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Rural Fire Protection District No. 1 and Rural Fire Protection District 
No. 13 are presently responsible for the fire protection of the area 
currently under consideration for annexation. RFPD No. 1 does not have 
a fire department of its own but contracts with the City of Portland for 
its fire protection services. RFPD No. 13 protects that portion of the 
area under consideration for annexation which lies generally east of 
N. E. Union Avenue. Property owners in RFPD No. 1 presently buy their 
fire insurance at Class 7, 8, or 9 rates. The property owners in the 
area protected by RFPD No. 13 presently buy their fire insurance at 
Class 8 or 9 rates. The poor fire insurance class ratings in RFPD No. 1 
are due, in a large measure, to a poor water supply and excessive re­
sponse distances for fire apparatus. They are also partly due to the 
fact that the area is not within the jurisdiction of a well regulated 
city. The poorer fire insurance class ratings for those properties in 
RFPD No. 13 may be attributed generally to the same reasons. 

Exhibit A lists the response distances from the various .fire · stations 
to locations within the area considered for annexation. 

As a result of an analysis of the needs for fire protection in the area, 
in my judgment, one fire company should be located initially somewhere 
in the vicinity of N. E. Union Ct. and Delta Park. At the present time, 
the Bureau of Fire does not have sufficient money budgeted to establish 
a fire company in that area, but it :s anticipated that provision for 
a fire station would be made and that better service could be inaugurated 
'in the late fall of 1972 if annexation occurs in 1971. 

In any _event, annexation would assure better fire protection for the area 
under consideration without an additional station. The City of Portland 
now has the three closest fire stations available to se.--ve the area under 
consideration for annexation. As the water supply system is improved and 
a positive program of improved fire protection from the City of Portland 
is assured, the insurance buyers in the area may anticipate substantially 
lower fire insurance costs. 

Every community's fire defense system is subject to periodic review for 
the purpos~ of establishing fire insurance classes, which directly af­
fect insurance rates. Portland has been successful in sustaining a fire 
defense systemwhichhas merited Class 2 insurance rating over an ex­
tended number of years. 

~p1t31/-f. ;?~d/e_,,, 
c__J"~; H. RIOPBLLB . 

Chief, Bureau of Pire 
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Location 

N. E. 19th and Colwnbia Blvd. 

N. E. Union and Columbia Blvd. 

N. E. 3rd and Gertz Road 

N. E. 6th Dr. & Vancouver Way 

N. E. Columbia Ave. & Levee Rd. 

N. E. Marine Dr. & Gertz Rd. 

Columbia School 

Columbia Edgewater 

N. E. Marine Dr. & Gantenbein 

N. E. Union and Interstate 

Exposition Center 

N. Portland Rd. & Suttle Rd. 

N. Columbia Blvd. & Portsmouth 

Engine 8 
Engine 14 
Engine 2(;1 
Engine 22 
Engine 24 

Truck 7 
Truck 9 

RFPD No. 13 

PROPOSED 

PORTLAND BUREAU OF FIRE 

1st Eng. Co. 2nd Eng. Co. Truck Co. Dist. 13 

Eng.14-1. 7 mi ·Eng. 8-2.0 mi T7-3.S mi 3.2 mi 

Eng. 8-1.4 

Eniz . 8-1.8 

Eng. 8-2.0 

Eng. 8-2.5 

Eng. 8-2.9 

Eng. 8-2.7 

Eng. 8-3.3 

Eng. 8-3.4 

Eng . 8-3 .1 

Eng. 8-3.7 

Eng.26-2.9 

Eng.26-0.9 

Eng. 14-2.0 T7-2.9 4.0 

Eng. 14-2.9 T7-3.3 4.9 

En g. 14-3.1 T7-3.5 5.1 

Ens.,: . 14-3.6 T7-4.0 5.6 

Eng. 14-4.0 T7-4.4 5.1 

Eng. 14-3.8 T7-4.2 5.4 

Eng. 14-4.4 T7-4.8 4.7 

Eng. 14-4. 2 T7-4.9 6.0 
. 
Eng. 14-3.9 T7-:-4 .6 - -
Eng. 26-3.8 T9-4.4 - -

-
Eng. 22-3.5 '11t-3. 5 - -
Eng. 22-2.3 T9-2.3 - -

7134 N. Maryland Avenue (Maryland and Buffalo) 
1905 N. E. Killingsworth ( 19th and Killingsworth) 
5247 N. Lombard Avenue (Lombard and .Hereford) 
7205 N. Alta Avenue (Alta and Syracuse) 
4515 N. Maryland Avenue (Maryland a.T'ld Going) 

4515 N. Maryland Avenue (Maryland and Going 
7205 N. Alta Avenue (Alta and Syracuse) 

S916 N. E. Going Street (59th and Going) 

N. E. Union Ct. and Delta Park 

Proposed Eng. Co. 

