUAMETTE
MERIDIAN, IN THE COUNTY OF ClACKAMAS AND STATE OF OREGON, BEING MORE PARTICUlARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENONG AT THE CENTER OF SAID SECTION 2; THENCE EASTERLY, ALONG THE EAST-WEST
CENTERLINE TIlEREOF, A DISTANCE OF 666.57 FEET TO TIlE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LEGAL
SUBDMSION THENCE NORTHERLY, ALONG THE WEST LINE THEREOF, A DISTANCE OF 1316.09 FEET
TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LEGAL SUBDMSION; THENCE EASTERLY, ALONG TIlE NORTH
LINE THEREOF, ADISTANCE OF 215.11 FEET TO 11-lE POINT OF BEGINNING OF TIlE TRACT OF LAND
HEREIN TO BE DESCRIBED; TIlENCE SOUTHERLY PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID LEGAL
SUBDMSION, A DISTANCE OF 501.31 FEET TO A POINT; THENCE EASTERLY, PARALLEL WITH TH
SOUTH LINE OF SAID LEGAL SUBDMSION, ADISTANCE OF LONG SAID EAST UEN, A DISTANCE OF
501.31 FEETTO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LEGAL DESCRIPTION; TIlENCE WESTERLY, ALONG
TIlE NORTH THEREOF DISTANCE OF 444.89 FEET TO THE POINT OF OF BEGINNING.

PARCEL!!:

A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN TIlE NORTIlEAST ONE-QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH,
RANGE 3 EAST, WILIAMEITE MERIDIAN, ClACKAMAS COUNTY, OREGON, BEING MORE PARTICUlARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS, 10 WIT:

COMMENONG AT TIlE CENTER OF SAID SECTION 2; THENCE SOUTH 89° 05' 39" EAST ALONG THE
EAST-WEST CENTERLINE OF SAID SECl10N 2, A DISTANCE OF 666.65 FEET TO TIlE SOUTHWEST

.CORNER OF THE EAST ONE-HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER OF TIlE NORTHEAST ONE­
QUARTER OF SAID SEC110N 2; THENCE NORTH 00° 04' 27" EAST ALONG THE WEST, UNE OF SAID
LEGAL SUBDIvrsrON A DISTANCE OF 776.73 FEETTO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINMNG; THENCE
CONTINUING NORTH 00° 04' 27" EAST ALONG SAID WEST liNE OF SAID LEGAL SUBDMSION 538.17
FEET TOA POINT THAT IS 8.00 FEET SOUTH OF THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST ONE-HALF
OF THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST ONE-QUARTERi TIlENCE SOUTH 88° 58' 24"
EAST AND PARALLEL WITH THE NORTIl LINE OF TIlE EAST ONE·HALF OF TIlE SOUTHWEST ONE·
QUARTER OF THE NORTIlWEST ONE-QUARTER 214.11 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00° 04' 27" WEST A

. DISTANCE OF 537.55 FEET; THENCE NORTIl 89° 05' 19" WEST A DISTANCE OF 215.00 FEET TO THE
TRUE POINT OF BEGINMNG•

.Tax Parcel Number: 00601637 and 015096S6

.Fif5tAmettcan 1111.
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CollVHno1ng at the nntar ot .l1d Seatton 2; thl:llOe Senath 89­
OS' 20· Slit -s1ems the Eut-Velt< cllIntor11ne: or ~a1d 311lt1on 2.
a d.i.tan".. of' 666.51 teot to the louth\lr&lSt cornal' ot tbe .aa~
on.-Ilalr or the lout:bweat one-qulZ'ller ot tho nOl"theu~ one­
qUBJ:OtU of sa1d Section :2; th.nGl HQ:rtb 0(1 05 1 03" Sut alons
th. nit 11no ot sUd legal :IIubdlvU1on & d1atan~. or 321.10
fe*$} tb~oa aontinUlnr NOFth O· 05' 03' Eiot Ilong thl welt
J.1t)6 Dt suet Lecal tUblttv1110n It cslltanGfI or IUlS.CO r..t to

