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e Inclusion of non-privately held river “lands” would not serve the essential purposes of the
proposed URA, i.e. to assist in new industrial/manufacturing investment which will
create new quality jobs.

e The non-privately held River area is not taxable property, and therefore would not
generate any tax increment, which is related to the aforementioned purpose of the URA
(i.e. new increment to assist in new job-generating private investment).

* Inclusion of the River would add a considerable amount of non-taxable acreage. This is a
concemn because of the statutory limitation on the total acreage in the City that may fall
within an Urban Renewal Area (see Section IV).

e Even if non-privately held portions of the Willamette River were included in the
proposed URA, direct contamination clean-up costs in the Willamette River (bank to
bank, as opposed to the adjacent developable shores) are not TIF eligible expenses
because such a project would not prevent or eliminatc blight in the pioposed URA as
required by ORS Chapter 457. Contamination in the Willamette River is not one of the
constraints that has created blight and prevented development of the properties in the
proposed URA. Absent that link, TIF may not be used to clean up the Willamette River.

VI. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PROJECTS TO BE_ UNDERTAKEN AND

EXISTING CONDITIONS IN AREA

The projects to be undertaken under the Plan are designed to remove blighted conditions within
the District. The projects are directly related to conditions within the District. The major
expenditure categories include business assistance, addressing environmental contamination,
infrastructure investment, and land acquisition.

The Portland Development Commission’s various financial assistance programs for businesses
include the Quality Jobs Program, the Economic Opportunity Fund, Deferred Loan Program and
the Industrial Development Opportunity Services Program. Use of these various funding
programs in the URA will allow PDC to assist existing businesses to expand, and new businesses
to locate in the URA. Financial assistance to new business investment, such as the proposed
$466,000,000 Siltronic fabrication plant, is the primary impetus for the URA. Urban renewal is
essential to attracting new investment on vacant and under-utilized properties within the URA
boundary.

Environmental contamination in the proposed URA is another major challenge that urban
renewal funds could remedy. As noted in this Report, there are numerous properties within the
proposed URA that are constrained by environmental contamination. The proposed URA will
provide a possible funding source to assist in the redevelopment of these properties, through the
assessment, remediation, and/or mitigation of environmental conditions. Without this assistance,
these properties could remain abandoned or underutilized, which not only prevents increased tax
revenue but also continues to endanger the health and safety of humans and of wildlife.
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Infrastructure development (streets, water, sewer, storm drainage, habitat improvements
pedestrian amenities) will occur as an incentive to private development. New development will
require additional infrastructure, and in some cases will also trigger public improvement i
requirements related to the Willamette Greenway. 3

The Plan authorizes a comprehensive set of projects to eliminate blight in the area and to
generate a significant amount of jobs and private business investment, in accordance with the

aspirations set forth in the Plan. !

VII. ESTIMATED COSTS AND REVENUES

Estimated revenues and costs, including capital and operating costs, are shown on Exhibit 2,
Project Revenue and Expenditure Summary. Costs were estimated in 2004 dollars and converted
to year of expenditure dollars assuming annual inflation of 3%. Revenues are obtained from
urban renewal bond proceeds and the proceeds of short term urban renewal notes.

The capacity for urban renewal bonds and notes is based upon projected tax increment. which in
turn is based upon projections related to develcpmceni wiihin the proposed URA. Development
projections represent moderately conservative assumptions regarding new investment on vacant
and under-utilized properties, as well as growth in the assessed value (AV) for existing i

development.

Specifically, tax increment revenucs are assumed to derive from three separate sources, or
categories of tax generating activity. These sources are:

A. Redevelopment of low valued lots. This includes more intensive utilization of existing
businesses which would remain in place.

B. Appreciation from lots that are not projected to completely redevelop but some of which
are likely to experience new investment due to plant expansion and modernization.

C. Increment generated through Siltronic investment. !
t

Annual assessed value apprcciation of existing properties that are not projected to be i
redeveloped (generally, all properties with a total Real Market Value for land plus improvements b
of $6.50 per square foot or greater) is estimated at 1.5% initially, growing to 3% over time. This
is a “blended” rate, consisting of commercial-assessed properties which are assumed to grow in
assessed value at 3% annually (the maximum rate allowed under Measure 50), as well as '

industrial-assessed development, which appreciates in value at a lower rate, due to depreciation

and other factors, The increase in the projected growth rate accounts for business expansion !

facilitated through formation of the district.

