BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO
CODE CHAPTER 3.02, AMENDING THE
REGIONAL WASTE TREATMENT MANAGE-
MENT PLAN AND SUBMITTING IT FOR
RECERTIFICATION

ORDINANCE NO. 88-275

Introduced by
Executive Officer Cusma

e P st N

WHEREAS, Metropolitan Service District Code Section 3.02.008(a)
and (b) set forth criteria for the continuing planning process to
implement the Regional Wastewater Management Plan (Regional Plan)
and for amending support documents and maps; and

WHEREAS, The'Water Resources Policy Alternatives Committee met
on July 20, 1988, and recommends Council adoption of amendments; and

WHEREAS, Amendments needed to update the Regional Plan are
based on new information from each of the 24 cities, three counties
and Unified Sewerage Agency in Washington County showing updated
local plans, maps and service agreements, and conformance of local
plans with the Regional Plan; and

WHEREAS, If the Regional Plan is amended by the Council of the
Metropolitan Service District, the Regional Plan will be submitted
to the Oregon Environmental Quality Commission and Department of
Environmental Quality and, in turn, to the U. S. Environmental
Protection Agency for recertification; and

THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SEﬁVICE DISTRICT HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1., The Title of Chapter 3.02 of the Code of the
Metropolitan Service District and Sections 3.02.001 and 3.02.002 are

amended to read as follows:



METRO CODE
CHAPTER 3.02

WASTE[ TREATMENT]WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

SECTIONS:

3.02.001 Authority and Purpose

3.02.002 Adoption

3.02.003 Conformity to the Regional Plan
3.02.004 Review of Violations of the Regional Plan
3.02.005 Regional Plan Amendments
3.02.006 Study Areas

3.02.007 Project Prioritization

3.02.008 Continuing Planning Process
3.02.009 Application of Ordinance
3.02.010 Severability

3.02.001 Authority and Purpose:

(a) This chapter is adopted pursuant to ORS 268.390(1) (b) and
ORS 268.390(2) for the purpose of adopting and implementing the
Regional Waste|[ Treatment]water Management Plan, hereinafter
referred to as the "Regional Plan." The Regional Plan shall include
the Regional Waste[ Treatment]water Management Plan Text, Sewerage
Transmission and Treatment Service Areas Map and Collection System
Service Areas Map. (Amended by Ordinance No. 84-184)

(b) These rules shall become effective forty-five (45) days
after the date of adoption. As a result of Metro's continuing "208"
Water Quality Program, the Council hereby designates water quality
and waste treatment management as an activity having significant
impact upon the orderly and responsible development of the region.
(Adopted by CRAG Rule; amended by Ordinance No. 80-102, Sec. 1;
amended by Ordinance No. 84-184, Sec. 1)

3.02.002 Adoption: The Regional Waste[ Treatment]water Management
Plan, [dated August 1986] as amended, copies of which are on file at
Metro offices, is adopted and shall be implemented as required by
this chapter. (Adopted by CRAG Rule; amended by Ordinance No.
80-102, Sec. 2; Ordinance No. 86-206)

Section 2. The Regional Wastewater Management Plan Text and
Maps (Collection System Service Areas Map, adopted October 22, 1987,
and Transmission and Treatment Service Areas Map, adopted October 22,

1987), referred to in Metro Code Section 3.02.002, are amended to



read as shown in attached Exhibit A, which is hereby incorporated by
reference and made a part of this Ordinance.

Section 3. The Council of the Metropolitan Service District
hereby authorizes the Executive Officer to submit the Regional Plan,
as amended, to the Oregon Environmental Quality Commission and
Department of Environmental Quality and, in turn, to the U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency for recertification.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this 22nd gday of December , 1988.

Nde

Mike Ragsdalle, Presiding Officer

g hmie Wloer—

Clerk of the Council

MH/sm
6000C/471

11/15/88 I certify this ordinance was

not vetoed by the Executive
Officer.

Lver) lidte - LosisBt

Deputy Clerk of the Council




STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 88-275 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO CODE CHAPTER 3.02,
AMENDING THE REGIONAL WASTE TREATMENT MANAGEMENT
PLAN AND SUBMITTING IT FOR RECERTIFICATION

Date: November 22, 1988 Presented by: Mel Huie

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Regional Wastewater Management Plan is required under the
Clean Water Act of 1977 (P.L. 95-217), and was first adopted by the
Metro Council in 1980. The plan was last amended in October of 1987.

An ongoing requirement of the Act is that the Plan be maintained
as an accurate statement of the region's water quality management
problems and the short- and long-term solutions to those problems.
The Plan also delineates the region's water quality management
service areas for col;ection, transmission and treatment. Local
plans must be coordinated and comply with the regional plan prior to
the allocation of federal funds for sewers, transmission lines and
sewage treatment plants.

To assist in the maintenance of the plan, the Council maintains
an advisory body on water quality management issues called the Water
Resources Policy Alternatives Committee (WRPAC). The WRPAC is com-
posed of individuals representing the region's cities, the three
counties, sanitary districts, as well as soil and water conservation
districts.

On July 20, 1988, WRPAC held its annual meeting to review the
Regional Waste Treatment Plan (attached as Exhibit A). The follow-
ing amendments were approved by WRPAC. The amendments are map
changes which reflect updated collection and transmission/treatment
service areas, local plans and service agreements or text changes.
Updated maps will be available at the Council meetings.

Amendments to the Regional Wastewater Management Plan

1. Metro

Retitle Regional Waste Treatment Management Plan to "Regional
Wastewater Management Plan." This is a more accurate descrip-
tion.



Metro

Annually update all city and sanitary service district boundary
maps, and collection service areas and transmission and treat-
ment areas maps in one encompassing amendment, rather than by
each annexation. The date in time for updating. is: as of

July 1, 1988, as recorded with the appropriate county
assessor's office. These maps will be used to update the
Regional Wastewater Management Plan's Collection System Service
Areas map and Sewerage Transmission and Treatment Service Areas
map. (1" to 4,000' scale maps and local area maps highlighting
changes are available for inspection at the Metro office.) For
future annual updates of the Plan's maps, July 1 will be used
as the date in time.

Portland

Technical map changes updating collection and treatment areas
under the City of Portland's responsibility.

- Hayden Island is now under City of Portland responsibility.

- A small area along the Clackamas County line, and east of
92nd Avenue should be shown as City of Portland's
responsibility.

- An area east of 18lst which is shown as City of Portland
should be shown as Gresham's responsibility.

Clackamas County

Text -- page II-18, for Clackamas County, omit the "C" under
the operating column and leave blank.

Milwaukie/Clackamas County

Establish a collection system study area for the geographic
area east of Milwaukie which is currently unsewered. The city
of Milwaukie and Clackamas County Service District No. 1 will
work with Metro and other governmental agencies and commissions
to develop a plan to service the area.

The city of Milwaukie has received approval from the Portland
Metropolitan Area Local Government Boundary Commission for
extra—-territorial extensions to serve the areas designated on
the Milwaukie/Clackamas County map. The map will be available
at the Council meetings. The city is in the process of forming
local improvement districts to serve portions of the area.

Clackamas County has recently released its sewer plan for this
unsewered area. During a six-month pulic review process, the
County will work with residents, property owners, the cities of
Milwaukie and Portland, Metro and other appropriate state and
local agencies in making.a final recommendation for the
servicing of the study area.

-2 -



Changes to Article III. Definitions in the Plan Text

Changes are proposed to make the definitions consistent with
EPA and DEQ definitions. Terms used in this text employ the
definitions defined herein:

(A) Collector Sewers. The common lateral sewers, within a
publicly owned treatment system, which are primarily installed
to receive wastewater directly from facilities which convey
wastewater from individual systems, or from private property.

(B) Combined Sewers. Sewers which are designed as sanitary
sewers and storm sewers.

(C) Effluent. The liquid that comes out of a treatment works
after completion of the treatment process.

(D) Facilities Plan. Necessary plans and studies which
directly relate to the construction of treatment works. Said
plans shall be equivalent to those prepared in accordance with
Title IT of the federal Clean Water Act.

(E) Interceptor. A sewer which is designed for one or more of
the following purposes:

(1) To intercept wastewater from a final point in a
collector sewer and convey such wastes directly to a
treatment facility or another interceptor.

(ii) To replace an existing wastewater treatment facility
and transport the wastes to an adjoining collector sewer
or interceptor sewer for conveyance to a treatment plant.

(iii) To transport wastewater from one or more municipal
collector sewers to another municipality or to a regional
plant for treatment.

(iv) To intercept an existing major discharge of raw or
inadequately treated wastewater for transport directly to
another interceptor or to a treatment plant.

(F) Land Application. The application of sewer sludge or
effluent onto or into the ground.

(G) Pollution. Such contamination or other alteration of the
physical, chemical or biological properties of any waters of the
state, including change in temperature, taste, color, turbidity,
silt or odor of the waters, or such radioactive, toxic, or other
substance into any waters of the state which either by itself

or in connection with any other substance present, will or can
reasonably be expected to create a public nuisance or render
such waters harmful, detrimental or injurious to public health,
safety or welfare, or to domestic, commercial, industrial,



agricultural, recreational or other legitimate beneficial uses
or to livestock, wildlife, fish or other aquatic life or the
habitat thereof.

(H) Storm Sewers. Sewers designed to carry only storm waters,
surface run-off, street wash waters and drainage.

(I) Sewage. Water carried human or animal or industrial
wastes; from residences, industrial and commercial establish-
ments or other places; together with such groundwater infiltra-
tion and surface water as may be present.

(J) Sanitary Sewers. A system of pipes that collects and
delivers sewage to treatment works or receiving streams.

(K) Sewage Sludge. The accumulated, suspended and settleable
solids of sewage or wastewater, respectively, deposited in
tanks or basins mixed with water to form a semi-liquid mass.

(L) Step 3 Construction Grant. Money for construction or
rehabilitation of all or a portion of treatment works.

(M) Wastewater. The flow of used water. See definition of
sewage.