2.5 mi 

1.7 

0.8 

0.6 

2.0 

1.4 

1.6 

2.2 

o.s 

0.2 

0.8 

1.7 

3.9 
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FJRE INSURANCE PREMIUM COMPARISON 

The fire Insurance premium tor dwellings, lnch1<llnr< rum dwclllnr<!i, 1!1 b11:,;cd upon con~tnictli,n, fire prrtl.'<'Utn1 
class or the area within which the dweJlfnR Is Jocnk~ . and upon . the amount .of Insurance carried .. 

Cla:o:~ D ancf 8 building:,; mcnn bullrllngs with wond or frame wolfs and bulldlnl(!I with m1111nnry ·w:ills rr.11pr.ct.lvrl7. 
Cla11ll JO protection incan11 nn area without fire protection or with no rccol(nh:crf tire prokctlnn. Rural fire prott'C• • 
tlon dlitrlclll without fire hydrant protection Rcnerally ,rrade Cln!l!I Oh nr Oa (or 8 for dwcllln,r11) drpr.ndln« ur,on th• 
tire protcr.Uon avaltable within the area. 

COMPARISON OF ANNUAi, D\VEl,LINO rRt:MIUMR FOil A CLASS D (framd DWELLING 

IJNDF.R VARl()US CLASSES OF PROTECTION 

Rates EffecUn No,,ember I, 1967 

CONTENTS IJUILDIN~ -·~ ··- ---·· --·-
Awievnl nf '"""•"" 

,..,,rc:tl" 
____,__ __ .. . . .. ... ·--- - · .At11011111 "'· '"·•··"" ·· -

c:, •• IJ.OH "'·'"' ,u.,nn 
2 • 13.10 t 15.00 • 25.20 

3 14.40 16.45 27,(IO 

4 15.00 . 18.15 •• 30.2? 

5 17.55 20.05 33.fi7 

6 20.05 22.05 3fl.52 , 23.55 20.90 45.07 

8 27.60 3 I .fl5 53.17 

9a 46.85 65.70 133.50 

9b 51.80 75.60 158.25 

10 55.00 82.00 174.12 

Farm property 1uch as Fruit and VegetabJc. Driers, 
Grain Warehouses and EJevaton, Hop Risks and Pepper­
mint Slflls receive protection credit In accordance with 
the following table: 

P,n1nlln11 Clau 

'•• •'""" In•••" Wllll Tatffl T•rllf I c,rdll --- ------- -------10. 

9b 
9a 

6, 7 or 8 
I to 5, Inc. 

No Credit 
5% 

10% 
15% . 
20% 

Other farm propcrtles ·such as barns, outbuildings ond 
crops In the open, and other commercial and Industrial 
propt>rUc11 In Rural Fire Protection Dlstrlct.s receive 
ercdll11 vorylnJC .somewhat from tho above tables. 

Other tnformoUon on fire ln11uranco may be obtnlncd 
from local tire Insurance a1cnta or from the Orcgun 
lnauranec Rating Bureau, 

To quallf7 for ,radtng Into one of the above c:J1sse1 
ot tJre protecUon. . betler than. CIUI 10, one or more ot 