I the bue pl&Ge ·o:t bog:l.nn1n; of tbe tract- tv til' t1u01'1bt41
thonce' ooat1nu1ar; Horth Del 05' OS" £Ut alODS' 'aid W.~t l1nti-

j of' nld...l~sa1 lub41v1a1on. 58,.9' teef; to tho noZ'th...st:
: com'l' or the- aut one..ba1t or the aouthVClt ono-qUl.rtuo. or.' .)'!I ttl. nOl"th••n cM-quuoteJ"J thtfloe 2ut &loDS th. Not'th Uno

or, tbt 1&111 Eot one-halt or the ,ou.thwut on-..qLWtta, ot
north...\: one-quarte-r" 215.11 tn-t; thence 30uth p.uoJlltl

";l!a wt\:b 'tlur tau. \/te~ l1nOl ~e3." rett to the nOPthout OOl'1lt1'. i~ or the lbat dOD'Dribod raot: 11\ Warranty neees to V1oto~ s.

_
t:l~i_P••.•.•'_lUld VelMa PaUUno 1'O\l,y, husband "end 1f1fe: 1'Ioorda4 "_JUM-" 3.1 1974, Pee }fo.- 111 ·1~1321 th/llnot Korth 89 OS' 20'"

Waat PIl'all.1 nth the lIouth line of laid l~gal l'Ub4:s'Vlt10h.
2:15.11 te.t to th. true point or b.g1nn1ng. •
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REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST· AGREEMENT
FOR JOINT TRUSTORS

DATED: ,=-L '-Ho.;_" \) ;] ':', 1992.

BETWEEN: VELMA PAULINE POVEY and VICTOR EUGENE POVEY,
as Trustors,

AND: VELMA PAULINE POVEY
as Trustee.

We, VELMA PAULINE POVEY and VICTOR EUGENE POVEY, as
Trustors, hereby establish a trust with Trustee. The parties
agree that the property of this trust shall be held, managed
and distributed by our Trustee as hereafter provided.

ARTICLE I

NAME OF TRUST

This trust may be called the POVEY TRUST.

ARTICLE II

FAMILY

We are married and the parents of one child, VICTOR
RONALD POVEY...

ARTICLE III

TRUST PROPERTY

We have transferred and delivered to our Trustee the
property described on Schedule A. Such titles and interests as
our Trustee has received or may hereafter acquire in that
property and such other property as may hereafter be added to
the trust.shall be vested in our Trustee.

ARTICLE IV

ADDITIONS TO TRUST

Our Trustee shall have the power to receive other
property, real or personal, tangible or intangible, including
life insurance pOlicies, devised, bequeathed, granted,
conveyed, assigned or made payable to our Trustee by us or by
any other person or persons, which property, upon acceptance by

1 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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our Trustee, shall be added to and become a part of the trust
estate and shall be subject to this Agreement.

ARTICLE V

REVOCATION AND AMENDMENT

A. Revocation/Withdrawals. We reserve the right by
written instrument s~gned by us as Trustors and filed with our
Trustee to revoke this Agreement at any time or to withdraw
from the trust estate, discharged of the trust, all or any part
of the principal and accumulated 'income of the trust upon
satisfying all sums due to our Trustee and indemnifying our
Trustee to our Trustee's reasonable satisfaction against
liabilities laWfully incurred in the administration of this
trust.

B. Amendment. We reserve the right to alter or amend
this Agreement at any time, by written instrument signed by us
as Trustors and accepted by our Trustee.

C. Rights Personal to Us. The rights of revocation,
withdrawal, alteration and amendment reserved by us must be
exercised solely by us and may not be exercised by any other
person, inclUding any agent, guardian or conservator. However,
if one of us is deceased or if during our joint lifetime one of
us is·incapacitated to the extent that he or she is unable to
manage business' affairs, the other Trustor ac'ting alone may
exercise the foregoing rights of revocation, withdrawal,
alteration and amendment. '

ARTICLE VI

DISPOSITION OF INCOME AND PRINCIPAL
DURING OUR LIFETIME

During our lifetime, the trust shall be administered
and distributed as follows:

A. Distributions. Our Trustee shall distribute to or
for our benefit or to or for the benefit of either of us such
portions of the income and principal 'of the trust as we may
from time to time request in writing.