(N) Treatment Works. Any devices and systems for the storage,
treatment, recycling and reclamation of municipal sewage,
domestic sewage, or liquid industrial wastes used to implement
Title II of the federal Clean Water Act, or necessary to recycle
or reuse water at the most economical cost over the design life
of the works. These include intercepting sewers, outfall
sewers, sewage collection systems, individual systems, pumping,
power, and other equipment and their appurtenances; extensions,
improvement, remodeling, additions, and alterations thereof;
elements essential to provide a reliable recycled supply such
as standby treatment units and clear well facilities; and any
works, including acquisition of the land that will be an
integral part of the treatment process or is used for ultimate
disposal of residues resulting from such treatment (including
land for composting sludge, temporary storage of such compost
and land used for the storage of treated wastewater in land
treatment systems before land application), storing, treating,
separating, or disposing of municipal waste or industrial
waste, including waste in combined storm water and sanitary
sewer systems.

WRPAC recommends to the Metro Council that the package of
amendments be approved, and that the amended Regional Plan be
forwarded to the Oregon Environmental Quality Commission and
Department of Environmental Quality and, in turn, the Federal
Environmental Protection Agency for recertification.



EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends the Council adopt Ordinance
No. 88-275.

MH/ sm
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STAFF REPORT -7 Agenda Item No.

.Meeting Date

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 88-275 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO CODE CHAPTER 3.02,
AMENDING THE REGIONAL WASTE TREATMENT MANAGEMENT-
PLAN AND SUBMITTING IT FOR RECERTIFICATION

Date: ‘November 22, 1988 Presented by: Mel Huie

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Regional Wastewater Management Plan is req01red under the
Clean Water Act of 1977 (P.L. 95-217), and was first adopted by the
Metro Council in 1980. The plan was last amended in October of 1987.

An ongoing requlrement of the Act is that the Plan be malntalnedv.

as an accurate statement of the region's water quality management
problems and the short- and 1ong—term solutions to those problems.
The Plan also delineates the region's water quality management
service areas for collection, transmission and treatment. Local
plans must be coordinated and comply with the regional plan prior to
the allocation of federal funds for sewers, transmission lines and
sewage treatment plants. ‘

To assist in the maintenance of the plan, the Council maintains.
an advisory body on water quality management issues called the Water
Resources Policy Alternatives Committee (WRPAC) The WRPAC is com-
posed of individuals representing the region's cities, the three
counties, sanitary districts, as well as soil and water conservation
districts.

~ "On July 20, 1988, WRPAC held its annual meeting to review the
Reglonal Waste Treatment Plan (attached as Exhibit A). The follow-
ing amendments were approved by WRPAC. The amendments are map
changes wh1ch reflect updated collection and transmission/treatment ~
service areas, local plans and service agreements or text changes.
‘Updated maps will be available at the Council meetlngs.

. Amendments to the Regional Wastewater Management Plan
1. ~ Metro
Retitle Regional Waste Treatment Management Plan to "Regional

. Wastewater Management Plan." This is a more accurate descrip- -
~ tion. - ' ' '



Metro

Annually update all city and sanitary service district boundary
maps, and collection service areas and transmission and treat-
ment areas maps in one encompassing amendment, rather than by
each annexation. The date in time for updating is: as of

July 1, 1988, as recorded with the appropriate county
assessor's office. These maps will be used to update the
Regional Wastewater Management Plan's Collection System Service
Areas map and Sewerage Transmission and Treatment Service Areas
map. (1" to 4,000' scale maps and local area maps highlighting
changes are available for inspection at the Metro office.) For .
future annual updates of the Plan's maps, July 1 will be used
as the date in time. ' : '

Portland

Technical map changes updating collection and treatment areas
under the City of Portland's responsibility.

- Hayden Island is now under.City.of Portiand responsibility.

- A small area along the Clackamas County line, and east of
92nd Avenue should be shown as City of Portland's
responsibility.

- ‘An area east of 18lst which is shown as City of Portland

should be shown as Gresham's responsibility.

Clackamas County

Text -- page II-18, for Clackamas County, omit the "C" under
the operating column and leave blank. ‘

‘Milwaukie/Clackamas County

Establish a collection system study area for;the;geographic'
area east of Milwaukie which is currently unsewered. The city

-of Milwaukie and Clackamas County Service District No. 1 will

work with Metro and other governmental'agencies and commissions

“to develop a plan to service the area. o

The city of Milwaukie has received approval from the Portland
Metropolitan Area Local Government Boundary Commission for
extra-territorial extensions to serve the areas designated on

. the Milwaukie/Clackamas County map. The map will be available

at the Council meetings. The city is in the process of forming
local improvement districts to serve portions of the area.

Clackamas County has recently released its sewer plan for this
unsewered area. During a six-month pulic review process, the
County will work with residents, property owners, the cities of
Milwaukie and Portland, Metro and other appropriate state and .
1nc2' agencies in making a final recommendation for the
servicing of the study area.
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Changes to Article III. Definitions in the Plan Text

Changes are proposed to make the definitions consistent with
EPA and DEQ definitions. Terms used in- thlS .text employ the
deflnltlons defined herein: :

(A) Collector Sewers. The common lateral sewers, w1th1n a
publlcly owned treatment system, which are primarily installed
to receive wastewater directly from facilities which convey
wastewater from individual systems, or from private property.

(B) - Combined Sewers. Sewers. wh1ch are de51gned as san1tary
sewers and storm sewers.

(C) Effluent. The liquid that comes out of a treatment works
after- completlon of the treatment process. )

(D) Facilities Plan. Necessary plans and studles ‘which v
directly relate to the construction of treatment works. Said
plans shall be equivalent to those prepared in accordance with
Title II of the federal Clean Water Act.

(E) Interceptor. A sewer wh1ch is designed for one or more of
the following purposes. : L

(i) -To intercept wastewater from a final p01nt in a
" collector sewer and convey such wastes directly to a
treatment fac111ty or another 1nterceptor.

(ii) To replace an- exlstlng wastewater treatment facility
and transport the wastes to an a6301n1ng collector sewer
" or interceptor sewer for conveyance to a treatment plant.

(iii) To transport wastewater from one or more municipal
collector sewers to another. mun1c1pa11ty or to a regional
prant for treatment. :

(iv) To 1ntercept an existing.major discharge of raw or
" inadequately treated wastewater for transport directly to
another interceptor or to a treatment plant.

(F) Land Application. The application of sewer sludge or
effluent onto or into the ground. .

(G) Pollution. Such contamination or other alteration of the
physical, chemical or blologlcal properties of any waters of the
state, including change in temperature, taste, color, turbld1ty,
silt or .odor of the waters, or such radioactive, toxic, or other
substance into any waters of the state which either by itself.

or in connection with any other substance present, will or can
reasonably be expected to create a public nuisance or render
such waters harmful, detrimental or injurious to public health,
safety or welfare, or to domestic, commercial, industrial,



"~ agricultural, recreational or other legitimate beneficial uses
or to livestock, wildlife, fish or other aquatic life or the
habitat thereof. -

(H) Storm Sewers. Sewers designed to carry only storm waters,
surface run-off, street wash waters and drainage.

(I) Sewage. Water carried human or animal or industrial’
wastes; from residences, industrial and commercial establish-
ments or other places; together with such groundwater infiltra-
tion and surface water as may be present. :

(J) Sanitary Sewers.' A system of pipes that collects and
delivers sewage to treatment works or receiving streams.

(K) ~Sewage Sludge. The'accumulated, suspended and settleable
solids of sewage or wastewater, respectively, deposited in
tanks or basins mixed with water to form a semi-liquid mass.

,(L)"Step‘3wCons£ruction Grant. Money for construction or
rehabilitation of all or a portion of treatment works.

(M) Wastewater. The flow of used water. See definition of
sewage. :

(N) Treatment Works. Any devices and systems for the storage,
treatment, recycling and reclamation of municipal sewage,’
domestic sewage, or liquid industrial wastes used to implement
Title II of the federal Clean Water Act, or necessary to recycle
or reuse water at the most economical cost over the design life
of the works. These include intercepting sewers, outfall
sewers, sewage collection systems, individual systems, pumping,
power, and other equipment and their appurtenances; extensions,
improvement, remodeling, additions, and alterations thereof;
elements essential to provide a reliable recycled supply such
as standby treatment units and clear well facilities; and any
works, including acquisition of the land that will be an
integral part of the treatment process or is used for ultimate
disposal of residues resulting from such treatment (including
land for composting sludge, temporary storage of such compost
and land used for the storage of treated wastewater in land
treatment systems before land application), storing, treating,
separating, or dlSpOSlng of municipal waste or industrial
waste, including waste in combined storm water and sanitary
sewer systems. :

_ " WRPAC recommends to the Metro Council that the package of
amendments be approved, and that the amended Regional Plan be
' forwarded to the Oregon Environmental Quality Commission and
Department of Environmental Quality and, in turn, the Federal
Environmental Protection Agency for recertification.



EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

-~ " The Executive Officer recommends the Council adopt Ordinance
- No. 88-275. . : -

MH/ sm
6000C/471-6
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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO
CODE CHAPTER 3.02, AMENDING THE
REGIONAL WASTE TREATMENT MANAGE-
MENT PLAN AND SUBMITTING IT FOR
RECERTIFICATION

' ORDINANCE NO. ‘88—275‘

Nl et st P N

WHEREAS Metropolltan Serv1ce District Code Section 3. 02 008(a)
and (b) set forth criteria for the contlnulng plannlng process to -
1mplement,the Regional Wastewater Management Plan (Regional Plan)

. and for amending support documents and maps; and |

WHEREAS, The Water Resources Policy Alternatives Commi ttee met :
on July 20, 1988, and recommends Council adoption of amendments; and

WHEREAS, Amendments needed to update the Reglonal Plan are
.based on new’ 1nformatlon from each of the 24, 01t1es, three countles

nd Un1f1ed Sewerage Agency 1n Washington County show1ng updated
local plans, maps and service agreements, and conformance of local
plans with the Reglonal_Plan; and _ '7

WHEREAS, If the Regional Plan is amended by the Council of the
Metropolltan Service Dlstrlct‘ the Regional Plan will be submitted
to the Oregon Env1ronmental Quallty Commission and Department of
Enyironmental Qualityvand,rin turn, to the U. S. Environmental
Protection Agencg for recertification; and _

THE CQUNCIE OF THE METEOPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT ﬁEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. The Title of Chapter 3.02 of the Code of the
Metropolltan Service District and Sections 3 02.001 and 3.02.002 are

amended to read as follows-



METRO CODE
CHAPTER 3.02

WASTE[ TREATMENT]WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

SECTIONS:

- 3.02.001 Authority and Purpose
- -3.02.002 : Adoption
3.02.003 - Conformity to the Regional Plan
- 3.02.004 Review of Violations of the Regional Plan
3.02.005 Regional Plan Amendments
3.02.006 Study Areas :
3.02.007 Project Prioritization
3.02.008 Continuing Planning Process
~.3.02.009 Application of Ordlnance
3.02.010 Severability.