,uiM ll.4ff~ ,, . ..,. 
• 0.62 • 10.:IIJ I IUO 

I0.57 11.:rn 15.45 

I 1.75 12.r.s 17.07 

12.BR 13.AG 18.112 

14.73 l~.R!I 21.!\7 

17.:ll 18.fl5 25.27 

20.29 21.91 29.77 

26.0!1 37.23 63.45 

31.67 41.J9 73 35 

33.01 4:Ul 79.77 

the motorized pieces of lire apparatus mu.st b<> a pump<'r 
of suUicicnl capnclly lo supply a :i;tamlarrf fire strt':im. 
The standard 517.es of pumpers an· 500, 750. 1,000, 1.250 
ancf J,500 gallons per minute t·apacity. Thi.' rumrrr 
shouM carry at least, 1,000 foci or 21.'.:-inch h".si• ancr ~omc 
I ~~-inch hose is dt•slrnhl<.>. Wall•r for i-trul"lunl firt'S 
shoulil be ovallahl«: wl1hln 11 <lbtam•c• !ro111 all hu,ltfini:s 
200 feel less lhnn the lcni:th o( tht• hn~c c:irrkrl ,m the 
apparatus. The water supply from rcser.·11irs, ta11ks, 
Irrigation ditches or other sources mml be iaurricit'nl to 
supply pumper for one hour al capacity . 

When a Rural Fire Protection District contract~ with 
a nearby incorporated cily, t~vn or othN or)!;inizcd rural 
lire protection district for Cire dcp,'lrtnwnt rt'•pomt', the 
credit would depend in icncral on the followinJi:: h"Pt' o( 
apparatus ond equipment rcspnnrlini.: to fire <"alls, 
whether re:.11ondln,r department I~ foll paid, call or \'ol-

• untr.f'r; mcan:1 for transmlltln,c alnrms; clistanrt• nr ,h•part­
mcnl from \he dltilrlcl and condition of thc- ro:ilfll or hhch• 
way. 

The ()l'l)gon tnsunnce .Rating Bureau Is available to 
provide rating and grading fnrormat.ion and to aufst 
communlUet In lmprovfna fire protec:Uon. 

( II J 



j .,. 

To: · 

From: 

Bt uni ary 

Staff 

~ 
.rt~ 

Commis s i.'i'n 

J~VU--&~~ 
~~ . .AJli>J-LfJ-~ 

n 

.. 
BOUNDARY CHANGE PROPOSAL NO • .335 ,;. Annexation of terri-· 
tory to the City of Portland ~; 

•. ,'f~'< it\ ): 
Proposal No. '335 was initiated by the adoption of • '.j '1\' 

~!!~:ii~\!!/~~!~/Y th~ State Boar~ . of Health. These findings , } ,j 
~ ·•-·4,. :r cw':.;f. 

~tr~;;!:;~t: a!:t~]? ir:!:;i~iiii:;;: ~!i~;~!r~! :~~Jm6:~tlt}· :Ji 
portion!> described in ,.tho aforementioned final orders of -tho : · • • - _. ,.. 
PortlanJ Metl'opoli tan ·Arca Local Government Boundary Commission }~.i_:_t.;_t_'.; 
(Nos. 253, 263 and 279), in that conditions exist in the terTi• 
tory conducive to the propagation of col'.lununicable or contagious i·ijJ.j 
diseasa-producing organisms and which present a .reasonably clear ._ '.X~ 
possibility that the public generally is being exposed to disease • ~ 
caused suffering or _illness and specifically conditions caused by .. :\~~ 
inadequate installations; for the· disposal and treatment of sewage ){_] 
in the territory. • 

! XVIII • • 'f ,l:ii!: 
''The danger to public health as aforementioned existing in the . •'-:\\}: 
territory pro,osed to be annexed could be removed or alleviated by .:'.? 
putting the sewage facility plan filed with the Board and the · • ·: ·f, 
Environmental Quality CoJl\L'lission by the City of Portland into . 

1 
/ 

operation in accordance with the plan and specifications and time 
schedule proposed by the City and as approved and certified to 
the Oregon State Board of Health by the Environmental Quality 
Commission." • ' • 

The "findings of fact" meet the requirements for initiating an . _,.--:),; 
annexation as set . forth in paragraph (b), Section (3) of ORS . 199.490. • .·~ 
If tlle Bow1dary Commission approves . the proposal, the boundary change ,, ,·.~ 
will take effect upon ~~e . date _of approval. . ,. . _ . . ,_;;·~x~ 

The territory-' to b~ ti a~~~d-t'J~iocated in North Po~~'i'and. As you -.,.)f:~ltj 
recall from the attached· map, ' the territory contains basically the,, ''-'}.tt:~ 
same area included in Proposal No. 110 approved by the Commission on :•;f~Ji~ 
March 25, 1970. The territory to be annexed contains approximately ,JU\\ 
4 square miles, 800 dwelling w,.i ts and an estimated population of • .:l~~1 
2,000 persons. i .. i~-, .. ~ ,ii 