B. Incapacity. If both of us become incapacitated to
the extent that we are unable to manage our business affairs,
our Trustee shall distribute to or for our benefit income and
principal in amounts determined by our Trustee to be necessary
for our health, education, support and maintenance to enable us
to maintain the standard of living to which we are accustomed.

2 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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PA:~'1'~!EN1:' G? T..·~~E3: DEBTS .:U~£.; CT:tiER
EXPE~SES AFTER DEA?H OF BITrIER TRUSTOR

After tte death of either c~ us:

1. Upon the ti8ath of eitt.er cf us , unless' his -or
her 'Will shall provide otharwise, and 2YCept as otI~e~,~ise
pr:l".ri~9d. in this trus·c instru:ment, a.l1 esta'ce I inl'"'..eritancs ,
suozeSSl~~ or other transfer tax€Sr including any i~terest ~nd

penalt.ies thereon§ (~ideath taxes n ) t..~at become payable by
reason of trje death of that pers.on vli'ch respect t.o property
passi~g unde= this Agreement shall be paid out of the residue
of t:h.e trust t'\Tithout :raimbilrse~nen·t from t:he recipi'3Et of such
}:Jrvperty end YJ'i·tnout a:9portiol1.."1lent. All c1E::atll taxes upon
property not 9assing under this Agreement shall be apportioned
in the 11\J.nnzr provided by 1.3.,\-'; ..

2.. EJ,::cGPt as cthcrl'lise provided herein i if one of
"ltS dies lea-.riT.!.g an estate sUbject to p:LOb.;lte of ~.:hich a
perscI".al F;;:ep:::-ese!";tative shall ce appointed, OUT Trustee u.pon
r~u30~ab10 Dotice ~ay pay to the Per50~al Representative all or
e:7~r pa;:"'t. :::f any c1:aath '::enrGs u:r-isin~: by reason of t.he Trustor; s
d:~ath ..

B~ Debts and Exte~ses~

1.. ·Upon the c1eath of eithel:' of f";3~~

pay the fe;llot:ling obligai:io!:n aI"d Ijoahili~c.ies
c~:r of his c·.!.- 11e::;:- est:aote 'as 300n as !"easol1ably
?;;eC"essorJ_J~Y :'.:1 tilr.~ ordel"" st;~t.ed}::

cur T:i:'ustee may
of th~t person
convenient. (no's

a... Just debts and. claims, including
inco~e taxes and penalties and interest thereon,
b;;:t our Trr~.stee need not pay obligations not yet.
d~e a:-;.:1 payable ..

..... Ccst,s and expen~esl

p:cofGssional fees, necessary t.o
ud3inist~r his OT her estate~

ir::cluding
se:tt16 and

-. '1 ~... r;"l..... ""- • • ~",,"""'.' -- . ....:>., __ t:..:. ',Ll. ~s.I..e:e may pay t:.ne \-;!J.Llgat...LCHS ~na

1iClb~li~·ic.s di..,...r-~··-lv· ....,,,- ~-h""'01~'-··h --:~'''e- P-e"'-~Ol-,al P~p;.-_es';;"""f_t~tive of- .- --_ ..... _'-. -- ._ ........... -.1 ....- ~ ......:. ..... -;:-J~.:. ....j." _.... ._ ~'o__ - _ .....

the deceased ?&rs6n.is es"cat,a,_ if any.. Our T.rus1:e-a ma:r rely
upon a T..lr: i "';::·t("::!~·l st.:ate:;:ne:1t of -the P.ersonc.l RE:yresent:c<"tive c.s ·to
~;:;Q arno·.li1't of ;;;.:::.ch c:lE.ilrcS: expenses, tax~s O:L~ oth.?,:;~:' GCzt",Sf ,:~n·j
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shall be under no duty to see to the application of any funds
so paid.

C. Transactions with Probate Estate. Our Trustee may
acquire as an investment for the trust any securities or other
property included as an asset of the deceased person's estate
whether or not such investment shall be legal for the
investment of trust funds in the state of Oregon, and may lend
funds to the probate estate with or without security.

ARTICLE VIII

DISTRIBUTION OF RESIDUE AFTER
DEATH OF EITHER TRUSTOR

After the death of either of us:

After the payment of the amounts authorized in the
preceding Article, the remaining assets of the trust, including
all principal and all accrued, accumulated and undistributed
income, shall be administered and distributed as follows:

A. .Distributions to Survivor. Our Trustee shall pay to
or for the benefit of the survivor of us such portions of
income and principal of the trust as he or she may from time to
time request in writing, even if the withdrawal.. exhausts the
trust.

B. Incapacity. If the survivor of us becomes
incapacitated to the extent that he or she is unable to manage
business affairs, our Trustee shall distribute income and
principal in amounts determined by our Trustee to be necessary
for .the health (including, but not limited to, medical, dental,
hospital and nursing expenses), education, maintenance and
support of the survivor of us to enable him or her to maintain
the standard of living that he or she maintained in his or her
lifetime.

C. Distribution to Residual Beneficiary. Upon the
death of the survivor of us, our Trustee shall then distribute
all the property of the trust, including the principal and any

. accrued, accumulated and undistributed income, to our son,
VICTOR RONALD POVEY.

D. Contingent beneficiaries. If our son, victor Ronald
Povey, does not survive both of us, then all of the property of
the trust, including the principal and any accrued, accumulated
and undistributed income, shall be divided equally among NANCY
POVEY (wife of Victor Ronald Povey), KEVIN DOUGLAS POVEY and
NICHOLAS BRANDON POVEY. The shares shall be administered and
distributed as follows:

4 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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ARTICLE X

ARTICLE IX

SURVIVORSHIP

"j
-t,
;
:j
j,

The
be

share to Nancy Pavey.
Nancy Pavey shall

1. Distribution of
share established for
distributed forthwith.

2. Distribution of Shares to Grandchildren. A
share established for Kevin Douglas Povey or Nicholas
Brandon Povey shall be distributed forthwith;
provided, however, that if any such grandchild or
other lineal descendant is _under twenty-five (25),

_his share shall be retained by our Trustee until the
beneficiary is twenty-five (25), and in the interval
our Trustee shall pay to or for the benefit of the
beneficiary such amounts of income and principal of
the share as our Trustee shall determine to be
necessary for his or her health, education, -support
and maintenance. If any such beneficiary dies prior
to receiving distribution in full of the share, all
remaining assets of the share shall be-distributed to
the beneficiary's estate.

CONTINGENT BENEFICIARIES

If any beneficiary named or described in this
instrument dies within four (4) months after the death of the
survivor of us, all the provisions in this instrument for the
benefit of such deceased beneficiary shall lapse, and this
instrument shall be construed as though the fact were that he
or she predeceased the survivor of us.

If in any circumstances not provided for in this
instrument there is any portion of a trust for which there is
no beneficiary named, described or otherwise, the portion
shall be distributed to those persons then living who would be
entitled to receive the estate of the last Trustor to die as
provided by the intestate laws of the State of Oregon then in
effect.

ARTICLE XI

TRUSTEE PROVISIONS

A. Resignation of Trustee. A Trustee may resign at any
time without court approval by giving written notice to the
successor Trustee, or if there is no successor, to· the

5 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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beneficiaries, to their legal Guardians, or to the persons
having the care or" custody of minor beneficiaries.

B. Successor Trustee. If Velma P. Povey shall become
incapacited or die, then victor Ronald Povey shall be the
Successor" Trustee and if victor Ronald Povey shall refuse or
not be able to serve, then Nancy Povey shall be the Alternate
Successor Trustee.

C. Appointment of Successor Trustee. If there shall be
no Trustee of a trust, a majority in interest of those income
beneficiaries who are of legal age and capacity and the
Guardians, if any, of those who are not of legal age and
capacitymay by a written instrument appoint a successor Trustee
or Trustees.

D. Responsibility of Successor. A successor Trustee
shall have the same rights, titles, powers, duties, discretions
and immunities and otherwise be in the same position as if the
successor Trustee had been originally named as Trustee
hereunder. No successor Trustee shall be personally liable for
any act or failure to act of any predecessor Trustee or shall
have any duty to examine the records of any predecessor
Trustee. A successor Trustee may accept the account rendered
and the property delivered to the successor Trustee by or on
behalf of the predecessor Trustee as a full and complete
discharge oE the predecessor Trustee without incurring any
liability or responsibility for so doing.