3.02.001 Authqrity and Purpose:

(a) This chapter is adopted pursuant to 268.390(1) (b) and
268.390(2) for the purpose of adopting and implementing the Regional
.Waste]| Treatment]water Management Plan, hereinafter referred to as
the "Regional Plan."” The Regional Plan shall include the Regional
Waste[ Treatment]water Management Plan Text, Sewerage Transmission

and Treatment Service Areas Map and. Collection System Service Areas
Map.~ (Amended by Ordinance No. 84-184)

(b) These rules shall become effective forty-five (45) days
after the date of adoption. As a result of Metro's continuing "208"
Water Quality Program, the Council hereby designates water quality
and waste treatment management as an activity having 51gn1f1cant
impact upon the orderly and responsible development of the region.
(Adopted by CRAG Rule; amended by Ordinance No. 80-102, .Sec. 1;
‘amended by Ordinance No. 84-184, Sec. 1)

3.02.002 Adoption: The Regional Waste[ Treatment]water Management -
Plan, [dated August 1986] as amended, copies of which are on file at
Metro offices, is adopted and shall be implemented as required by
this chapter. (Adopted by CRAG Rule; amended by Ordinance No.
80-102, Sec. 2; Ordinance No. 86-206)

Section 2. The Regiohal Wastewater Management Plan Text and

Maps (Collection System Service Areas Map, adopted October 22, 1387,
and Transmission and Treatment Service Areas Map, adopted October 22,

1987),.£eferred to in Metro Code Section 3.02.002, are amended -to



read as shown in,attached E;hibit A, which is hereby inéorpo;ated by
reference and maae a part of this Ordinance; |
Secﬁion 3. The Council of tﬁe Metropolitan Servide District
hereby authorizes the ExecutiveAdfficer'to submit the Regiénal Plan,
as amended, to the'Oregon En?ironmental Quality Commission and
Department of Environmental Quality and, in turﬁ, to the U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency for recertification.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of _ ' . 1988.

Mike Ragsdale, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

MH/sm
- 6000C/471
11/15/88
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REGIONAL WASTE [ TREATMENT]WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

TEXT

ARTICLE I INTENT AND POLICIES

SECTION 1 INTENT- The Reg1onal Waste[ Treatment]water
Management Plan is 1ntended to- .

(A) Address and 1mp1ement portions of ORS 268.390 Plannlng for
Activities and areas w1th Metropolitan impact; Review. of local
plans- urban growth boundary. A d1str1ct council shall-

" (1) Deflne and apply a planning procedure which
identifies and designates areas and activi-
ties having significant impact upon the
orderly and responsible development of the
Metropolitan area, including, but not
limited to, impact on:

« « « (b) Water quality . . .
(2) Prepare and adopt functional plans for
those areas designated under Subsection (1) .
of this section to control metropolitan
area 1mpact on air and water quality. .. . ."

(B) Address portlons of State Planning Goals #6 (Alr, Water
and Land Quallty) and $11 (Public Facilities and Serv1ces).

v (C) Establlsh a structure w1th1n whlch staglng of regional
'wastewater management facilities for a minimum of twenty (20) years
can -be accompllshed by local jurlsd;ctlons in conformance with the
State Planning Goals.

(D) Provide a means for coordination of this Plan with regional
and local jurisdiction plans.

“ (E) Allow establishment of a priority—setting structure for
water Quality needs within the Metro region. | |

SECTION 2. ASSUMPTIONS: The Regional Waste['Treatment]water

4Management Plan is based upon the following assumptions:

II-1



(A)' Publiclyéowned wastewater management facilities will serve.
: only those geographical areas as defined in the maps included as
Part III of this plan.
| (B) All wastewater facilities will be aesigned and operated in
conformance with regional, state and federal water quality standards
~and regulations, and with due considerationffor the éroundwater
resources of the area. | |
| (C) Identification of a local Jurlsdlctlon s respon51b111ty to,
provide.wastewater management faC111t1es in a geographlcal area will
- -not be construed as a requirement to provide 1mmedlate-pub11c
‘services. | _ | | |

(D) Any land use related action or'any action related to
dewelopment or provision.of a public facility or service may be
reviewed by the Metro Council for consistency with.this Plan. The
Metro Council will accept for review only aotions which are of
regional significance or which concern areas or activities of
significant regionai impact. |

(%)‘ The control of waste and process discnarges from privately-
owned industrial wastewater fa0111t1es not dlscharglng to a pub11c
sewer 1s the respon51b111ty of the State of Oregon.

(F)' Because the need for wastewater treatment fa0111t1es is
‘based on populatlon, employment and waste load progectlons wh1ch
-cannot be estlmated with certainty, use of such projectlons must. be
‘11m1ted to a best effort evaluation. To ensure that these pro;ec—f
‘tions are sufficiently reliable, a monitoring process will be.
established to regularly compare the proﬁected values with both

actual values and new projections as they are produced by Metro
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Studles. The‘prOJectlons are subject to revision to achieve
con51stency w1th actual condltlons and new adopted prOJectlons in
 accordance with the Rules, Sect1on 8, Contlnulng Plannlng Process.

SECTION 3. POLICIES AND PROCEDURES' The Reglonal Waste[
Treatment Jwater Management Plan includes the following policies and
procedures:

(A) The Reglonal Wastel Treatment]yath Management Plan will®
be rev1ewed ‘and updated annually. The tlmlng,'schedule and
subm1551on of thlS review and update shall be in compllance w1th the

recertlflcatlon procedures establlshed by the Oregon Department of
Env1ronmental Qua11ty and the U.S. EnV1ronmental Protectlon Agency.
(Amendment No. 15, Ordlnance No. 84- 184)

(B) Proyeots receiving review:under Executiue Order No. 12372
shall be given positive comment only ‘if in conformance with this
Plan. ,

N (C) Treatment plants shall be programmed for modlflcatlon only
when one or more of the following condltions will exlst-
(1) Dry weather flow exceeds plant capacity;
“(2) ‘Life of plant is reached; -
(3); Wet weather flow exoeeds plant capacity and I/I study
| results_indicate wet weather flow-should be‘treated;
u(4) . Organic loadlngs reaCh-critical etage‘in plant opera--
tion aa'determined by the OregonADepartment_of
Environmental Quality}' | e
(5) Facility Plan underway at the time.of adoption of
| Part I of this Element; ﬂ

(6) Metro Council determines modification to be necessary;
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(7) Effluent flows result in an adverse effect‘oh'éxoqnd;
water resources; or ' |
(8) New treatment standards are adopted..
(D) Operating agencies, so designated by Part I of this Plan,
.shall conduct or brovide such services as are mutuélly agfeedgupon f-
with all ménégement agenéies which provide sérvices to the same geo-'
graphical area.
| (E) The Regional Waéte[ Treatmentlggggg Managemeht Plan is
’based on a large body of information, inéluding»techhical data,
' observations, findings,:analysis‘and conclusions, ﬁhich is
documented in the folloWing repo:tsﬁ
(1) Volume 1--Proposed Plan as amended by amendmgnts
l.through 8 adopted October 2,-1980.
(2) Volume 2--Planning Process.
(3) Technical Supplement l--Planning Constraints.
(4) Technical Supplement_Z-AWatér Quality Aspects of
; . Combined Sewer Overflows, Portland, Oregon.
| . (5) Technical éupplement 3——Water'Quality:Aspec£s of,
' Urban Stormwater Runoff, Portlénd, Oregon; |
(6) Technical Supplement-4--Ana1ySis of ﬁrban Stormwater
Quality from Seven Baéins Near Portland, Oregon.
(7) Technical Supplement,S--Oxygén Deménds in the
| Willamette., | ' o
(8) Technical Supplement 6-—Im§roved Water Qqality in the
‘Tualatin Rive;, Oregon, . Summer 1976.
(9) Technical Supplement 7--Characterization of Sewage

Waste for Land Disposal Near.Po:tland, Oregon;
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(10)
- (11)

(12)

a3
(14)
(15)

(16).

(17)

a8

(19)

Techmicel Supplement 8--Sludge'Management'Stﬁdy;A
TeChnical Supplement 9--Sewage Treatment Through Land
Application_of Effluents in the Tualatin Riverléasin o
end'Supplemental Report 'Land'Applicationﬁof Sewage~
Effluents Clackamas ‘and- Multnomah Counties.

*Portland-Vancouver Metropolitan Area Water Resources'

Study, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, 1979.

Technical Supplement 10--Institutional, Financial and

Regqulatory Aspects.
Technical Supplement 1l--Public Involvement.
Technical Supplement 12--Continuing Planning Process.

Technical Supplement 13--Storm Water Management

| Design Manual.

City of Gresham Sewerage System Master Plan, Brown

and Caldwell, December 1980. - (Amendment No. 14,
Ordinance No. 84-184)
Sewerage System Facility Plan for;the I-205 Corridor

and the Johnson Creek Basih, City ofrPortland, Oregon,

~ Bureau of Env1ronmenta1 Services, June 1984,
.(Amendment No. 14, Ordinance No. 84 184)

Sewerage Master Plan'Update, Central County Service

District No. 3, Multnomah County, Oregon, Kramer,

nChin & Mayo, Inc.,.JuIY-1983. (Amendment No. 14,

Ordinance No. 84-184)

<M1d-Multnomah County Sewer Implementation Plan, CH2M -

HILL, September 1985.
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(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

Findlngs and Order In the Matter of the Proposal to
Declare a Threat to Drinking Water in a Specially

Defined Area in Mid-Multnomah County Pursuant toORS
454.275 et. seq., Environmental Quality Commission,

as ordered on April 25, 1986 -

‘Evaluation of Hearing Record for Proposal to Declare

a Threat to Drinking Water in a Specifically Defined -
Area of Mid-Multnomah County Pursuant to ORS 454, 275
et seq., Department of Env1ronmenta1 Quality, -

January 30, 1986, and February 1986

"The City of Gresham Waste Water Treatment Plant

Fac111t1es»Plan, Brown and Caldwell, February 1985,
Amended January 1986 by'Black & Veatch.
City of Gresham Mid-County Interceptor Sewers

Facility Plan, Brown and Caldwell, May 1987.