• ' ·. > >t'i.iti 
' '--~.?·"' 

Briefly the background on this proposal is as follows : · • 'Jif4 

.-,<~~tf~ 
: ,:l, 
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'· 
P;; go 2 (P;·op l•. i't No. 33 5) 

' 
l. 'l hore 2:::tve 1:;een se~~er ·p-toblor.1s in thF! North Portland. area. 

fc,1• a number of yenrs . . Conditions progressed to the point 
whe1·e the . Depar·tmeut of Environmental Quality put heavy • 
pi·essure on existing . industrial and commercial firms in the 
are;.i to clea.."'l up • their .w;nste discharges into the Columbia 
Slough and the Columbia River. The County Public Health 
Depart1uent saveral years ago put a ban on the issuance of 
plumbing permits (septic tanks) for new construction. :. 

;;~~\·\~ 
~ ;'f~i 

. j 
· . i , 

' -~ ,·J • 
· , ' . ' 

: 2. In early 1970 the Boundary Commissions received two proposals • ): 
'for boundary changes in . the area. One proposal from Multnomah '.' ··; 
County ,1as • fo1· the formation of a county service district to .·/,'. 
among other . things build a sewer system and the other prop.osal ., 1. • 
from the City of Portland was for annexa-tioJ1. of the area. . •. . ~: , 
The Commission hea,:d both proposals at the same public hearing~J1\·: 
and denied the County's and approved the City's. The voters . . • : •. 
in the territory to be annexed sub.sequently remonstrated and . _/ 
defeated the City's proposal on July 28, 1970. • • ··•\ :-:3_:; 

I , . . . , " • • ,,, • • ,. • 1.:. · • / . . :! 
I . / • ·' . ., . 

3. / Subsequent to the :defeat of the City's proposal, the County .. y:i).:~ 
again initiated the formation of a county service district ·-•: .• : 
in the general area. During the time the Commission was _gi 
processing the County• s proposal, residents within the aroa ,, ~: 
requested the State Board of Health to begin the "health . • ·"{t 
hazard annexation" proceedings. Because of this and other 1 -\ 

reasons the Commission again denied the County's proposal. 
The findings of t.he Commission in denying Proposal No. 204 
are listed below: • 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d.) 

e) 

the territory included within the formation proposal is . 
located generally north of the Columbia Slough and south • 
of the Oregon Slough; it is bounded on the east by the 
Peninsula dro.in~ge ·canal and on the west by Union Ave. and 
the SP&S Railroad tracks in the extreme northwest portion; 

the territory contains approximately 1400 acres and a 
population of 1500 persons and is essentially the .same 
area (except for the inclusion of. the N. Marine Drive area 
west of Union Ave.) that was considered by the Commission l 
in Boundary Change Proposal No. 108- (formation of a county ./~ 
service districtJ; • _ 

a significant· health problem exists in the territory due 
to inadequate sewage disposal methods; . . , , , 

··.. -~ ,.l}~:~ 
the ·County Commissioners initiated the proposal because .• )h~i 
of the sanitary sewer problem and because the voters· in · ~~.t.\·~·:•,~!:;;; 
the. territory recently rejected a proposal for annexation ... _-}ff:-; 
to the .City of Portland;, ,. • 

there are existing problems with. the water supply and 
distribution sy~tems in the territory; 



-- .•r, 
3 (Proposal No. 

0

J3S) :~r;i~ 
· , •,.. -

£) undEir existing law the -prorosed county service distric:t . : . • ,,;., 
can install sanitary sewers but cannot make improvements •• ,. ·, 
·to the wa·,er disti·ibution sys·cem,· -/?: •. r!: 

1 II,~~,.•,~• - i • • • .. ' j : 'j; t ,: \ 

g) the County Is plan for sewering the te_rrj. to:ry in'?ludes for,>;· ·:r~rJ 
the . transportation pf ·c.ollected wastes to the City of • • _ ,,, r: :;~ 
P~rtland' s Columbia Blvd. treatmen~ plan~ for treatment and ;:,,.r: ·.;."; 
d~sposal cU:d the Portland City. Enginee~ ~n~icated that. the · . . ~is; 
City CoW1c1l has adopted a pol1cy proh1b1t1ng the prov;sion .-"'f~i 
Cf t;~ch service to an area unless the area annexes to the . . '2~:rf j 

h) ptoce·edings are· underway with the Oregon S~ate Board of i ·_;·,{Jt·!li 
Health for annexation of territory, including all or most .. :' .. :{?;:0/~ 
of the territory under consideration in this proposal, . . u.,',<.;{>_i•1V· 
to . the ·city of Portland under _t~e "heal th hazards" anne;tati!)~·-~~~ 
law· and · , .. l,{,,,;r--•. 