Appreciation in value of land due to redevelopment was estimated by assuming that some sites
with a total (land and improvements) Real Market Value of less than $6.50 per square foot would
redevelop. The mix of redevelopment would vary by sub-area based on their particular
characteristics, according to the following divisions: :
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Table 5: Redevelopment Assumptions (includes plant modernizations) by Sub-area with
Urban Renewal

Sub-area g:?;‘:;??;::;;ge) Warehouse % | Factory % Office %

Swan Island 110.9 35% 50% 15%
Mocks Bottom 13.3 45% 40% 15%
West Bank North 24.7 60% 40% 0%
West Bank South 108.0 75% 25% 0%

Source: Portland Development Commission and Tashman Johnson LLC, 2004.

For these redevelopment projections, a non-build factor of .25 was assumed, meaning that of the
lots projected to be redeveloped, 25% would remain vacant after 20 years. The table above
indicates acreage slated for redevelopment before this non-build factor is applied. Of the three
development types, warehouse developments are estimated to have a total value of $22.96 per
square foot of site area, factory developments are estimated at $46.80 per square foot of site area,
and office developments are estimated at $74.75 per square foot of site area. Note that any new
office development in the URA is assumed (o be ancillary to adioining industrial development, in
accordance with zoning restrictions. These redevelopment assumptions result in a total new
development/redevelopment value of $300.3 million over 20 years. These figures do not include
the proposed Siltronic silicon wafer fabrication plant.

Based on these assumptions, total revenues of $105.7 million are expected to be available for
projects from the bond and note proceeds, nor including Siltronic. In nominal dollars, costs total

$101.9 million. In addition, the Siltronic investment would require business assistance of
approximately $65.3, based on revenues of $66 million.

Total costs for the URA (including Siltronic) would therefore total $167.1 million, and revenues

total $171.7. Based on these projections, revenues are sufficient to cover expenditures, and the
Plan is therefore financially feasible.

VIII. ANTICIPATED PROJECT SCHEDULE

The anticipated schedule of each urban renewal activity is shown on Exhibit 2. Projects are
anticipated to be complete when the last expenditure is undertaken as indicated on Exhibit 2

Activities are anticipated to be undertaken starting in FY 2005/2006. and ending in FY
2024/2025.
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IX. FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

Exhibit 2 indicates that projected revenues are sufficient to cover projected expenditures and that
the Plan, therefore, is financially feasible.
£

Exhibit 3 indicates that projected urban renewal taxes are sufficient to support bonded I

indebtedness to the extent necessary to provide project revenues. Additional revenues are i
provided by short term urban renewal notes, repaid on an annual basis from the ending fund
balances. It is projected that all indebtedness pursuant to this plan will be retired or otherwise

provided for 2028-2029.

X. FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 2 x

The amendments to the Oregon Constitution passed by voters in May, 1997 resulted in a shift in O
Oregon’s property tax valuation system. The existing tax bases and most continuing levies by i
taxing districts were subscquently recduced and then converted to ‘“permanent rates.” These

permanent rates were sufficient to levy the amount of revenue that each taxing -district was
authorized to levy in 1997-98.

Since FY 98/99, the maximum revenues for each taxing district that maintains a permanent rate
is determined by applying the permanent rate to the assessed value within the taxing district.
Under this revised taxation system, the fiscal impact of urban renewal consists primarily of tax

revenues foregone by taxing districts.

To a lesser extent, impacts in terms of increased tax rates to tax payers will result from any levy
other than permanent rates. For example, if a local option levy or exempt bond levy is approved
by voters, the tax rate necessary to raise the amount approved may be higher as a result of the

existence of the Plan.

It is projected that $101.9 million of tax increment funds will be required to implement the Plan ;
(other than the proposed Siltronic project). In addition, the Siltronic project would require .
another $65.3 million of tax increment funds It is projected that by the end of FY 2027/2028,
sufficient urban renewal tax revenues will have been collected to retire all outstanding bonded
indebtedness necessary to finance the Plan. Urban renewal tax collections would therefore be :

projected to cease in 2028. Table 5 shows the projected revenues foregone by the taxing districts =
that levy taxes within the Area through FY 2028. The permanent rates are based on FY
2003/2004 rates. No other ratc adjustments were made since many of them require voter P
approval or will not exist for a significant duration of the plan. Also, bond rates may be different ‘

due to changes in debt service requirements.