This support documentation shall be used as a standard of

comparison by any person or organizatlon proposing any faC111t1es

plan or action ‘related to the provision of public fac111t1es and

serV1ces.,

(F) ‘Metro-shall.reView state-approved’facilities plans for

compliance with.the.Regional_Plan; Upon acknowledgment of compli—f

ance, the approved facilities plan shall be incorporated by amend-

ment to the Regional Plan and all appropriate support .documents

pursuant to Section 9 of the Adoption and Implementation Ordinance.

II-G



ARTICLE II. BOUNDARY AND ALIGNMENT INTERPRETATION

SECTION 1. Boundar1es and allgnments appearlng on maps con-

_ talned in the Reg1ona1 Waste[ Treatment]water Management Plan are of .

, two types with respect to the level of specificity. They are:

o ~(A) Type 1; Boundaries and alignments fullyvspecified along
._identlfled geographlc features such as rivers and roads or- other
described legal limits such as sectlon lines and district boundarles.”
Such boundaries and alignments appear on the Waste| Treatment]ggtgg

Management Maps as solid lines. »Unless otherw1se'spec1f1ed, where a

']vape 1 11ne is located along a geograph1c feature such as a road or

'rlver, the 11ne shall be the center of that feature.

(B) Type 2. Boundarles and allgnments not fully specified and
not following 1dent1f1ed geographlc features. Such lines will be |
specified by local Jurlsdictlon plans. Such lines‘appear on the

 Waste| Treatment]water Management Maps as broken lines.
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ARTICLE III. DEFINITIONS

Terms used in this text employ the definitions defined herein:

[(A) Collection System. A network of sewer pipes for the pdr-
pose of collecting wastewater from individuai‘sources.

'(B)F-Combined'Sewer. A sewer which carries both sewage and
stormwater runoff.

(C) Effluent. The liquid that comes out of a treatment plant
after completion of the treatment process.

(D) -Facilities Plan. Any 51te—spe01f1c plan for wastewater
1treatment fac111t1es. Said Plan shall be equlvalent to those pre—
pared in accordance w1th Section 201 of PL 92- 500.

(E) 1Interceptor. A major sewerage p1pe11ne with the purpose
of transporting waste from a collection sYstem to the treatment
facility, also a transmission line.

(F) Land Application. - The discharge of wastewater or effluent
ooto the ground for treatmentvor reuse, including irrigation by
_sprlnkler and other methods.

(G) Pollutlon. ~Such contamlnatlon or other alteratlon of the
phy51ca1, chemical or biological properties of any waters of the
i,state, 1noludlng_change in temperature, taste, color, turbidity,
silt or odor of the waters, or such radioactive or other substance»
'rnto ahy waters of the state which either b&Aitself or in connection
,with aﬁy other substance present, will or can reasonably be expected
to create a public nuisance or render such waters harmful, detri-
mental or iojurioue to public health, safety or welfare, or to
domestic, commeroial, industrial, agricultural, recreational or
‘other legitimate beneficial uses or to livestock, wildlife, fish or
'other equatio life or the habitat thereof.].
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[(ﬁ) Saﬁitary‘Sewers. Sanitary-sewers are piées that carry
only domestic or sahitary sewers.

(i). Sewage.v Refuse liquid or waste normally cartied-off by
combined or sanitary sewage. ‘ 7

(J) Sewers. A 5ystem'of pipes that collect and,deliver‘waste?
, weger to treatment plants or receivihg streams. |

(K) Sludge. The solid matter that settles to the bottom,
flqafs, or becemes suspended in sedimentation tanks of a wastewater
treatment;faciiity. |

(L) Step 2 Construction Grant._ Money for preparatiqn of con-
strqceion‘éraﬁings and‘specifications of majof wastewater treatment
faciiities_pursuant to PL 92-500, Secﬁion 201.

(M). Step 3 Construction Grant. Money for fabfication”and
building of major wastewater treatment facilities pursuant to
?L 92-500, Section 201. | |
| (N) Treatment Plant. Any devices_and/or systeme used in
storage, treatment, recycling and/or reclamation‘ef municipel.sewage
or industrial wastewater.]
» (Note: Replaced definitions A-N with new definitidns which ere'

con51stent W1th the federal Env1ronmenta1 Protectlon Agency and the

Oregon Department of Env1ronmental Quallty )

(A) Collector Sewers. The common lateral sewers, within a

publicly owned treatment system, which are primarily installed to

‘receive wastewater directly from facilities which convey wastewater

from individual systems, or from pfivate prbperty.

(B) Combined Sewers. Sewers which are designed as sanitary

sewers and storm sewers.
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(C) Effluent. The liquid that comes out of a treatment works

after completion of the treatment process.

(D) Facilities Plan. Necessary plans ‘and studies which

.d1rectly relate to the construction of treatment works. Sa1d plans

. shall be’ equ1valent to those prepared in accordance with Title II of

‘the federal Clean Water Act.

(E) Interceptor. A sewer Wthh is de51gned for one or more of

“the following purposes.

(i) To 1ntercept wastewater from a flnal pornt in a

collector sewer and convey such wastes directly to a

treatment facility or another interceptor.

(ii) To replace an existing wastewater treatment facility

and transport the wastes to an adjoining collector sewer

or interceptor sewer for conveyance to a treatment plant.

(iii) To transport wastewater from one or more municipal

collector sewers to another municipality or to a regional

plant for treatment.

(vi) To intercept an existing major discharge of raw or

inadequately treated wastewater for transport directly'to_

another interceptor or to a treatment plant.

(F) Land Application. The appllcatlon of sewer sludge or

effluent onto or into the ground.

(G) ~Pollution.' Such contamination or'other alteration of the

physical, chemical or b1olog1cal properties of any waters of the

" ‘state, 1nclud1ng change in temperature, taste, color, turb1d1ty,5

.51lt or odor. of the waters, or such radloactlve, toxic, or other

substance into any waters of the state which either by itself or in °
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connection with any other substance present, will or can reasonably

be expected to create a public nuisance or render such waters

harmful, detrimental or injurious to public health, safety of

welfare, or to domestic, commercial, industrial, agricultural,

recreational or other legitimate beneficial uses or to livestock,

wildlife, fish or other aquatic life or the habitat thereof.

(H) Storm Sewers. Sewers designed to carry only storm waters,

surface run-off, street wash waters and drainage.

(I) Sewage. Water carried human or animal or industrial

wastes; from residences, industrial and commercial establishments or

other places; together with such groundwater infiltration and

surface water as may be present.

(J) Sanitary Sewers. A system of pipes that collects and

delivers sewage to treatment works or receiving streams.

(K) Sewage Sludge. The accummulated, suspended and settleable

solids of sewage or wastewater, respectively, deposited in tanks or

basins mixed with water to form a semi-liquid mass.

(L) Step 3 Construction Grant. Money for construction or

rehabilitation of all or a portion of treatment works.

(M) Wastewater. The flow of used water. See definition of

sewage.

(N) Treatment Works. Any devices and systems for the storage,

treatment, recycling and reclamation of municipal sewage, domestic

sewage, or liquid industrial wastes used to implement Title II of

the federal Clean Water Act, or necessary to recycle or reuse water

at the most economical cost over the design life of the works.

These include intercepting sewers, outfall sewers, sewage collection
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systems, individual systems, pumping, powerL and other equipment and

their appurtenances; extensions, improvement, remodeling, additions,

and alterations thereof; elements essential to provide a reliable

- recycled supply such as standby treatment units and clear well

facilities; and any works, including acquisition of the land that

will be an integral part of the treatment'process or is used for .

ultimate dispOSal of residues resulting from such treatment

(1nc1ud1ng,land for composting,sludge, temporary storage of such

: compost and land used for the storage of treated wastewater in land

treatment systems before land application), storing, treating,

separating, or 6159051ng of municipal waste or 1ndustr1a1 waste,v

1nc1uding waste in combined storm water and sanitary sewer systems.

(Q) Wastewater. The flow of used water (see "Sewage").

(P) Wastewater Treatment Facility. Any treatment plants,
intercepting sewers, outfall sewers, pumping, power and other equip-
ment and their appurtenances; any works, including land that will be
an 1ntegra1 part of the treatment process or is used for ultimate -
disposal of re51dues resulting from such treatment, or, any other.
method or system for‘preventing, abating, reducing, storing, treat—
ing, separating or dispoSing of municipal waste,.including storm?
‘water runoff, or‘industrial waste, waste in combined'stormwater and

sanitary sewer systems.
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ARTICLE IV. AREAS OF RESPONSIBILITY , . v :
' SECTION 1. TREATMENT AND TRANSMISSION SERVICE AREAS

(a) Genéral. Geographical areas provided service by sewage
treatment plants within the Metro region aré designated on the |
Sewerage Treatment and Transmission Service Area Map, incorporaﬁed
by reference herein.v (Amehdmenf No. 12)

(B) "Policies. All planning and/or provision of service by
each treatment plant must‘be consistent with the Sewerage Tfeatment
and Trahsmission'Servicé Area Map. A(Amendment No. 12)

SECTION 2, 'COI..LEC'I"IONASYSTEM SERVICE AREAS

(A) General. Geographical areas provided service' by waste-i,
‘water collection facilities of local agencies within the Metro
region are designated on the Collection System Service Areas Map,
~and incorpbrated by reference herein.