, \I :· .t;·· .. J~:f f,J~ 
t'. t~· ,;J,_·-.·•,,.-·1J 

i) the long-range solution .to the territory's municipal servic• •::fJ1!\~~, 
/ problems can best be provideJ. through inclu_ sion of the area :_.\if;·,! 

, in a general purpose g~vernmont suc:h as the City ~ _ .. .---J~!,/I~ 
•~eritlaad tn._~.u~ provide the full array of urban serv_ices . _ ~; __ :t_~l}~ 
1n a comprM>.eJtftte nnd,J _oordiJlated numner., ._ , . _;'fr'.itf{~~l 

' . • . ·; '~.\;·.,c~f~}J 
4. Following denial of the County's proposal' on October 7, 1970 • . ·,.'.,;;tr~} 

the State Board of Health proceeded with its investigation and ·! .. ~·ir:r:~{l 
matters have proceeded to where they are today. • \/'fai~gr~ 

In the staff's opinion ·conditions are substantially the same with ·.-·t1i%tt::c 
respect to the territory to be annexed as they were a year ago when "'<'.t-~;~i.li 
the C~mm::.ssio~ denied the County's second proposal. The territory • _·,,:(;.fifi~ 
is still lacking two basic urban services -- sewers and watei-. The :Si"' ·,, 
Board of Heal th' s findings speak to the sewer _problem. The water • ,,1; • 

_situation is almost as c:ritic:al. The problem is basically one of •• <·.,\ •'f 
a poor distribution system. The City provides water system to . . ·· <.,_.:.i_.;,;r_;_: __ J 
much of the area but the water is distri·buted by private companies. ,_ -~·•J 
It is our understanding tllat the water systems barely meet the ·:\\11 
needs for daily living and in no way are capable of meeting the ,.:h:•·:1/lfj 
needs for fire protection puJ1>oses. _ ;<}j: 

t1:. 

' . it•"" 

.,To cor.rect the situation ·tho City has prepared plans for improve- • • .:~i: 
ments to both the area's water and sewer systems. In regard to ··•;'f. 
the sewer :problem, the "health hazard annexation" law sets forth . . ·,'. :.: :p:\_J, 
conditions which the· City Jm.lat Bleet ~f the area is to be annexed... . j\i,i_:~tf 

i , The City has met those requ~rements to date in the form of prepar~, : :;,\&~j-~r• -· · 
r:·· ing detailed plans · and: •time ·schedules for c:onstruction which must. ~-,t.'~,~~i 
, ·: ·",:,;~, uet the.approval. of the DBQ. Also, _the ·"health hazard" law has' --~ • .. ;,iy¼'~ 
~ __ .: ___ -~: __ :,:;_:,r:_~,:;;.-_-(l(_j':_:~

1

•"-~-•-_-,·_-_· __ ·._ a pr1ovisionb_ thhat Cth1e C11trd1Jauat.. fhollC:lwththe time schedufle. Preliminary{s:1~ _ I 
•. _:-:::1.r.,, est mates y t o ty n cate t at e sewer system or the terri• i:~}~})rf I 

tory to be annexed will cost. approxi111ately $2,541,600. Of this • ---.-·:~L\1,;-, , i 

t l·;:, amount the ~ity will absorb from $537,200 from its Sewage. Disposal .. :'·t;;,J~t;~ · ! 
' • • Pund .(principally ac:(;umulated sewer usel" charges from en tire city) • . • ,· ");r.iy; . \ 

.. _,- i~ addition the City has ·applied and given its top priority for two ,."r·,\tfffi;_i_j 
• -. ·: federal grant~ in the amount of $855,100 for certain costs of the ~·.:tif?i~"I 

: . aystem. ..' -.~-;11-/a -' 
' .. C pr•:\J:] i 
:}·l~r . ·i 

·- ... , .... t;. ·r 
· . :~~ .. } .' l .; 