The foregone revenues are those revenues resulting from taxes on the level of development that
would occur without urban renewal. Based on recent trends, PDC projects that new investment
within the proposed URA will be limited if the URA is not formed. For instance, the proposed
Siltronic investment ($466,000,000) will not occur without urban renewal. Moreover, some
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properties will actually lose value (or at least not appreciate in value) due to such factors as
environmental contamination and depreciation of existing plant and equipment. The example of
Atofina illustrates this scenario (see Section 11.D). In addition, it is projected that appreciation of
existing lots will be lower without urban renewal, due to less business growth and expansion.

To estimate investment in the area without formation of the proposed URA, significantly less
redevelopment is expected 10 occur compared to redevelopment projections with urban renewal.
Moreover, the mix of uses is assumed to be more heavily weighted toward lower value uses (e.g.,

warehouse and flex space). Redevelopment assumptions that are projected without formation of
the URA are shown below by sub-area and development types:

Table 6: Redevelopment Assumptions by Sub-area without Urban Renewal

Sub-area Redeveloped ‘Warehouse % Factory % Office %
Acreage

Swan Island 110.9 70% 20% 10%

Mocks Boiivii 123 70% 20% 10%

West Bank North 24.7 8U% 20% 0%

West Bank South 108.0 80% 20% 0%

Source: Portland Development Commission and Tashman Johnson LLC, 2004.

For the non-urban renewal scenario, a non-build factor of 50% was assumed for Swan Island,
Mocks Bottom, and West Bank North. Given the significantly contaminated properties in the
West Bank South sub-area, 2 much higher 80% non-build factor was assumed.

With these assumptions, these areas are expected to generate a total incremental Assessed Value
of $331.8 million over 20 years assuming that the urban renewal area is nor formed. This
compares to a total incremental Assessed Value of $720.7 million assuming the URA is formed.

Consequently the foregone revenues to tax-affected jurisdictions are relatively modest. Exhibit 4
indicates the foregone revenucs for these jurisdictions on a year by year basis. Table 7 below is

extracted from Exhibit 4; it indicates total estimated losses to permanent rate authorities over the
20 year life of the URA':

! This only includes permanent rates.

P

T AT




178904

Table 7: Impacts to Local Taxing Jurisdictions; Foregone Revenues

Tax Affected Districts Rate 20 yr NPV at 3% Averagelyr, Current $

Port of Portland Permanent 0.0701 156,245 7,102
City of Portland Permanent - 4.577 10,201,600 463,709
Metro Permanent 0.0966 215,310 9,787
Muitnomah County Permanent 4.3434 9,680,933 440,042
Multnomah County ESD Permanent 0.4576 1,019,837 46,361
PCC Permanent 0.2828 630,328 28,651
SD1 PPS Permanent 4.7743 10,641,359 483,698
Totals: 14.6018 32,545,713 1,479,351

Source: Tashman Johnson, LLC, 2004.

Because of the increased assessed value that is projected to occur within the proposed URA as a
result of urban renewal through FY 2025, even with minimal growth in assessed value after 2025
(4% annually), in present value terms the taxing districts are projected to recoup all foregone
revenues within 11 years from the cessation oi colicciion of urban renewal taxes (in FY
2027/28), or by FY 2038/39.

X1 RELOCATION REPORT

ORS 457.085 (3) (i) requires a relocation report as part of the Report to an Urban Rencewal Plan.
The following addresses the components of the relocation report.

A. Analysis of Existing Residents or Businesses Required to Relocate

No properties have been specifically identified for acquisition in the Plan. Therefore,
there are no existing residents or businesses which will be required to relocate. Any
residents or businesses which are required to relocate as a result of Commission-
sponsored projects will be eligible for relocation assistance in accordance with the
Commission’s Relocation Policy, adopted by Resolution S16% on September 16, 1998.

B. Methods to be used for the temporary or permanent relocation of persons

living in, and businesses situated in, the urban renewal area in accordance with
ORS 281.045 to 281.105

Again, the Commission has adopted a Relocation Policy which conforms -to the
requirements of ORS 35.500 to 35.530. The Portland Development Commission
Relocation Policy is incorporated herein by reference.

An enumeration, by cost range, of the existing housing units in the urban renewal
areas of the plan to be destroyed or altered and new units to be added.