. (B) Policies. All local sewage collection planning and/or

provision of service must be consistent with the Collection System

Service Areas Map.
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ARTICLE V. IMPLEMENTING AGENCIES

SECTION 1. -MANAGEMENT AGENCIES
(a) Designated.management agenciés'shéll inc;ude thé followingz
(1) Qpe;ating agency, with'thé following authorities'or-_
_resﬁoﬁsibilities: A
~ (a) Coordination with Metro during formulation,
review and-update.of the Regional Waste[ Treat-
ment Jwater Managemenf Plan;

(b) Conducting facilities planning consistent with
the terms and conditions of this Plan;

{c) Consfructing, operating-and.maintaining waste
treatment facilities as provided in this Plan,
including its capital iﬁprovement program;

(d). Entering into any necessary cooperative arrangé-
ménts for sewage treatment or sludge mahagemené
to implement this Pian;

(e) FinanCing capital expenditures for waste treat-
ment; .

(£) Developing-and implementihg a system of just and‘
equitable rates and charges pursuant to federal
and state law; | '

(g)‘ Implehenting rédommendgd systems development
_cﬁarges or connection fée policies, if any; and

(h) 'Ehacting, enforcing, or administerin§ regﬁié-»
tions or ordinances to implement non-structural
‘controls. |

(2) Planning agency: For the purposes of'this sectién;
planning shall be defined to include'regional planning_v
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(a):

and comprehensive land use planning. Agencies

_and their intended planning functions are as

followé:

pral Management Agencies: Local management

agencies, as defined in Article.V,_shall have

respénsibility for waste treatment management

planning within the Metro,regibn as follows:

(1)

(ii)

(iv)

Coordination with Metfo to ensure that
facilities planniné and management activi-
ties conform to the Regional Waste[ . |
Treatment]water Management Plan?
Coordination with Metro and DEQ in the

grant application, capital improvement

programming, project prioritization and

continuing planniné‘process;

Preparation of masﬁer plans, capitai
improvement programs and project.priority
lists; and

Participation in a planning consortium to -

.conduct 201 Step 1 facility plénning for

plant expansions within a designated Treat- :
ment System Study Area. AgenCiés‘affectéd
by a proposed regional altérnatiVe sha}ll

form a consortium, deliberate énd desighate
a lead agency to undertake an investigation
of tﬁe regional élternative‘in light of any

proposed non-regional plant expahsion..'Any
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such agenéy shall nbtify Métro of ifs

intentto form a consortium. If, after 90

days of such notificatipn a consortium has

‘not been formed and a iead agency has not

been designated, Metro shall-asSuﬁe the

lead agency role, or designate a lead
agehcy.' If, by mutual‘agreement of the

‘affected local jurisdictions and Metro,  an

extension of time is'necessary, the 90-day

time limit may be exteﬁded.

(b) Metropolitan Service District (Metio): Metro
 sha11 be déSignated‘as the planning égency for
éreawide‘waste treatment management planning,

within its boundaries* with responéibility for:
(i) Operating the continuing planning ?rocess:
or the process by whiqh the Regionai Waste[‘

Treatment ]Jwater Management Plan will be

kept responsive to changing information,

technology and ecohomic conditions;
(ii) Maintaihing coordination between:

(aa) All‘appropriate state agencies, includ-
ing DEQ, on matters such as dischafge
permits, watér quality standards andv
gfanf evaluation'procedures; and the -

Water Resources Department, on matters

*The Department of Environmental Quality shall assume responsibility
for those portions of the CRAG "208" Study Area outside the
-‘boundaries of the Metropolitan Service District.
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such as contémplatéd needs ané'useé of' 
water for pollution abatement;:

(bb) All Metro Region Governmental jurié—_
dictions 6n matters such as review of‘locaii
agency grant applications and.local'agency
plans for conformance to the Wasﬁe |

- Treatment Management Component:
(iii) Désignation of management agencies as
.requi:edf - |
(iv)-darrying oﬁt'or cSﬁtraéting for studies to
- identify water quéiity proSlems a’md-recolm-_'~
- mended means of'conttol; '

(v) Receiving grants and other revenues for
planning purpres; | |

(vi) Métro'shall be responsible for comprehen--
sive lahd'use planning including waste
treatment_management plaﬁhing under
ORS 197; and | |

(vii) Metro shall ha§e respohsibility for
dé§eloping and implemehting_plans,for
prbcessing, treatmenﬁ and_disposal of solid
waste within MSD boundaries,

(c) Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) shall
have responsibility’fof wasﬁe treatment
management plaﬁning within the Metto regiéh‘in
the following areas:

| (i) Coordlnation w1th Metro to ensure that The
Reglonal Waste|[ Treatment]ggggg Management
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(3)

vPlan is in oonformence with the Statemiae
(303e) Plan.
‘(ii) Coordination with Metro and local agencies
‘to set grant and capital improvement
priorities-and adminieter grant programe.
(iii) Determination of statewide‘etandards and}
regulations applicable to ‘the Metro region.
(1v) Other areas as prescribed by state law.v
(d) Water Resources Department (WRD);' WRD:shail
have responsibility for determination of state-
wide water resources policies applicable to the
Metro region. |
Reguletory adency: For the purposes of.tnis section,
regulation shall mean to identify problems and to
deVelop and enforce.consistent solutions to those

problems. Agenc1es and ‘their regulatory respons1—

'bllltles for the Regional Waste[ Treatment]water

Management4Plan are as follows:

_(a) Local Agencies: Regulation of waste treatment |

management through the enforcement of building
code provisions,.constrnction practices( sewer
use regulations,'zoning ordinances, land use
plans, pretreatment requirement (where'
appropriete), grant and loan conditions (where
~appropriate), and eli other local‘regulations

affecting water quality.
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(b) Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct (Metro)‘ Metro

shall perform the follow1ng regulatory functlons

in the area of waste treatment_management:»'

(1)

(ii)

Develop, enforce and implement the Regional

Waste[ Treatment]water Management Plan by

means of:

(aa)vReview and coOrdination of grants and
~ loans for waste treatment facilities.

(bb) Coordination with local and state

agenciee. | |
Ensure conformance of local wastewater

planning to The Regional Waste Treatment

- Management Plan:
_.RegulatiOn of all solid waste disposal and

‘other functions as may be assumed by the

Metro Council within Metro fegion.

(c) Department of Environmental Quaiity (DEQ) ¢

Regulatory functlons of DEQ for waste treatment

management in the Metro reglon are as follows-

(1)

(ii)

Develop and monitor water quallty standards
con51stent w1th state and federal regula—
tions. | | |
Control of the location, constrectidn,
modlflcatlon and operatlon of d1scharglng
fa0111t1es through the discharge permit
process and through admlnistration of the

state's water qﬁality laws.
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(111) Review and approval of grants and loans for
waste treatment fac111t1es..
(iv) Other functions as provided by state law.

(@) Department of Agriculture (DA): The appllcatlon
of pesticides is within the regulatory powers of .
the DA pursuant to ORS 634.

(e) Department of Forestry (DF): The DF shall be
responsible for the enforcement of the Forest
Practices Act, ORS 527.

(£) Portland Metropolitan Area Local Government
Boundary Commiesion (LGBC) or its successor
organization: The LGBC is responsible for 
regulating sewer extension policies outside

| local jurisdictional boundaries mithin the Metro
region and for formation of new'governmental
.entities.
(g) Water Resources Department (WRb): WRD shall
| control the quantity of-water-available for all
beneficial uses including pollution abatement
~through administration of the state's v‘vater1
resources law (ORS Ch. 536 and 537).
(B)' DeSignated,management agenciee and their classifications
-are listed below. vSome oesignations are subject’to reeolution of

Study Areas.
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. MANAGEMENT AGENCY CLASSIFICATIONS

Management'Agenqx

"Beaverton
Cornelius
Durham
Fairview
Forest Grove
Gladstone
Gresham

Happy Valley
Hillsboro
Johnson City
King City
Lake Oswego -
Maywood Park

. Milwaukie

'Oregon City

Portland

Rivergrove -

Sherwood

Tigard

‘Troutdale

Tualatin

West Linn’

Wilsonville

Wood Village

‘Clackamas County
Multnomah County
Washington County
Clackamas County S.D. #1
Dunthorpe—Rlverdale

- County S.D.

Tri-City Service District
West Hills S.D. #2 '
Oak Lodge Sanitary

.~ District ‘
Unified Sewerage Agency
. Metro.

State DEQ.

State Water: Resources
. Department :
Department of
 Agriculture

s

a
nwuwu

NA = Not Applicable

Operating*®* =~

Planning
C X -
C X
. X
C X
C- X
C X
C X
C X
C - X
C X -
T,C X
C X
C X
C X
T,C X
C X
C X
C X
T,C - X
Cc X
C X
T,C X
C X
[C] X
X
X
T,C X
C X
T,C X
C X
T,C X
'C X
Solid Waste X
Facilities Only .
NA X
NA X
NA NA

Treatment and/or Transmission System Operation
Collection System Operation
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Management Agency " Operating* ~ Planning

Regulatory
Department of
Forestry NA g NA X
Portland Metropolitan
Area Local Government
Boundary Commission v NA o NA X
*T = Treatment and/or Transmission System Operation

C
NA

Collection System Operation
Not Applicable

SECTION 2. NON-DESIGNATED AGENCIES : Agencies not designated
as management agencies are not eligible for federal water pollution .
control grants except as may be provided elsewhere in this Plan.

MH/ sm
0141B /455
11/29/88
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ADOPTED AMENDMENTS TO SUPPORT DOCUMENTS

On the following pages are a number of rev151ons and amendments to
Volume I, Proposed Plan. '

The revisions and amendments are published exactly as adopted,
including the amendment or revision date. Text deleted is crossed
out with hyphens. Text added is underlined. These notations will
be carried forward in any further publications of the Support
-DOCuments (but not in the Text, Maps or Rules of the Regional Plan).

Page numbers shown on the follow1ng sheets are from Vblume I,
. Proposed Plan.

Amendment No. 1l: (General Amendment) Adopted October 2, 1980

In any Support Document referenced herein the use of'MSD,;CRAG
and Member Jurisdictions shall be interpreted as follows:

-~ CRAG read as Metro '
- MSD read as Metro

- Member Jurisdiction read as Management Agency

*'Amendment No. 2: (Pg. 1-4) Adopted October 2, 1980 .

The methodologies used to derive these pro;ectlons are presented in
Technical Supplement 1, as follows:

- Appendix A. Population Projection Methodology ‘
- Appendix B. Point Source Waste Flow Projection Methodology
- Appendix-C. Sludge Volume Projection Methodology

Other elements of -GRAG's- Metro's Regional Transportation Plan will
involve projecting -population and employment. It 1s intended that
the Regional Waste Treatment Management -Compenent- Plan be reviewed
"against these new projections as they are developed. The Regional

Waste Treatment Management -Componeat Plan is subject to amendment to
achieve consistency with new adopted projections.

_Amendment No. 3: (Pg. 2-11) Adopted October 2, 1980

Net energy consumptlon for the proposed plan is exceeded by only one
of the eight alternatives considered. The reason for such high -
energy consumption is the assumpt1on of continued use of heat
treatment at Gresham for processing sludge into a form suitable. for
-land application. Future 201 facilities planning for the Gresham
treatment plant may result in abandoning heat treatment in favor of
digestion. Such a change would significantly lower. the net energy
consumption of the proposed plan.
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The proposed plan faces a potentially major problem: achieving
cooperation and agreement among the Inverness (Multnomah County),
Troutdale and Gresham sewerage agencies. Specifically, a difficulty
may arise initially regarding abandoning the Inverness and Troutdale
plants, and subsequently, regarding management and financing of the
regionalized wastewater treatment facilities. A possible interim
step to meet treatment needs would be the construction of the pump
station and force main from Troutdale to Gresham to handle : : .
Troutdale's' expected overflow. After this, financial details can be -
settled, the regional plant at Gresham can be built, and the

Troutdale'plgnt can be abandoned.

Interim expansions of the Troutdale and Gresham plants of 1.6 MGD
and 6 MGD respectively as well as the interim expansion to the
Inverness Plant planned by Multnomah County are recommended to
insure continuity of Sewerage service in those communities until
‘more detailed engineering studies of the regional treatment
‘alternative can be performed. . : :

Amendment No. 4: (Pg. 2-17) | Adopted: October 2, 1980

~Interceptor System (Reference to Figure'2-12'changed to 2-14)

Figure 2-1214 shows the existing collection system and interceptors

proposed for Hillsboro-East and -West and a proposed force main from
North Plains. J .

Hillsboro's existing collection system is quite old in central areas
of the City. Average wet weather flows frequently exceed twice the
average dry weather flow. Figure-zeéalg shows how the northern area
- in the Urban Growth Boundary in the Hillsboro-West service area will
be served by interceptor extensions pPreviously planned by the City,
and by additional extensions proposed in this study. For purposes

‘'of computing present worth costs, all new interceptors will be built
in 1980. L : S . o

- The Hillsboro-East service area's existing interceptor system is _
-also shown in figure 2-3214, No additional interceptors are needed
- to collect flows to the year 2000. Repair or replacement of .some
existing interceptors may be needed, particularly to control

infiltration/inflow that should be considered in facilities planning
for the City. _ ' - : o

North Plains is not sewered at present. Figure 2-3214 shows how the
North Plains area will be served by an interceptor system.

Amendment No. 5: (PG. 2-19A + 2-19B) _Adopted October 2, 1980
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LAND TREATMENT

In land application, the effluent from treatment plants represents a
potential resource, rather than a waste to be disposed of. While
the sludge is generally incinerated, used in landfill or as
fertilizer, the effluent stream is conventionally discharged to a
nearby stream such as the Tualatin River. The remaining nutrients,
solids, oxygen demanding toxic and pathogenic constituents in the
effluent add to the pollution of the stream from natural sources
from overland runoff and agricultural chemicals. Conditions are
aggravated during the summer because of high water temperatures and
low stream flow due to irrigation water withdrawals and a low stream
recharge from groundwater, rather than from snow melt. '

‘Elimination of all pollutant discharges into the nation's waters is .
a goal established by federal law. Technical alternatives to attain
this goal are either advanced waste treatment facilities or land
application of effluent. Advanced treatment normally requires large
amounts of chemicals and -energy and generates substantial amounts Of
chemical waste 'sludge which requires ultimate disposal.

Health .and aesthetic considerations in regard to crop production,
-potential groundwater contamination and pathogens are major concerns
in land application. However, intensive research over the past few
years ‘indicates that proper land application techniques, site
~selection and monitoring can prevent adverse effects. Most heavy
metals are removed by absorption or precipitation in insoluble form
within the first few feet of the soil. Removal efficiencies for
nitrogen and coliform bacteria, after effluent passage through
approximately five feet of soil are generally adequate to meet
public health criteria for drinking water. Indications are that the
quality of land renovated wastewater is nearly the same regardless
of whether raw, primary or secondary effluence is applied.

The following summarizes the conclusions of this.study in regard to
land treatment technology and its application in Tualatin basin:

- Lénd'application keeps nutrients -and pdllutants out of the
rivers and assists in the goal of zero pollutant discharge.

- Land épplication makes sewage treatment more reliable

since effluents of widely varying quallity are purified to
high degree.

- Irrigation of farm crops appears to be the most suitable
land application method in the Tualatin basin and probably
in other areas of the CRAG Metro region. ,

- Nutrients and water of the effluenf would be recycled into
plant tissue and produce higher crop yields. -

- . Effluent should be collected only during the irrigation
season, which coincides approximately with the low stream
flow perlod, ln order to reduce the necessary storage

capacity.
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- Public health concerns are related to'potential : :
transmission of pathogens to animal and man, -.to potential
pollution of groundwater and to the quality of crops.

- Proper techniques can prevent health hazards. 'Public

perceptions in regard to sewage effluent could be an
essential factor. ‘

- Irrigation on agency-owned land would simplify
: operations. However, irrigation on private farm land
would require less capital expenditure, the land would
remain on the county tax roll and opposition to6 government
competition with private farming would be avoided.
Irrigation on private farms appears to be the better plan.

- "Revenue from the sale of effluent could reduce the cost of
the system. There appears to be a good demand for '
supplemental irrigation water. -

- Most farm land in the Tualatin basin could be made

‘irrigable for wastewater application by building tiie'
underdrains. : ' '

- Regulatory restrictions in regard to the type of crops
~ raised with effluent irrigation could impede the ‘
acceptance of land application by private farmers.

- Energy use for pumping can be considerable. The
possibility of gravity flow must be investigated
case-by-case. However, the use of enerqgy and other
natural resources is probably less for land application
than for alternative tertiary treatment. -

- Forest irrigation and rapid infiltration ponds appear to
- be viable alternatives to crop irrigation iIn Multnomah and
Clackamas Counties. The size of treatment plants in these

counties, the type of solid and vegetable cover require:

that these alternatives be examined. .

Recommendations: Actual detailed alternatives for the land
application of effluents was initially done only for the treatment
Plants discharging into the Tualatin River in Washington County. '
This is where DEQ felt that the water quality problems were the most
critical. However, based on the new completed 303e basin plan and
results of the preliminary investigations in other areas of the -GRAG-
Metro region, land treatment in Clackamas and Multnomah Counties.
+i31—be- has been studied and the results incorporated into this plan .

. as an addition to
Technical Supplement 9.

"I’VE.EE!! . initial . lati : l. ‘3°

: As a_result of this study the following Récommendations éan be ﬁade:
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1. Sewage effluent should be applied to land only during the

growing season (May to October). Large storage capacities would be
required to store effluent generate uring the winter months when

land application is not feasible.

2. For the land application system to work to the treatment
agency's advantage, the agency should purchase the land.

3. Except in the Damascus/Boring and Happy Valley areas, spray
irrigation should be the method Of land application. Although
overland flow application is technically feasible for these areas,
institutional and requlatory constraints make land application
infeasible. Other methods of wastewater treatment should be
investigated for the Damascus/Boring and Happy Valley study areas,
since it appears that DEQ discharge regulations will not be relaxed
in the future and will become more restrictive. Alternatives which
still remain for these communities include advanced (tertiary) waste
treatment facility construction or connection to a nearby sewerage

system.

4. Application rates for effluent application should be set to
dispose of effluent at the maximum rate which the crops will

tolerate without losses, and, preferably, to optimize crop yields at
the same time.

5. Alternative plans for land application of wastewater effluents
should employ features recommended in (1) through (4) above, and
should be evaluated against alternative plans for advanced waste

treatment in the Multnomah and Clackamas Counties expanded study
area.

6. The Oregon State Department of Environmental Quality should
examine and revise the guidelines on pre-treatment for sewage
utilized in land application throughout the state.

7. The use of lagoons followed by dry weather (summer) land
application and wet weather (winter) river discharge should be
utilized in the smaller outlying communities. This would comply
with DEQ's effluent limitations on many of the area's smaller
streams and rivers, especially in Mul tnomah and Clackamas Counties.
8. Portions of the Sandy and Estacada land application sites are
showing signs of imminent subdivision, although currently in

agricultural use. This potential conflict in land use should be
reviewed by Metro.

Amendment No. 6: (Pg 2-22) Adopted October 2, 1980
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Sludge Handling

(Deleted third sentence of first paragraph)

At both Wilsonville and Canby, aerobic sludge digestion facilities
will be expanded as part of the independent wastewater treatment
facilities expansions. Digested sludge will be trucked and applied
to farmers' fields. Farisdictd :
i i . Operation and maintenance costs of
trucking equipment and costs associated with the management and
monitoring the land application operation could also be shared.
‘Sludge storage is available at the existing Canby humus ponds while
storage at Wilsonville could be provided by reworking the existing
.drying beds into a lagoon. : : . :

Total capital expenditures for Wilsonville sludge handling are
estimated to be $238,000. The 5-year capital outlay for sludge
handling at Wilsonville will be $208,000. Capital expenditures for -

sludge handling at Canby total $165,000, while the 5-year capital
outlay will be $30,000. : :

Advantages, Potential Problems and Variations

Independent operation of the treatment facilities and financing and
operation of the proposed new facilities is the lowest-total-cost
method for wastewater management in this region. It involves the
simplest institutional form for management and financing, requiring .
virtually no change from the existing institutional arrangement.

Independent wastewater treatment at two plants has, for this region,
a higher environmental compatibility than regionalization of
treatment facilities at either of the treatment plants. Pipelines.
between the two communities will be needed for regionalization and
-will cause some disturbance to wildlife. Also, the proposed plan
requires less energy in its operation than do alternative plans
proposing greater regionalization.

This plan assumes that Barlow will be eventually served by Canby.f
Facilities planning should evaluate this assumption and possible -

~alternative sewage disposal systems, such as septic tanks, for
Barlow. ' .

Staged development of treatment facilities may be to the advantage
of either municipality and should be considered. Both communities
should from time to time consider the economics of selling effluent
for irrigation of local farms. This might offer some savings in the
cost of operations and would lead to an improvement in Willamette

‘River water quality, however small.
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Amendment No. 7: (Pg 2-30) Adopted October 2, 1980

1 2

Average Storm

Over flow of Ratio
Total Runoff 1954 to 1959 8/25/56 2/1
Total Overflows (ft3) 694,000 4,061,000 5.85
Antecedent Dry Days@ 2.45 76.9 31.26
Storm Duration (hr) Dol 8.0 1.53
Sus-S (1b) 2,646 84,002 31.75
Set-S (1b) 2,278 74,067 32.51
BODg (1b) 670 14,357 21.42
N (1lb) 34 412 1211
P (1b) 24 234 9.75
ColiformsP (MPN/100 ml) 0.575 x 106 1.238 x 106 2.15

RECOMMENDATIONS

A complete plan for abatement of combined sewer overflows cannot
begin until regulating bodies determine the effect of pollution from
this source on receiving waters and issue standards of treatment or
load limits. Recognizing that combined sewer overflows are a
significant source of pollutants, however, and in light of DEQ's
interim policy that pollution of nonpoint sources should not be

allowed to increase, the following initial recommendations can be
made: '

- DEQ should remove the requirement to limit diversions to
divert 3 times average dry weather (ADW) flow for
individual basins in favor of a general standard for the
whole system. This would allow the flexibility to capture
and treat more flow from basins with higher pollutant
loads (i.e., industrial and commercial areas) while
diverting more than ADW flow from cleaner basins.

of—overflows—is—adopted-

@pays of pollutant build-up not washed off by preceding storms.
Average concentration for duration of the storm.

JL/hp
0141B/128
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COMMITTEE REPORT ‘ AGENDA ITEM: 7.2

MEETING DATE: Decemher 22, 1988

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 88-275, AMENDING METRO CODE
CHAPTER 3.02, AMENDING THE REGIONAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT
MANAGEMENT PLAN, AND SUBMITTING IT FOR RECERTIFICATION

‘Date: December 14, 1988 Presented by: Councilor Jim Gardner

Chair, Intergovernmental
Relations Committee

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: Councilors present —-- DedJardin, Waker and
myself —-- voted unanimously to recommend Council adoption of Ordinance
No. 88~275 as amended (inserting 'ORS' before "268.390(1) (b)", page 2,
of the ordinance).. Councilors Collier and Knowles were absent.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION & ISSUES: Planning and Development Head, Rich
Carson, and Senior Regional Planner, Mel Huie, presented the attached
- November 22 staff report. Mr. Huie noted regional wastewater treat-
ment planning has been in a "maintenance phase" and changes in this
vear's plan are administrative in nature -- map amendments and
definition updates.

Public testimony was presented by Metro Councilors Mike Ragsdale and
Corky Kirkpatrick. Councilor Ragsdale noted the staff report stated
"An ongoing requirement of the [1977 Federal Clean Water] Act is that
the Plan be maintained as an accurate statement of the region's water
‘quality management problems and the short- and long-term solutions to
those problems" (emphasis added). He asked if the Plan proposes solu-
tions to such problems as Tualatin River water quality management.
Staff noted the 1988 Plan does not provide necessary solutions to the
region's water quality problems, but the Federal Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) has approved recertification of Metro's current Plan.
EPA correspondence, however, calls upon Metro to assume a more active
planning role, and "strongly encourage[s] Metro to address several
issues which affect water quality in the Portland, area, i.e. storm-
water management and total maximum daily loads for specific pollutants
(TMDLs)." The Committee directed Rich Carson to have General Counsel
Dan Cooper review the Plan requirements and determine if the lack of
identified solutions violates the Federal Clean Water Act (despite
EPA's approval of the Plan). It was noted Metro's assumption of a
larger water quality planning role would require additional resources
and a request would be forthcoming during the FY89-90 budget process.

Councilor Kirkpatrick said Federal 205J regional planning funds were
available for Metro to assume a greater role, but the State did not
pass through the funds. According to Council staff research, the State
withheld the 205J funds under an escape clause provision which allows
the State to retain the funds if it applies them to a project within
the region. Councilor Kirkpatrick urged the Committee and the Council
to pursue getting these funds from the State.
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Mr. Richard J. Nichols, Administrator
Water Quality Division

Department of Environmental Quality
811 S.W. Sixth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97204

, ¢
Dear Mr.¥Nichols:

I am pleased to approve recertification of the Portland Metropolitan
Service District as a Water Quality Management Planning Agency under Section
208 of the Clean Water Act. My approval is based upon the amendments adopted
by the Metro Council in 1987 to the Metro Regional Waste Treatment Plan (208
Plan). The major plan amendments update text and maps related to the
Environmental Quality Commission's Findings and Order pursuant to ORS
454.275. This Order declared a Threat to Drinking Water and the Mid-Multnomah
County Sewer Implementation Plan as the basis for the Regional Plan in
Mid-Multnomah County.

In future updates to their plan, I strongly encourage Metro to address
several issues which affect water quality in the Portland area, i.e.,
stormwater management and total maximum daily loads for specific pollutants
(TMDLs). At least two "water quality 1imited" stream segments, the Tualatin
River and Columbia Slough, fall within Metro's boundaries. Efforts to address
the water quality problems of these streams will require a great deal of local
involvement and public education. As a water quality management planning
agency, Metro should have an active role in the TMDL process.

The Water Quality Act of 1987 requires permits for stormwater discharges
in areas with population greater than 100,000. As part of an EPA funded 208
project, Metro was responsible for conducting several studies of stormwater
problems in the Portland area. That experience should be invaluable in
solving the problems.

If you have any questions or would 1ike to discuss concerns, please feel
free to contact either myself or Bill Sobolewski in the Oregon Operations

Office.
Si?;i;glx‘ ,
Tom Wilson, Chief

Office of Water Planning

cc: Neil Mullane, DEQ
Bi11 Sobolewski, 000
Mel Huie, Metro
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December 28, 1988

Mr. Fred Hansen, Director
Department of Environmental Quality
811 S.W. Sixth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97204-1334

Dear Fred:

RE: Regional Wastewater "208" Management Plan
Annual (1988) Recertification

Metro hereby transmits a copy of the updated Regional
Wastewater "208" Management Plan with accompanying staff
report, ordinance and updated maps for the annual
recertification process. DEQ is responsible for
coordinating this process and submitting the plan to the
federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

The regional plan is required under the federal Clean
Water Act of 1987, and was first adopted by the Metro
Council in 1980. The plan was last amended in October
1987. The plan delineates water quality management
service areas within the Metro boundaries for the
collection, transmission and treatment of wastewater.
Local plans have been coordinated with and comply with the
regional plan. ‘

A regional advisory body, the Water Resources Policy
Alternatives Committee (WRPAC), which is composed of city,
county and special district staff, EPA and DEQ
representatives, and interested citizens, reviewed and
updated the plan on July 20, 1988. The Metro Council
Intergovernmental Relations Committee held a public
hearing on the plan on December 13, 1988, and the full
Council adopted the updated plan by ordinance on

December 22, 1988. '



For the 1989 update of the "208" plan, Metro will develop
a general strategy to address new rules and additional
water quality concerns as requested by EPA in their August
1988 recertification letter (attached) and follow-up
correspondence dated December 22, 1988 from EPA (attached)
and DEQ correspondence dated December 21, 1988 (attached).
Metro will work cooperatively with DEQ and other state
agencies, EPA, local jurisdictions and special districts,
and interested citizens in this effort. My staff will be
contacting DEQ and EPA in early January for input and
advice on how Metro should proceed on its 1989 "208" plan
update. : :

If you have any questions on this matter, contact Patrick

Lee, Regional Planning Supervisor for Metro at (503) 221-

1646. I look forward to the timely recertification of the
"208" Wastewater Management Plan so the region will remain
eligible for federal sewer assistance grants.

Sincerely,

// é—w/
Rena Cusma
Executive Officer

Attachments: 1. Regional Wastewater Management Plan
2. Staff Report and Ordinance
3. Updated Maps
4. DEQ and EPA Correspondence

cc: Neil Mulane, DEQ
Tom Lucas, DEQ
Tom Wilson, EPA, Seattle
Bruce Cleland, EPA, Portland
Patrick Lee, Metro



' Cbrr’es‘p‘o‘n‘d‘e‘nce from EPA and DEQ
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Mr. Richard J. Nichols, Administrator
Water Quality Division

Department of Environmental Quality
811 S.W. Sixth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97204

o
Dear Mr.¥Nichols:

I am pleased to approve recertification of the Portland Metropolitan
Service District as a Water Quality Management Planning Agency under Section
208 of the Clean Water Act. My approval is based upon the amendments adopted
by the Metro Council in 1987 to the Metro Regional Waste Treatment Plan (208
Plan). The major plan amendments update text and maps related to the
Environmental Quality Commission's Findings and Order pursuant to ORS
454.275. This Order declared a Threat to Drinking Water and the Mid-Multnomah
County Sewer Implementation Plan as the basis for the Regional Plan in.
Mid-Multnomah County.

In future updates to their plan, I strongly encourage Metro to address
several issues which affect water quality in the Portland area, i.e.,
stormwater management and total maximum daily loads for specific pollutants
(TMDLs). At least two "water quality 1imited" stream segments, the Tualatin
River and Columbia Slough, fall within Metro's boundaries. Efforts to address
the water quality problems of these streams will require a great deal of local
involvement and public education. As a water quality management planning
agency, Metro should have an active role in the TMDL process.

The Water Quality Act of 1987 requires permits for stormwater discharges
in areas with population greater than 100,000. As part of an EPA funded 208
project, Metro was responsible for conducting several studies of stormwater
problems in the Portland area. That experience should be invaluable in
solving the problems.

If you have any questions or would 1ike to discuss concerns, please feel
free to contact efther myself or Bi11 Sobolewski in the Oregon Operations

Office. :
Sitzigglx,
Tom Wilson, Chief
Office of Water Planning

cc: Neil Mullane, DEQ
Bi11 Sobolewski, 000
Mel Huie, Metro
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Richard H. Carson, Director
Planning and Development Department
Metro :

2000 S.W. First Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97201-5398

Dear Mr. Carson:

I want to assure you that the 1988 Metro "208" Wastewater Management Plan
update is in compliance with.the Water Quality Act.

I recognize that although much progress has been made during 1988 in
developing plans for the Tualatin River and the Columbia Slough, it would be
premature to expect Metro to adopt final plans for those waters at this time.

I would expect, however, Metro to address those issues in the 1989 plan update.

I appreciate the concern that you and the Council have shown toward

protecting water quality in the Portland metropolitan area. Please call me at
(206) 442-1354 if I can be of any assistance.

Sincerely,

G W

Tom Wilson, Chief
0ffice of Water Planning

cc: Neil Mullane, ODEQ
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December 22, 1988

Mel Huie

METRO

2000 SW First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

Re: METRO 280 Plan

Dear Mr. Huie: .

Recently, you and I discussed recertification of METRO'’s water quality
management plan (208 plan). The major issue was whether METRO needed to
address in the 1988 plan the recent actions by the Environmental Quality
Commission (EQC) in the Tualatin River Basin. Lets review some background
in the Tualatin and what we would expect.

The Department of Environmental Quality has been working during the past
year and half to comply with the provisions of a settlement decree in a
federal District Court case involving a law suit brought by the Northwest
Environmental Defense Center (NEDC) against the US Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA). The settlement decree required the Department of
Environmental Quality to establish total maximum daily loads (IMDLs), waste
load allocations (WLAs) and load allocations (LAs) for the Tualatin River.

The Environmental Quality Commission adopted at their September 9, 1988
meeting, rules which regulate pollutant loads discharged to the Tualatin
and establish TMDLs, WLAs, and LAs for phosphorus and ammonia-nitrogen. The
rules also establish schedules and requirements for the local governments

in Washington, Clackamas, and Multnomah Counties to prepare program plans
that describe how they will meet the load allocations established.

The 208 plan serves as the regional master plan that describes how sewage
facilities operate and provide service to the area within METRO's
boundaries. As such, it identifies the service areas for the various local
governments and the necessary intergovernmental arrangements to provide
these services. The 208 plan also describes a general framework concept for
controlling urban runoff. :

The action by the EQC sets specific instream water pollution criteria and
pollution load limits for specific pollutants in the Tualatin Basin. Thesec
limits have to be met by June 1993, by those sources, both point and
nonpoint, which are discharging to the Tualatin River and its tributaries.
This action, in itself, does not require METRO to change its 208 plan.
However, METRO may need to modify its 208 plan after the local government
submir rheir prasram plans that describe how they will meet the established



Mel Huie

METRO

December 22, 1988
Page 2

limits. These program plans may in fact change the present service areas
and add considerably to the existing urban runoff program contained in the
208 plan.

METRO needs to work with the local governments required to developed program
plans to determine if the 208 plan needs to be modified. The rules give

the Unified Sewage Agency (USA) ninety (90) days from the date of rule
adoption to develop a program plan to address how their facilities will
comply with the waste load allocations established. The rules also give the
local governments, addressing nonpoint source contamination, 18 months to
develop and submit program plans that address how they will meet the load
allocations established by the Department. METRO needs to review these

plans, as they are completed, to determine if modifications need to be made
in the 208 plan.

In summary, several actions should be completed by METRO, as follows:

1. Recertify the current 208 plan with any changes which have
been made to date;

2. Develop a general strategy describing how METRO will assist
local governments to address the new rules and identify the
actions that METRO will be taking on the program plans;

3. Review any plans prepared by local governments to comply with
the new limits and determine what 208 plan changes need to be
made; and

4, Submit changes to the METRO plan by October 1989, for
subsequent 1989 recertification.

Sincerely,

A ff Hetllon—

Neil J. Mullane, Manager
Planning & Monitoring Section
Water Quality Division

NIM:hs
w3132

cc: Bruce Cleland, EPA, Oregon Operations Office



METRO

2000 SW First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
(503) 221-1646

Fax 241-7417

June 19, 1989

Jane McGarvin, Clerk of the Board
Multnomah County Courthouse

1021 S.W.

4th Avenue

Portland, OR 97204

Dear Mrs.

McGarvin:

Enclosed are true copies of the following ordinances adopted by

the Metro Council.

Please file these ordinances in the Metro

file maintained by your county.

Executive Officer
Rena Cusma

Metro Council

*

ORDINANCE NO. 88-249, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER
2.04 METRO CONTRACT PROCEDURES OF THE METRO CODE IN

Mike Ragsdale ORDER TO CLARIFY THE DIVISION OF POWERS BETWEEN THE

i e COUNCIL AND THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER AND MAKING OTHER

Sharron Kelley CHANGES

Deputy Presiding

() wer

7 * ORDINANCE NO. 88-250B, AN ORDINANCE ADDING CHAPTER 5.04
e TO THE METRO CODE TO PROVIDE FOR A ONE PERCENT FOR

. Ceioe RECYCLING PROGRAM

District 3

Richard Devlin - ORDINANCE NO. 88-251, AN ORDINANCE FOR THE PURPOSE OF
i:ngm AMENDING SECTION 4.01.030 OF THE METRO CODE TO PROHIBIT

District 5

George Van Bergen
District 6

Judy Wyers

ILLEGAL PARKING IN THE ZOO PARKING LOT AND OTHER AREAS
ADJACENT TO THE WASHINGTON PARK ZOO, AND PROVIDING FOR
THE ISSUANCE OF CITATIONS BY METRO PERSONNEL

District 8

Tanya Collier * ORDINANCE NO. 88-267, FOR THE PURPOSE OF REVISING METRO
District 9 CODE SECTION 5.04.040 RELATING TO THE MEMBERSHIP ON THE
it i RECYCLING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

David Knowles
District 11

Gary Hansen
District 12

ORDINANCE NO. 89-269, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING
CHAPTERS 2.02, 4.01 AND 5.02 OF THE METRO CODE RELATING
TO THE NAMES OF METRO FACILITIES

ORDINANCE NO. 89-271E, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING
METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.04 RELATING TO CONTRACTING
PROCEDURES

ORDINANCE 88-275, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO
CODE CHAPTER 3.02, AMENDING THE REGIONAL WASTE
TREATMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN AND SUBMITTING IT FOR
RECERTIFICATION
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" ORDINANCE NO. 89-280, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A -

POLICY GIVING PREFERENCE TO THE PURCHASE OF RECYCLED
PAPER AND PAPER PRODUCTS

ORDINANCE‘NO. 89-282, FOR THE PURPOSE OF UPDATING THE
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP)

ORDINANCE NO. 89-283A, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE
NO. 88-247 REVISING THE FY 19888-89 BUDGET AND
APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE TO PROVIDE FUNDING FOR THE
PURPOSE OF IMPLEMENTING THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL

'QUALITY SOLID WASTE REQUIREMENTS AND RESTRUCTURING THE

SOLID WASTE PROGRAMS

ORDINANCE NO. 89-284, AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A FINAL
ORDER AND AMENDING THE METRO URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY FOR
CONTESTED CASE NO. 88~1: ZURCHER PROPERTY

ORDINANCE NO. 89-285A, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENbING
METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.02 BY ADDING SECTION 2.02.28
ESTABLISHING A SMOKING POLICY FOR METRO FACILITIES

ORDINANCE NO. 89-286, AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A FINAL
ORDER AND AMENDING THE METRO URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY FOR
CONTESTED CASE NO. 88-4: BEAN PROPERTY i

ORDINANCE NO. 89-287A, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE
NO. 88-247 REVISING THE FY 1988-~89 BUDGET AND
APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE TO PROVIDE FUNDING FOR MENDING
A CONTRACT WITH GOVERNMENT FINANCE ASSOCIATES TO STAFF
THE WORK PROGRAM OF THE METROPOLITAN GOVERNMENT FINANCE
COMMITTEE AND APPROVING A CONTRACT EXTENSION

ORDINANCE NO. 89-288, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING CODE
SECTION 2.02.090 PROVIDING A PROCEDURE FOR COUNCIL
VOTING

ORDINANCE NO. 89-290, 'FGR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE
1986 WASTE REDUCTION PROGRAM AND THE REGIONAL SOLID
WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
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* ORDINANCE NO. 89-291A, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE
NO. 88-247 REVISING THE FY 1988-89 BUDGET AND
APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE FOR COMPUTER PURCHASES, SYSTEM .
RECONFIGURATION FOR THE PUBLIC AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT AND
WAGE AND SALARY ADJUSTMENT FOR AFSCME REPRESENTED AND
CERTAIN NON-REPRESENTED EMPLOYEES

* ORDINANCE NO. 89-292, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE

‘ NO. 88-247 REVISING THE FY 1988-89 BUDGET AND
APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE FOR Z0OO OPERATIONS AND AFRICAFE
BASEMENT IMPROVEMENTS

Sincerely,

-,

Gwen Ware-Barrett
Clerk of the Council

GWB:bfg:1lc
Enclosures



METRO Memorandum

2000 5. W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
503/221-1646

Date: December 27, 1988

o o - Rena Cusma, Executive Officer

From: ﬁarie ﬁggson, Clerk of the Council

Regarding: Tg?gSMITTAL OF ORDINANCE NO. 88-275 FOR CONSIDERATION OF
\"

Attached for your consideration is a true copy of Ordinance No. 88-
275 adopted by the Council on December 22, 1988.

If you wish to veto this ordinance, I must receive a signed and dated
written veto message from you no later than 5:00 p.m., Friday,

December 30, 1988. The veto message, if submitted, will become part of
the permanent record. If no veto message is received by the time
stated above, this ordinance will be considered finally adopted.

I, Richard E. Engstrom , received this memo and a true copy of
ordinance No. 88-275 from the Council Clerk on December 27, 1988.

Dated: December 27, 1988

I, _Richard E. Engstrom , certify this ordinance was not vetoed
by the Executive Officer.

—> ) )
| /] & )
Signed: | '7(¢A/(/;.?ﬁ : 4

4 > 224 L 1’14'//
Dated: )2-27- £

amn/gpwb
ord