' • r' "'• · f . , . • .• Ill"' 



•fui·'•i', r ,,, .---~ -'l~·;Y.•:-'i., 

hg<, 4 (Proposal No. 33S) • ' . ,"' . . :f/~tlf J 
-,,?,,,, ,iL~1r.,.: !(.:'II 

There grants have bee·n a.pprov~d by CRAG and the n~o and· in all•:- ::.):/JWir~:M: 
likelihood should be· obtained. The remaining costs $1,149,000 ·.·r;:::·('?~~t1ii~ 
will be the responsibility of the property owners in the territoryJ1!fl~i1 
to be annexed. The money will/ .. be collected in the form of assess.-··~ttJ

1 

. .i~.~1 
ments following the establishment of one or more "local improvemerit0t;/:i 
districts" in the territory.. . . • . . • ~:) i.-· _.,(/\/!) 

Improvements to the wat~r system have been estimated to cost •• ! tt~41c-:·~1'! 
$1., 105,441. The City will pay for the cost of installing mains .. . ,'.1\147_ .. 
over 12" in ·diameter (supply mains) which in the territory to be,'.rf~~r,;•i'~~·, 
annex~d are estim~ted to be $S24 .• 779. 'l'o help defray these cos.ts -ii.~:~i 
the City has applied for a federal ·grant in the amount of $374 .OO(t1{·" 1 

'. 

This grant' has also been approv~d by CRAG as ·going for facilitie.S-;;! • 
which are compatible with regional water planning. The cost.fc,r· .. 
the mains 8 11 and under (distribution mains) are gc3ally' the ' 
responsibility of the benefittod property owners. The City has.} 
policy, however, that if tll.e . City ,is usure.d . of a certain amow .. ~;~:: 
of revenu.e from _the sale of w.a.:ter, .,it will~s. _ume the cost of ·::·-1•<11._·.:-, 
d1stribution mains from its water user funds. It is the staff's:··· 
understanding that of the $S80 662 remaini • . or the expense of i_ 
installing the distribution mains in the area, ·most of this will,11;, 
be assumed by the C:ity because there arc sufficient customers -all::, 
ready in the territory, to l1Htet the City'_s re~enue formula. :!/--)l'.J 
Recommendation. .. ',.:: .:-: - • . v>v?:tf'' 

Po!i~!i!! ~=~~=~ds that'?rOJ/osal No, 23~;- ~• ~pproved for tJi•:~~~/ 
a.) the territory to be' annexed is contiguous to the City; - . <-:'V-:·;',::-

•• ,.'i_,·.••;•l,' 

b) the State· Board of Heal th . .has found that a danger to public -:'\\t~~:r~ . ~ 
health exists in the area ·due to inadequate sewerage facilities:\[l:~-m 
and tl}at the City of Port;and has prepared the necessary pl_~:-.~i:Wi\: 
and time schedule to allovJ.ate the "heal th hazard"; : . :.;/:.~(~}~~!l 

c) that the area also hu a critical water supply and distributio~·)'.'?ft 
problem which can be eliminated by facilities available from ·, .;;.:;~i-,;~ 
the City of Portland; and . • • '<:t 

' ,.,_.,,\{;:;i 
d) the long range solution ~o the terr_i tory' s municipal service :.>::;·r::./: 

problems ean be.st, be provided through inclusion (!f the area .in .. S\:;,'.~r/J 
a general purpo. se government suc:h as ~e City which _can provid•t•1tt,:l•'l~ 
the full, &ff.!l'(. ~f'. ui:~~-.~~~1,e.~•. ln a, .. c:o~rehensive and c:oo:r;di~~•ct,j 
'IIIDTlfter ' ._., r, . ,'1•· '\.'.., .• ~-I''' ·: .... , •• ' • • . f J.' •. ,•;. . ,•:!•_,.,.,,,, ;:-jr:t:1 
........ ., .•·f .. ~-'-".' .. ·-, .... "'fr'~i\·,~- t_i~~\-"•jf•t~!:\'~~;~·~)· ... ·-;:_ : . . -........ --,,.,..·,,.,,' : -• .. , !;~;-•;~,fr;· ... 1:-!~~)~:~~'...:~ 

t •,~•. ··._ • ;r; , •. ,• 1•:l!}Vl.~;•~ _1- .. ',•· -.•;~ 'r .,._ • ...__, ., ,•,'..•;,•;..1•~,.•;i••·+ • ·•' ·" " .. ~·"lJJ,J('·'': , . I • , ' .. • '!,i.· •. :-.\,.1.':\t'l:i.t'ff'i1'"''·"r~-,.,.,, • ;,·.\,·,,..,._,•,~· · ·,·,.·_ • '.· . .,.,.-.,:'.v·•>'·.··· •i 
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Dear Neighbors, 