E. Compensation for Trustee. Our Trustee shall be
entitled to reasonable compensation for its services as
Trustee. If a corporate fiduciary is serving as Trustee,
reasonable compensation shall be determined by reference to the
fee schedule used by our Trustee at the time such compensation
is payable.

F. Valuation. Our Trustee shall be indemnified against
liability (inclUding liability for penalties) for valuation
positions. taken or settled if made in good faith and with
reasonable basis.

ARTICLE XII

LIFE INSURANCE

With respect to life insurance policies wherein our
Trustee is the beneficiary of policies owned by us or either of
us, the proceeds of all said policies shall be collected by our
Trustee and held under the terms hereof. The payment to our
Trustee by any insurance company of the proceeds of any such
policy of insurance shall be a full discharge of the insurance

6 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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company on - account of said policy, and the insurance company
shall in no way be responsible for the proper discharge of the
t~ust or any part thereof. Our Trustee shall not be required

_to enter into collection proceedings or institute any
litigation to enforce payment of the policies until reasonable
provision has been made for indemnification of our Trustee
against all expenses and liabilities related to such
proceedings.

ARTICLE XIII

TRUSTEE'S DUTIES AND POWERS

My Trustee shall have all powers conferred upon a trustee
by the laws of oregon for the orderly administration of the
trust estate, including those specified in the Oregon Uniform
Trustee's Powers Act in effect in Oregon as it may be amended,
from time to time.

ARTICLE XIV

TAX ELECTIONS/DISCRETIONS

The Personal Representatives of our estates and our
.Trustee shall have full power and. authority, in their absolute
discretion:

A. To use administration expenses as deductions for
estate tax purposes or for income tax purposes.

B. To use date-of-death values or alternate values for
estate tax purposes.

C. To file with the survivor of us or the personal
representative of the survivor's estate joint lncome tax
returns for the year in which the death of either or the
survivor of us occurs and for any previous year for which a
return has not been filed prior to the death of one of us.

D. To consent for gift tax purposes to treat gifts made
by either of us during our joint lifetime as if made one-half
(1/2) by each of us.

E. -To pay in. fUll, as a debt of either of us who is
deceased, any tax shown on any income tax return or gift tax
r-eturn filed by his or her Personal Representative and any
additional tax and interest that may be assessed as a result of
the audit of any such return.

F. To allocate all, some or none of any unused portion
of the generation-skipping tax exemption of either of us who is

7 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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deceased to any property (including unallocated lifetime
transfers) and in any manner.

G. To apportion to. and deduct from the share of a
beneficiary (exclusive of any charitable beneficiary) having an
interest in income of the estate of either of us who is
deceased any income taxes imposed upon or chargeable to that
income, in such equitable manner as the deceased person's
Personal Representative shall determine.

H. To make any other election, allocation ·or decision
available under any federal or state tax laws. Any such
election, allocation or decision may be made regardless of the
effect thereof on any of the interests passing under this
instrument and without adjustment between income and principal
or among beneficiaries.

ARTICLE XV

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

A. Distributions to Minors and Others. If any
beneficiary of the trust who is entitled to distributions of
income or principal is incapacitated or under the age of
majority, .our Trustee may make distributions to which the
beneficiary is entitled directly to the beneficiary, to a
Guardian or'Conservator of the beneficiary,. to a Custodian for
the benefit of a minor beneficiary or t'6 any person who or
corporation that shall be furnishing health, maintenance,
support or education to the beneficiary. The receipt of any
person to whom distributions are made as herein authorized
shall be a sUfficient voucher for our Trustee, and the
recipient need not be. reqUired to account to our Trustee.

B. Consideration of Other s·uRPort. In making
discretionary distributions, our Trustee may, but shall not be
required to, determine other sources of income, support or
property available to the beneficiary, and our Trustee· shall
have absolute discretion to determine the extent to which such
other income, support or property must first be utilized by the
beneficiary.

C. Undistributed Income. Unless otherwise provided in
this agreement, income accrued, accumulated or undistributed
upon the termination of any interest under any trust shall pass
to the beneficiary entitled to the next eventual interest. Any
income that is not distributable shall be accumUlated, added to
and thereafter administered as a part of the principal of the
trust. .