There are no housing units within the area, and zoning regulations prohibit new housing
development. Therefore this provision does not apply.
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EXHIBIT 2: PROJECT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES

Fiscal Year Ending June 30

Revenues

Beginning Balance

Long Term Bond Proceeds
Short Term Bond Proceeds
Interest

Total

Expenditures

Bond Issuance Cosls

Materials & Services

Environmenta! Mitigation
Assessmenis (Level { and 2)
Remodiation

Financial Assistance
Industrial 0OS
Environmental Insurance
Quahty Jobs Program
Economic Opportunity Fund
Siltronic Assistance

Land Acquisition

Infrastructure

Transfer to DS Fund

Total

Ending Balance

Fiscal Year Ending June 30

Revenues

Beginning Balance

Long Term Bond Procoeds
Short Term Bond Proceeds
Interest

Total

Expenditures

Bond Issuance Costs

Malerials & Services

Environmental Mitigation
Assessments (Level { and 2)
Remediation

Financial Assistance
Industrial DOS
Environmental Insurance
Quality Jobs Program
Economic Opportunity Fund
Silironic

Land Acquisition

Infrastructure

Transter fo DS Fund

Total

Endl}lg Bulance

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

0 379743 2283053 622175 5523346 5327470 563,490 1,003,240 1,010,156 1077477
120909 45125123 3,077,992 0 4934833 0 5,871,584 0 5,858,454 0
[ [ 3028300 3256447 1984784 2420711 2739042 3,1039%0 2,058,273 273047

[} 3,797 228,305 62218 55203 53275 5635 10032 10,102 10,775
1209993 45508664 29,065,223 9540424 12406,197 7,802,955 SA79850 4,123,062 8,936,983 3818723
30,250 1,128,128 78464 1,628 124,363 1211 148,159 1555 147,490 1,365
500,000 200,000 515,000 530,450 546,364 562,754 579,637 597,006 614,907 633,385
0 0 1,000,000 150,000 500,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,000,000 250,000

0 0 500,000 0 2500000 0 2,500,000 [ 2,500,000 0

0 0 50,000 10,000 50,000 50,000 65,000 0 100,000 50,000
100,000 50,000 250,000 250,000 500,000 100,000 250,000 100,000 500,000 500,000
0 50,000 250,000 50,000 450,000 100,000 250,000 250,000 500,000 400,000

0 50,000 250,000 25,000 500,000 175.000 450,000 250,000 250,000 400,000

0 20000000 20000000 3000000 2000000 6,000,000 1,683,814 1,464,925 997,019 579,366

0 0 0 0 [ [ 1,000,000 [} 1,000,000 0
100,000 0 50,000 0 0 0 1,000,000 200,000 250,000 0
160,000 1200000 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0
830,250 22,616,128 22,943,464 4017008 7,470,127  7,208365 8176610 3,113,506 7,850,507 2,814,116
373,743 22,830,535 6,221,950 5523345 5,321,470 553,430 3003240 1,010,156 077 AT 1,004,607
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
1,004,607 1,005,136 U555 1,322,157 133348 1,307,706 1302490 1344529 1,339,293 1,389,640
6,759,8% 0 8,051,713 0 8588168 0 8,884,767 0 9,654,107 0
1,701,785 4,513,706 3152719 4281374 2908418 4352220 4559622 6211367 4,568,981 6,129,832
10,046 10,051 9,456 13222 13,333 13,077 13,325 13,445 13300 13896
9,476,332 5526893 12,159,443 50516752 12043267 5673002 14,790208 7560341 15,575,773 7,533,369
169,848 2251 202,869 2,441 216,158 2176 224,399 3,106 243,637 3,065
652,387 671,958 692,117 712,880 734,267 756,205 778,984 802,353 826,424 851217
750,000 250,000 1,000,000 525,000 1,500,000 200,000 250,000 250,000 0 0
2,000,000 0 2500000 1500000 4,750,000 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000
100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 250,000 100,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1]
500,000 400,000 500,000 150,000 500,000 300,000 1250000 1375000 450,000 625,000
1,500,000 500,000 1,600,000 200,000 750,000 300,000 1900000 1,000,000 900,000 550,000
1,500,000 600,000 1,500,000 250,000 850,000 400,000 1750000 1,000,000 750,000 825,000
198,961 1,809,122 1,242,301 843,383 485,136 132,041 1,642,202 1,049,589 675,464 318,307
1,100,000 0 1,500,000 0 750000 1,150.000 2,750,000 [} 5,450,000 [}
0 250,000 [ 0 750000 1,000,000 2,150,000 [ 4,140,608 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,000
BAT1,196 4563,037 10,837,287 4283404 1155562 4340512 13445675 6230048 14,186,133 6,172,568
7005136 945556 322157 190048 1307706 13923%0 1,344,520 1333293 I 1,360,781
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EXHIBIT 3: PROJECTED URBAN RENEWAL TAXIEES AND BONDED INDEBTEDNESS SCHEIDULE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30

Revenues

Beginning Balance

Tax Increment Revenues
Current Year (@ 95%)
Prior Year (@4%)

Interest

Transfer from Project Fund

Total

Expenditures

Debt Service

Long Term
Bond 1
Bond 2
Bond 3
Bond 4
Bond 5
Bond 6
Bond 7
Bond 8
Bond 9
Bond 10

Total Long Term Bonds
Long Term Bond Reserve
Short Term Bonds

Total Expenditures

Ending Balance

2005

0
0
0
0

0
0

0

0

0

2006

0
199,876
0

0

100,000
299,876

114,215

114,215
114,215

0
228,429

71,446

2007
185,661
5,726,741
8416
1,857

1,200,000
7,122,675

2,243,961

2,243,961
2,243,961

0

4,487,922

2,634,753

2008
4,878,714
7,692,948

241,126
48,787

0
12,861,575

4,373,707
290,541

4,664,248
4,664,248
3,028,390
12,356,886

504,689

2009
5,168,937
7,340,403

323,914
51,689

0
12,884,943

4,373,107
290,541

4,664,248
4,664,248
3,256,447
12,584,943

300,000

2010 2011
4,964,248  5.430,061
7,221,947 7,193,389

309,070 304,082
49,642 54,301
0 0

12,544,907 12,981,833

4,373,707 4,373,707
290,541 290,541
465,813 465,813

6,130,061 3,130,061

5,130,061 5,130,061

1,984,784 2,421,711

12,244,807 12,681,833

300,000 300,000

2012
5,430,061
8,620,495

302,880
54,301

0
14,407,736

4,373,707
290,541
465,813
554,236

5,684,297
5,684,207
2,730,142

14,107,736

300,000

2013
5,984,297
8,371,875

362,968
59,843

0
14,778,984

4.373,707
290,541
465,813
654,236

5,684,297
5,684,297
3,110,380
14,478,984

300,000

2014
5,984,297

8,436,220
352,500
59,843

0
14,832,860

4,373,707
290,541
465,813
554,236
552,997

6,237,294
6,237,294
2,058,273

14,532,860

300,000-

2015
6,537,294
8,547,183

355,209
65,373

0
15,505,059

4,373,707
290,541
465,813
554,236
562,997

6,237,294
6,237,294
2,730,471
15,205,059

300,000
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EXHIBIT 3: PROJECTED URBAN RENEWAL TAXES AND BONDED INDEBTEDNESS SCHEDULE