EAST COLUMBIA NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOC. 
C/0 MARTHA JOHNSTON 
9509 N.E. 13TH AVE. 
PORTLAND, OR 97211 

November 1986 

When our area was forceably annexed to the City of Portland in 1971, 

residents and property owners were turned topsy-turvy with doubts 

regarding the sincerity of Portland's commitment to our citizens. 

At that time, many major problems faced our community. Many of our 

neighbors donated their time and resources, tackling a maze of obstacles 

and bureaucratic blind alleys. 

In reviewing the past 15 years hard work, we can look back at our 

numerous accomplishments with pride. Accomplishments such as: 

1) Stabilizing present residential zoning, 
2) Comprehensive planning for future growth of homes, 
3) Tackling the Port of Portland on noise abatement and 

Noise Overlay Zones, 
4) Minimizing truck intrusion into our lovely Neighborhood, 
5) Restoration and Maintenance of Columbia Children's Arboretum (our Park) 

These advances have resulted not only in making our Neighborhood a great 

place to live and raise a family, but have also brought us great respect 

from our industrial neighbors and, more importantly, from our City 

Bureaus and Council Members - including Mayor Bud Clark. 

The last major obstacle in making our 1971 forced annexation complete is 

seeing that the City fulfills its commitment to provide adequate Fire 

Protection to large parts of our Community. The City has not lived up 

to this issue, simply because our Neighborhood has never really pursued it. 

When Columbia Edgewater burned to the ground, many of our active neighbors 

began looking into "WHY?" - realizing that No Fire Hydrants existed in 

our area. 

Our Neighborhood and our families need Fire Protection! It is not only 

a necessity for our security and well-being, but also a valuable service 

to which we are entitled. If the City of Portland is not persuaded to 

accept its responsibility, we will all have to bear a heavy burden. 

The current cost of receiving adequate Fire Protection in our Neighbor­

hood is estimated at between $3,000.00 to $5,000.00 per individual lot, 

according to the size of the lot. Either the City pays, or~ pay. 
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We have begun a program to attain this last major goal by submitting 

Formal Requests through the Neighborhood Needs Reports Process. We have 

discussed our Area's City Service needs with Commissioner Dick Bogle and 

received members of both the Water Bureau and the Fire Bureau in special 

Neighborhood Meetings. Now, through your support, we are ready to achieve 

our objective. 

Some of you have contributed generously in the past and our Association 

has made tremendous progress toward stabilizing the Neighborhood and in 

attaining a reasonable growth rate. 

In order to continue, we must again appeal to your generosity and sense 

of Neighborhood pride. 

During the accomplishment of our goals, we have relied on Attorney John 

Wight for technical assistance and direction. At this time, we are 

indebted to Mr. Wight for approximately $500.00. His fees have been more 

than reasonable and we have been strictly prudent in utilizing legal aid. 

This obligation should be speedily met. With your contribution and the 

help of our neighbors, it can be fulfilled in short order. 

We appeal to you and thank you for your help. Any amount you give -

or any volunteer time you can contribute - will be greatly appreciated 

and effectively used for the betterment of our Neighborhood and 

Community. 

Please make your contribution payable to: East Columbia Neighborhood Assoc. 

If you have any questions, we urge you to call us. 

Again, we thank you and promise to keep you informed as the Goal for 

Fire Protection in our Area becomes a reality. 

Sincerely, 

Your Neighborhood Representatives, 
East Columbia Neighborhood Assoc. 

11 
3th Ave. 

~ (nt~~ 
South Shore Rd./Faloma Rd. 

Jim McDonald 283-1641 
Marine Drive 

( 

~~ ~ 
Fred Meikle 283-3074 
Golf Court Rd. 

Edith Hutchins 285-2806 
Gertz Rd./Levee Rd. 