8 REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT
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D. Election to Defer Distribution. A beneficiary may
elect not to receive distribution of a share of a trust
otherwise distributable to the beneficiary. In that event, our
Trustee shall retain the distributable share ,in a separate
trust. The separate trust shall be administered and
distributed to or for the benefit of the beneficiary in accord­
ance with the provisions of the trust established for that
beneficiary,' which by this reference are incorporated herein,
and thereafter shall be subject to withdrawal by the
beneficiary at any time.

E. Spendthrift Protection. No beneficiary shall have
any power to sell, assign, transfer, encumber or in any other
manner anticipate or dispose Of his or her interest in the
trust or the income produced thereby prior to its actual
distribution by our Trustee to said beneficiary or to another
for the benefit of the beneficiary in the manner authorized by
this Agreement. No beneficiary shall have any assignable
interest in any trust created under this Agreement or in the
income therefrom. Neither the principal nor the income shall be
liable for the debts ,of any beneficiary. The limitations herein
shall not restrict the exercise of any power of appointment or
the right to disclaim.

F. Rule Against Perpetuities. Unless sooner terminated
or vested in accordance with other provisions of this
instrument, all interests not otherwise vested, inclUding but
not limited to all trusts and powers of appointment created
hereunder shall terminate (1) twenty-one (21) years after the
death of the last survivor of my spouse and my lineal
descendants living on the date of my death, or (2) 90 years
after the date of my death, whichever period is later, at the
end of which time distribution of all principal and all
accrued, accumulated ,and undistributed income shall be made to
the persons then entitled to distributions of income and in the
manner and proportions herein stated, (or, if not stated,
equally) irrespective of their then-attained ages.

G. Severability. If any provision of a trust should be
invalid or unenforceable, the remaining provisions thereof
shall continue to be fully effective.

H. Statutory References. Unless the context clearly
requires another construction, each statutory reference in this
instrument shall be construed to refer to that statutory
section mentioned, related successor sections and corresponding
provisions of any subsequent law, including all amendments.

I. Table of Contents. Titles and Captions. The table of
contents, titles and captions used in this instrument are for
convenience of reference only and shall not be construed to
have any legal effect.

9 REVOCABLE,LIVING TRUST AGREEMENT



victor Eugene Pevey, Trustor
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1992.,

state of Oregon
interpretation of

the
and

The laws of
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. '0,
Executed th2S -':)0 day of ~~l ~... 1,,,,-.:...::_ ""1

Velma '-?aiiline Pevey F Truster :/

c..._;. co."...;_·
~ :.'.-' .. -

t;:;:":-'::;·· -!::th.... , t.:.. .. ·:;~-::~f ,J.,:!_-

Social Security No. .;";:. ..0" .... J - .,
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U • . Tnteroretati c;'}.
shall govern with respect
this instrument.

.~·~<:.··l· .,..- ".;._--,." -~. .:'.....".

v~LMA PAUL1NE POVEY,

FREm~4N, DOWNING & GRANATH, P.C.
ATTORl,EYS'AT LAW
510 N.B:. Roherts(p.O.BoX 809)
Gresham, OR 97030
665~4176

,
>",../':'.;" '_ <' r .....:-_
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2. A Vendors' interest in the Contract of Sale, dated
september 18, 1989, between victor E. Povey and Velma
Pauline Povey, vendors, .and Willard Warren, William
Paul Young and Kimberly L. Young, vendees.

motorhomes or other vehicles
Povey and Victor Eugene Povey,

l. All automobiles,
owned by·Velma Pauline
or either one of us.

3. Approximately 5.12· acres in Clackamas County
purchased from Vernon W. DeYoung and Bertha DeYoung
under a Bargain and Sale Deed dated May 19, 1981, said
deed being recorded under Clackamas County Fee No. 81­
17366.

4. The interest of Victor E. Pavey and Velma P.
Povey, as set forth in a Deed of Crypt, dated May 4,
1981, describing. the Crypt as "Cdmpanion· Two Hundred
and Four S Five '(204S5) and Two Hundred and Five S Five
(205S5) Laurel corridor" in that certain Mausoleum

,Columbarium known as Riverview Abbey, located at 0319
SW Taylors Ferry Road, in the city of Portland,
Multnomah, oregon, as per plat on file in office of
Abbey.

5. All of our tangible and intangible personal
property of whatever kind or nature and wheresoever
situated, including but not limited to household
furnishings, jewelry, vehicles" coin collections, stamp
collections, stocks, bonds, bank accounts, and accounts
receivable.

6. Lots 32 and 33, Block 27 of Oregon Water
Wonderland, unit 2, Deschutes county, Oregon.

(5 Povey.A)



1,061.35
714.86
364.72

Net Amount Due

------
TEAR l'
HERE

3% Djscount. .

2% Discount .
No Discount ..

32.83

14.59

ID§:L1NQUENT TAXES; {NO DELINQUENT TAXES DUE
See back for explanation of taxes marked with an ("'}.
Delinquent tax amount is included in payment options listed below.

TOTAL (after discount): 1,061.35

1,094.18

TAX PAYMENT OPTIONS
Date Due Discount Allowed

99,028

65,751

Nov 15, 2006

Nov15,2006
Nov 15, 2006

1.050.15

Questions about your property value or taxes
Please call 503·655-8671

POVEY VELMA PAULINE TRUSTEE
25529 SE HOFFMEISTER RD
DAMASCUS OR 97089

Please Make Payment To: CLACKAMAS COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR
(Refer to the insert enclosed for more information)

SAVTOTAL

PROPERTY TAXES:

ASSESSED VALUE (AV):

Resolution No. 07-3776
Attachment 4to coo Report

7/112006 to 6130/2007 REAL PROPERTY TAX 5TATEMENT
CLACKAMAS COUNTY. OREGON "168 WARNER MILNE RD.• OREGON CITY. OREGON 97045

. I""PR=O::P=ER=TY==DE=S=C:;;:R""::PT=':::O:":N:-- IMAP: 23E02A 01412 I ACCOUNT NO: 01509656

25529 SE HOFFMEISTER RD Code Area; 026·029
DAMASCUS OR 97089 Acres; /::::20:::0"'6-.::::20:::0"'7""=C"'U""R=R=EN:::T=TAX==B'"'Y::D"'IS::::T=R"'IC"'T=-:-------,1

2.65 COM COLL MT HOOD 32.15
ESD MULTNOMAH 30.99
SCH GRESHAMlBRLW 306.56

EDUCATION TOTAL: 369.70
CITY DAMASCUS 223.48
COUNTY CLACKAMAS 162.82

!VALUES; LAST YEAR THIS YEAR I FD59 BORING 160.98. :.J PORT OF PTLD 4.67

REAL MARKET VALUES (RMV); SRV 2 METRO - OREGON ZOO 6.43
RMV LAND /24.157 143,652 URBAN RENEWAL COUNTY 8.31

VECTOR CONTROL 0.44
AMV BLDG 35.060 41,119 VECTOR CONTROL LOC OPT 1.69
AMY TOTAL 159,217 184,762 GENERAL GOVERNMENT TOTAL: 568.82

SCH DAMASCUS BI 60.74
114,888 SCH GRESHAM/BRLW BOND 92.85

SRV 2 METRO BOND 12.07
EXCLUDED FROM LIMIT TOTAL: 155.66

67,722 2006.2007 TAX BEFORE DISCOUNT 1,094.18

(See back of statement for instructions)

Payment Options

FULL PAYMENT

2/3 PAYMENT
1/3 PAYMENT

l' TEARR PLEASE: RETURN THIS PORTION WITH YOUR PAYMENT See back of Statementfor Instructions
~E .

2006-2007 Property Tax Payment Clackamas County, Oregon

PROPERTY LOCATION: 25529 SE HOFFMEISTER RD

~-

IACCOUNT NO: 01509656
L...-

1,061.35

714.86
364.72

Please make payment to:

CLACKAMAS COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR

168 Warner Milne Rd
. Oregon City, OR 97045

Unpaid delinquent tax due is included in payment options.

(lncludes 3% Discount) DUE Nov 15, 2006 .

(InclUdes 2% Discount) DUE Nov 15, 2006 ..
(No Discount offered) DUE Nov 15, 2006 .

DISCOUNT IS LOST AND INTEREST APPLIES AFTER DUE DATE Ir------------,I
O Mailing address change or name change on back

Enter Amount Paid

FULL PAYMENT

'lI3 PAYMENT
1/3 PAYMENT

paVEY VELMA PAULINE TRUSTEE
25529 SE HOFFMEISTER RD
DAMASCUS OR 970S9



-------------------------------------- ----
t ~~~~ PLEASE RETUR.N THIS PORTION WITH YOUR PAYMENT See back of Statementfor Instructions ~~~ t

2006-2007 Property Tax Payment Clackamas County, Oregon IACCOUNT NO: 00601637 I

126.38

85.12
43.43

Please make payment to:

CLACKAMAS COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR

168 Warner Milne Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045

154.649

130.29

7,833

12,375

133,661

125.11

Unpaid definquent tax dl,lB is inclUded in payment opl:ions.

(Includes 3% Discount) DUE Nov 15, 2006 ..

(Includes 2% Discount) DUE Nov 15, 2006 ..
(NO Discount offered) DUE Nov 15, 2006 .

DISCCUNTlS LOST AND INTEREST APPLIES AFTER DUE DATE lr--------I
O Mailing address change or name change on back

Enter Amount Paid

FULL PAYMENT

2!3 PAYMENT
1/3 PAYMENT

POVEY' VELMA PAULINE TRUSTEE
25529 SE HOFFMEISTER RD
DAMASCUS OR 97089

POVEY VELMA PAULINE TRUSTEE
25529 SE HOFFMEISTER RD
DAMASCUS OR 97089

RMVTOTAL

SAVTOTAL

PROPERTY TAXES:

ASSESSED VALUE (AV):

. Resolution No. 07-3776
Attachment 4 to COO Report

711/2006 to 6/30/2007 REAL PROPERTY TAX STATEMENT
CLACKAMAS CCUNTY. OREGON '168 WARNER MILNE RD. ' OREGON CITY. OREGON 97045

!'=P=R'=O=PE=R:::T:::yOCD:::E:::S""C"'R"'IP=T"'IO:::NC:--1 'MAP: 23E02A 01410 I I ACCOUNT NO: 00601637

Code Area; 026-029
Acres; 12;;;OO=6-.~20;;;0~7;-;C::;UC;;R::;R::;E::;N:::T::"T=AX.=-;;B"'yC;:D~IS=T;:;R::;I=CT=;------,

5.12 COM COLL MT HOOD 3.83
ESD MULTNOMAH 3.69
SCH GRESHAMlBRLW 36.50

EDUCATION TOTAL, 44.02
CITY DAMASCUS 26.60
COUNTY CLACKAMAS 19.39

IVALUES: LAST YEAR THIS YEAR I FD59 BORING 19.17..:....;---- :::.:.:~=.:~_..::..::~.:::..::.:..J PORT OF PTLD 0.56
REAL MARKET VALUES (RM\/): SRV 2 METRO· OREGON ZOO 0.77
RMV LAND 133,661 154,649 URBAN RENEWAL COUNTY 0.99

VECTOR CONTROL 0.05
VECTOR CONTROL LOC OPT 0.20

GENERAL GOVERNMENT TOTAL: 67.73
SCH DAMASCUS BI 6.04

13,593 SCH GRESHAMlBRLW BOND 11.06
SRV 2 METRO BOND 1.44

EXCLUDED FROM LIMIT TOTAL: 18.54
·8,064 2006-2007 TAX. BEFORE DISCOUNT 130.29

Questions about your property value or taxes
Please call 503·655-8671

IDELINQUENT TAXES; INO DELINQUENT TAXES DUE

.Please Make Payment To: CLACKAMAS COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR
See back for explanation of taxes marked with an (").

(Refer to the insert endosed for more Infonnation) Delinquent tax amount is included in payment options listed below.
. TOTAL (after discount): 126.38

(See back of statement for instructions) TAX PAYMENT OPTIONS
Payment Options Date Due Discount Allowed Net Amount Due

FULL PAYMENT Nov 15, 2006 3.91 3% Discount.•..• 126.38

213 PAYMENT Nov 15, 2006 1.74 2% Discount..... 85.12

1/3 PAYMENT Nov 15, 2006 No Discount..... 43.43
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