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liThe most eouitabJe methodof arriving at the benefits ll",-,;,;!,:~,:,~,i,
accruine to -lands 7i'i .•..!-:.in the District r~ceitring the ~ ",
protection of the levee and other 1I'e':!:ka is by a division If;2£
~~~, Z~~::i~:~:i~e u~~~a~~:a~;~~~t~~~e~~n!a~~e o:~;re ;~,~"1,.
arid after the proposed improvement is made. Where the :
elevations of any tract are modified ~~~ing the improve-
~e~tJ the final elevations shall determine the zone and
benefitst These zones are determined, des2gnated and
described as follO\vs:\

.t
"Zone 1. I,c;.ndsbelow Elevation 5 Mean Sea.Level. It is <.{

the belief of your Commisa:i,ontorsthat seepage and economical 1
operation of the pumpf.ng pla:nt w:l.ll make :it impractical at
the outset to give adequate drainage for lands lying under
and below elevation 5 feet abovs mean sea level. r.nile the
water level may actually be held belovl this point, the
marE in during the growing season is not likel;r in the beg izurlng'
',0 be sufficient for proper root deve'Lepment and the success-
ful eroVl7,hof crops. Therefore the lands, in Zone 1will not
be changed a t this time in cond,:itictJ,,?.iid :\r?;:J.ueby the constr'<lc-
tion of tne project."
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IN THE CIRCUIT COi..iRTOF 'i.VJl:S'fA'\'E OF OREGON

FOR THECOUNTY OF MUtTNOMAH

1·1

f the Organization )
)'V )
)

SAUVIE ISr.UID DRAINAGE DISTHICT )

5

6

7

8 Comenow Kermeth L. Cooper, Frank G" Patters'On and Po-rter W. Yett,

II as pet.it.ioMrs and respect.fully show:

10 1. They are the duly elected, qualified and acting Superviaors of

11 the above mamedd~dinage district.

2.12 The report of the Commissioners 'VIasfiled herein on April 3,

13 and after due hearing was oonfirrued on June 4, 1942 by this Court.

3. B-J the Decree of 6onfinnation this Court expressly reserved and

retaaned for fiv'" (5) years from the dat"l then;loZ jurisdiction over the

16 Commissioners ana over the subject matter of their Report and kept them for
such period or five (5) years subject to its i'urther orders herein to per£o::rm17

18/
. 1,

HI ;

supplemental administrative duties as commissioners •

4. Among the findngs made by the Commissioners in their or:i.ginal

20 report were the following:
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Pursuant to these findings the collJJ1l.issi.onersassessed no beLlElf1.ts to

gate area of lands in Zone 1 aMountin2 to 270&~?Q?Gres.

District amounts to 12,053.91 acres. 'ilia COJ'llriEissionersass~ss~d be:ti~,£lts

aggregate area of lands in zones 2.• 3, and 4 amounting t() S54~~32ae~Gs,.

reoomm.endationas follows':

!tTh" ,;>re.sent. 'Plan for RS:Otla.m~tion} ;i;s one part"ic$-:rl~
tar ""he purpose of fiood/',C()ntrol art4,. the ·.excluaioii,.ai1d"
removal. 'of' noed waterif., and containa- DO'pi'evi.s1.ott for
intel'±or drainage exeep:t, ·the l~vee, bOrrow pits and'tpe
Gilbert River and other. mt.ur1U. andg'eias'tirlg wat~~Ys.
We are of the opinion t~:t the pref(ent Plan win resUlt ,
in very great benefi.t!! btl'b tMt it should not bE!'cotiSidered
as a total and final impr.ov~ment of the district in order
to fully recla.im all areas subject to reclamation. The
prese!1t plan should be euppl.emerrbed by a system of interior
canals, ditches and drains serving all feasible areas within
the District boundaries and draining off all surface waters
into the Gilbert River and the landside borrow pit 'Vthich
extends to the pumping plant. n

ina

6. Such proceedings were had in the above entitled matter as result'edl.,

decree of ',illis Court (dated September 8, 1943) granting permission to iher·~:~."i1
i
I.:.;.
~~.

Board of SUIRrvisors of Sauvie Island Drainage District to amend and to ch,ange'

the Plan for Reclama tion of said District, by adding thereto a paragraph readirlg

as follows:

"Third; Construotion and maintenance of a system of
interior drainage to consist of ca.nal.s, ditche.s 'and
drains serving all feasible areas Within the district
boundaries; adequate drainage thereby of all surplus
water into the Gilbert River and the landside bor~
pit which extends to the pmnping plant; and improving
and maintaining Gilbert River and the Landsd.de borrow
pit to serve most efficiently as a main arterial canal
for such system.n

of Supervisors of Sauvie Island Drainage District at which all the membezs

Thereaftar at. a meeting duly called and held on September S, 1943 of the Board'

Board were present, the follow~g resolution wae adopted by unanimous vote of

the members of the :8<>ard:

"RESOLVED that ~.he 'Plan for Reclamation' of Sauvie
TsLand Draf.nage Dj.strict be and the same j.B amended
and changed bereby by adding thereto a paragraph
reading as follows:
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6 7. 'l'here;:t.i'terthe Boardof Supervisors oj; Sauvie Ipland Dra.:inage::"

District undertook the construction. of a series' 'offinttegrawd pr.Oj;~ctS:.f()itl:~~!1:

:::::::::~:::.::g=::·,::·au:::~.:t!:~~
age to a considerable area in the aggregate of lands "±n':Zone:,]' and -lib jiiJi;t';ti~i¥:;~

7

8

!}

10

11 successful growth of crops thereon. The tracts of land so re-cmfJiledare iden:bi-

12 fied in a schedule attached hereto and marked~bit A. Such t-raets are receiV"i

L'1g and will continue to receive maximumbenef'its from the District I s wons of ,'.,13 I.