e o PTRETRY SIPTE

Fiscal Year Ending June 30 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
Revenues
Beginning Balance 6,537,294 7,175,380 7,175,380 7.935.405 7,035,405 13,119,774 8,746,067 9,875,267 9,584,726 10,496,005
Tax Increment Revenues
Current Year {@ 95%) 8,789,997 10,947,227 11,015,458 14373615 1 721,419 12,101 948 14,376,531 14,501,471 14,969,830 15,476,354
Prior Year (@4%) 359,881 370,105 460,936 463,809 478,889 493,521 509556 605,328 610,588 309
Interest 65,373 71,754 71,154 79,354 79,354 131,198 87.461 98,753 95,847 104,960
Transfer from Project Fund 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total ’ 15,752,545 18,564,466 18,723,528 19,852,183 20,214,767 25 845,441 23,719,615 25,080,818 25,260,991 26,707,628
Expenditures
Debt Service
Long Term )
Bond 1 4,373,707 4,373,107 4,373,707 4,373,707 4,373,107 4,373,707 4,373,107 4373,107 4,373,707 4,373,707
Bond 2 290,541 290,541 290,541 290,541 290,541 240,541 290,541 290,541 290,541 290,541
Bond 3 465,813 465,813 465,813 465,813 465,813 455,813 465,813 465813 465,813 465,813
Bond 4 554236 554236 554236 554236 554,236 554,236 554,236 554,236 554,236 554,236
Bond § 552997 552997 552,997 552,997 552,997 552,997 552997 552,997 552,997 552,997
Bond 6 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086 638,086
Bond 7 760,025 760,025 760,025 760,025 760025 760,025 760,025 760,025
Bond 8 810,662 £10,662 glogs2 810662 gi0662 81 0,662
Bond 9 838650 838,659 838,659 838,659
Bond 10 911,279 911,279
Total Long Term Bonds 6,875,380 6,876,380 7,635,406 7,635,405 8,446,067 8,446,067 9,284,726 9,284,726 10,196,005 10,196,005
Long Term Bond Reserve 6,875,380 6,875,380 7,635,405 7635405 12,819,774 8,446,067 9,575,267 9,284,726 10,196,005 5,822,298
Short Term Bonds 1,701,785 4,513,706 3,152,719 4281374 - 351,074 8 654,307 4,569,622 6,211,367 4,568,981 10,389,325
Total Expenditures 15,452,545 18,264,466 18,423,528 19,552,183 19,914,767 25,546,441 23,419,615 24,780,818 24,960,991 26,407,628
300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000

Ending Bafance
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EXHIBIT 4: TAX AFFECTED DISTRICTS FOREGONE REVENUES

[Fiscal Year Encing June 30 1 [ 2006 2007] 2008 2009) 2010 2011 2012) 2013} 2014] 2015 2016} 2017
Incremental AV wiout UR 510,436 973459 1058145 3169481 16506253 31,020884 47062007 63516048 81808710 99841768 119925703 140,648,373
i Taxing Distict
; i Poitof Portand Paznarant -3 £8 7 224 1,184 2475 3299 4452 5735 6999 8407 9,859
Cityet Postam Perraret 23% -4,458 4,843 14544 76,007 142024 215403 2907113 374429 456.976 548,900 643,748
Wato Poratest 43 94 102 308 1602 2997 4546 6,136 7.903 9,645 11585 13,587
thitrmah Conrty Pemanert 227 -4.228 4596 13897 72128 134775 204,409 275876 355319 433,653 520,885 610,892
HUee €5 Perranent 23 445 484 1464 759 14,199 2153 29,065 37,435 45,688 54878 64,361
#CC Permaret 144 275 299 905 4696 8775 13,309 17,962 23,135 28235 23915 39,775
S0t FPS Parmanary 2437 4548 5052 15275 79283 14846 224688 300245 390570 476675 572561 671,498
{Fiscal Year Ending June 30 2018] 2019] 202'_0] 2021] 2022 2023} 2024]  2025]  o2026] 2027]  202g]
Incremental AV wiout UR 162028335 184084683 206837031 230305533 254510898 279474405 305217916 331763834 354430,139 377776372 401822891
Taxing District
Portt Petland Parmarert 11,358 12904 14,499 16,144 17841 19,591 2139 23257 24846 26482 28,168
Catyet Forlang Permanant 741,604 842,556 946693 1054108 1164835 1279154 1396982 1518483 1622227 1729062 1839144
VetoPemarest 15,652 12,783 19,980 2248 24586 26597 29,484 32048 34238 36,493 38816
Multsomah County Parmanert 703,754 799553 898376 1000309 1105443  1,213869 1025683 1440983 1530432 1640834 1745278
10 €50 Pemavers 78,144 84237 4,649 105,388 116,464 127887 139,668 151815 162,187 172870 183874
PCC Pamavent 45822 52,059 58494 65430 71976 79035 85,316 93823 100,233 108,835 113836
501 PPS Pe 773572 878875 987502 1099548 1215111 1,334295 1457202 1583840 1,692,156 1803618 1918424
Avenager,
Tax Affected Districts Cument $
Pot ol Porzand Permarant 258,772 156,245 7102
City ol Portard Peuravant 16695825 10.201,600 463,703
Mato Permanars 356595 215310 9,787
WinoTah Courdty Permanent 16,033,499 9,680.833 440,042
Mulkco ESD Peimanent 1,589,213 1013937 46,364
PLC Pemarant 1043946 630,323 28,651
SOt PPS Permarert 17,624,150 10.641,35% 483,699
Totals 52,902,000 W5 147935
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