141 reClamation and the original assessments of no benefits thereto are nowinequit-

15 able and unjust by reason of the changedcirCUlDlltancesaforesaid. The reassees-

16 mcrrt at this time by the commissionersof the benefits to such tracts would be

17 just and reasonable and in the public interest to the end that they mayqe sub-

18 jected to asaessrucrrt J:>ythe District along with the lands in Zones2, 3, and 4,.

19 The completion of said system of interior d:ca.inageboth already and yet to be

20 projected will reclaim the greater part of the area of' lands in Zone1bu.-".

21 thereafter parts of said area nll remain permanently incapable of reclamation;,

22 by the District. Therefore the reassessment of benefits to those parts "ot' tbe

23 area of land in Zone1 that have been reclaimed as aforesaid will require it. Sll'b,..'.

division of Zone1 into two zones, that may be namedfor convenienceZorui"l-A

25

126

and Zonel'-B. Adopting such a classification the Commissionerson r><>--<lssessment

can list :in Zone I-A lands not yet reclaimed (including those pennanently in••

capab'Iaof reclamation) and :in Zonel-B Landswhich they find to have been27

28 reclaimed already. The t!'acts already reclaimed are listed in Exhibit A~-¢cotd-o .•..

29 -Lng to the suggeet-edclassification. The adoption of the suggested clas;si;fi~

30 tion wouldnot affect the rate or amountof benefits aJ;.readyassessed to lands.

31

1

in Zones02, 3, and 4, hilt it wouLd justify the reassessment of· benefits too':'~n~S'jJ~t
i ..~



"e I

11

i.n Zone l-B at a. rate and amount per acre higher than the rate and amount per
I21 acre nowapplying to lands in Zone 2. For example', . if the COlD!IIissionera sf-::ou].d

3 reassess benefits to lands in Zone I-B to the ext~tft,.o£k~'l2~~OOper ~~It~n .:

such lands would be considered as l'E!(::eiving the rea,rter: 1l'.Ei,zirJ;Dtum be~n t.s. 'rice ~: ;.~
, -, h". ~_.."

District's works of reclamation (and not the lands j:n Z'tiJ~zas sta~e;"qn ~gEt:·:··~~~.;f
7 of the Commissi(:mers' origiml report) and the percent~es stcilte&dri:'pg;ge8~gf.~

4

5

6

7 the reof woukd bacoae E=EEH:a~t::iS~~':..
arid the Stnnmary (fif Zone AgsesBm~ts "Quid be su:~ject t<>:•.apP:ri;ipriafi~ fe~sio.n.•9
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10 The suggestions heretio:f'€>re made herein 'ma:!be,i:lluBti$ted;,as;;~ follCi'i'a

):3

in respect of the reassessment sought i.l'l relation to Cl';partictiI:er tra.c:;'. The

Commissioners included in their original report on page; 15 t!le reof in respect

13 ot ITact No. 12 as there described the following fin~gs:

14 i "20.93 acres in Zone1 at $ OO~OO
7.18 acres in Zone 2 at $100.00

~ acres in Zone J at $ 70.00
4.3.54 acres at average benefit of $4]..29p'Lns

per. acre

$ 00.00
718.00

1,080..10

$1,798.10.11

15

16

17 1£ the Commissioners find the i'acts to be as statedhereinbet:ore, said findings

shoul': be supezaeded by the following:

2,616,.25
?l8.00

1.080 .•10

20.93 acres in Zone 1-B at $125.00
7.1S acre~ L~ Zo~e 2 at $100.00
15.Q acres in Zone.3 at $ 79.00

43.54 acres at average benefit of $101 • .38plus
per acre

zo

respect of Tract No. 77 as there described the following finding:

21

221
I

8, The Commissioners on the basis of faulty data and information the

before them included in their original report on pages 45 and 46 thereof in23

24

251
126

".62 acres in Zone4 at $35.00 $ 21.70."

The petitioners are Lnt'ormed, believe and aver that said land (.62 acres) lies

above elevation 29 mean cea level. If such be found by the Comnissioners to be·127

Petition - 4.

28 the fact, said finding should be superseded by the f<>l107vi.ng-;

2') I .62 acres in Zone 5 at $00.00 $ 00.00~

30 9. The Comm:i.ssi.oners on the basis of fauJ,ty data ana' information th~f

31 before them included 4n thei.r orig:inaJ. report on ~g9 12 thereof in respec'i; of:


