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M ETRO

Agenda

MEETING:
DATE:
DAY:
TIME:
PLACE:

METRO COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 
April 4, 2002 
Thursday 
2:00 PM
Metro Council Chamber

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

1. INTRODUCTIONS

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

• Regional Water Initiative
• Transportation Investment Task Force

4.

5.

5.1

6.

6.1

7.

7.1

REGIONAL GREENSPACES SYSTEM UPDATE 

CONSENT AGENDA

Consideration of Minutes for the March 28, 2002, Metro Council Regular Meeting. 

ORDINANCES - FIRST READING

Ordinance No. 02-942, For the Purpose of Adding a New Chapter 2.20 to 
the Metro Code Creating the Office of Chief Operating Officer.

RESOLUTIONS

Resolution No. 02-3178, For the Purpose of Adopting the FY 2002-2005 
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) and 
Consolidating Actions of Resolution No. 01-3029A (2002 MTIP Project 
Selection Procedures) and No. 01-3098A (Allocation of FY 2004-2005 
STP/CMAQ Funds).

Monroe



8.

8.1

8.2

CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

Resolution No. 02-3172, For the Purpose of Exempting the Procurement 
of a Personal Services Contract with Oregon Environmental Council 
from the Competitive Procurement Requirements of Metro Code.

Atherton

Resolution No. 02-3173, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Executive Officer Atherton 
to Execute Change Order No. 28 to the Contract Between Metro and CSU 
Transport, Inc. Regarding Waste Transport Services.

9. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATION

ADJOURN

Cable Schedule for Week of April 4, 2002 (PCA)

Sunday
(4/7)

Monday
(4/8)

Tuesday
(4/9)

Wednesday
(4/10)

Thursday
(4/4)

Friday
(4/5)

Saturday
(4/6)

CHANNEL 11 
(Community Access 
Network)
(most of Portland area)

2:00 PM

CHANNEL 21 
(TVCA)
(Washington Co., Lake 
Oswego, Wilsonville)

7:00 PM 1:00 AM 7:00 PM

CHANNEL 30 
(TVCA)
(NE Washington Co. - 
people in Wash. Co. who 
get Portland TCI)

7:00 PM 1:00 AM 7:00 PM

CHANNEL 30 
(CityNet 30)
(most of City of Portland)

8:30 PM 
(previous 
meeting)

2:00 PM

CHANNEL 30
(West Linn Cable Access)
(West Linn, Rivergrove,
Lake Oswego)

4:30 PM 5:30 AM 1:00 PM 
5:30 PM

3:00 PM

CHANNEL 32
(ATT Consumer Svcs.)
(Milwaukie)

10:00 AM 
2:00 PM 
9:00 PM

PLEASE NOTE THAT ALL SHOWING TIMES ARE TENTATIVE BASED ON THE INDIVIDUAL CABLE COMPANIES’ 
SCHEDULES. PLEASE CALL THEM OR CHECK THEIR WEB SITES TO CONFIRM SHOWING TIMES.

Portland Cable Access 
Tualatin Valley Cable Access 
West Linn Cable Access 
Mitwaukie Cable Access

www.pcatv.org
www.tvca.org

www.ci.west-linn.or.us/CommunitvService.s/htmls/wltvsked.htm

(503) 288-1515 
(503) 629-8534 
(503) 650-0275 
(503) 652-4408

Agenda items may not be considered in the exact order. For questions about the agenda, call Clerk of the Council, Chris Billington, 797-1542. 
Public Hearings are held on all ordinances second read and on resolutions upon request of the public. Documents for the record must be 
submitted to the Clerk of the Council to be considered included in the decision record. Documents can be submitted by email, fax or mail or in 
person to the Clerk of the Council. For assistance per the American Disabilities Act (ADA), dial TDD 797-1804 or 797-1540 (Council Office).

http://www.pcatv.org
http://www.tvca.org
http://www.ci.west-linn.or.us/CommunitvService.s/htmls/wltvsked.htm


Agenda Item Number 5.1

Consideration of the March 28,2002 Regular Metro Council Meeting minutes.

Metro Council Meeting 
Thursday, April 4,2002 
Metro Council Chamber



Agenda Item Number 6.1

Ordinance No. 02-942, For the Purpose of Adding a New Chapter 2.20 to the Metro Code Creating the Office of Chief
Operating Officer.

First Reading

Metro Council Meeting 
Thursday, April 4,2002 
Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADDING A NEW 
CHAPTER 2.20 TO THE METRO CODE 
CREATING THE OFFICE OF CHIEF 
OPERATING OFFICER

) Ordinance No. 02-942 
)
) Introduced by Executive Officer Mike 
) Burton and Presiding Officer Carl Hosticka 
) at the request of the Metro Transition 
) Advisory Task Force

WHEREAS, on November 7,2000, the electors of Metro approved Ballot Measure 26-10 
amending the Metro Charter; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Charter amendments, adopted on November 7,2000, require the 
Metro Council to create the offices of Chief Operating Officer and to define the duties and 
responsibilities of the Chief Operating Officer; and

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer and the Presiding Officer created a Metro Transition 
Advisory Task Force consisting of 12 members for the purpose of advising the Executive Officer 
and Council on issues related to the transition to the new charter provisions adopted in 
November 2000; and

WHEREAS, the Transition Advisory Task has recommended that the Metro Council 
create the Office of the Chief Operating Officer and describe the duties and responsibilities of 
the Chief Operating Officer as set forth in a recommended Metro Code Chapter and the 
Executive Officer and Presiding Officer recommend that the Metro Council implement this 
recommendation; now therefore,

THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Office of Chief Operating Officer is created and the duties and 
responsibilities of the Chief Operating Officer shall be as described as set forth in Metro Code 
Chapter 2.20, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

2. The amendments to the Metro Code adopted by this ordinance shall take effect on 
January 6,2003.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of March 2002.

Attest:

Carl Hosticka, Presiding Officer 

Approved as to Form:

Christina Billington, Recording Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel

l:\R-0\2002-r-o\Ord.02-942.Chap.2.20.COO.DBC.02.doc 
OGC/DBC/sm 3/21/2002

Metro Ordinance No. 02-942 
Exhibit A 
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EXHIBIT A
METRO CODE AMENDMENT CREATING THE 

OFFICE OF CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER

CHAPTER 2.20

CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER 

[BECOMES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 6,2003]

SECTIONS TITLE

2.20.010 Creation of Office
2.20.020 Appointment and Removal
2.20.030 Power and Duties of the Chief Operating Officer
2.20.040 Council Not to Interfere with Appointments or Removals
2.20.050 Emergencies
2.20.060 Bond
2.20.070 Compensation
2.20.080 Vacancy

2.20.010 Creation of Office.

The office of Chief Operating Officer is hereby created pursuant to Metro Charter, Section 26. 

2.20.020 Appointment and Removal.

(a) The Chief Operating Officer shall be appointed by the Council President subject 
to confirmation by the Council. The Council President shall involve the Council in all aspects of 
the hiring process. The Chief Operating Officer shall be chosen solely on the basis of executive 
and administrative qualifications with special reference to actual experience in or knowledge of 
accepted practice in respect to the duties of the office set forth in this Chapter. At the time of 
appointment, the appointee need not be a resident of Metro or the state, but during the Chief 
Operating Officer’s tenure of office, shall reside within Metro's corporate boundaries. No 
Coimcil member shall receive such appointment during the terra for which the Council member 
shall have been elected nor within one year after the expiration of the Council member’s term.

(b) The Chief Operating Officer serves at the pleasure of the Council and is subject to 
removal by the Council President with the concurrence of the Council.'

2.20.030 Power and Duties of the Chief Operating Officer.

The Chief Operating Officer shall be the chief administrative officer of Metro, may head one or 
more departments, and shall be responsible to the Metro Council for the proper administration of

I:\R-O\2002-r-o\Ord.02-942.Chap.2  i20.COO.DBC.02.doc 
OGC/DBC/sm 3/21/2002

Metro Ordinance No. 02-942 
Exhibit A 
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all affairs of Metro. To that end, except as otherwise provided by Charter or ordinance, the Chief 
Operating Officer shall have the power and shall be required to:

(a) Appoint, supervise, discipline, or remove all officers and employees of Metro.
The Chief Operating Officer may authorize the head of a department or office to appoint, 
supervise, discipline, or remove subordinates in such department or office'.

(b) Prepare the budget annually and submit it to the Metro Council together with a 
message describing the important features and be responsible for its administration after 
adoption.

(c) Prepare and submit to the Council as of the end of the fiscal year a complete 
report on the finances and administrative activities of Council for the preceding year.

(d) Keep the Metro Council advised of the financial condition and future needs of 
Metro, and make such recommendations as may be deemed desirable.

(e) Recommend to the Metro Council a standard schedule of pay for each appointed 
office and position in Metro service, including minimum, intermediate, and maximum rates.

(f) Recommend to the Metro Council adoption of such measures as may be deemed 
necessary or expedient for the health, safety, or welfare of the region or for the improvement of 
administrative services.

(g) Direct and supervise the administration of all departments, offices, and agencies 
ofMetro.

(h) Consolidate or combine offices, positions, departments, or units under the Chief 
Operating Officer's jurisdiction, with the approval of the Metro Council. The Chief Operating 
Officer may be the head of one or more departments.

(i) Attend all meetings of the Metro Council imless excused by the Coxmcil 
President, and may take part in the discussion of matters coming before the Coimcil. The Chief 
Operating Officer shall be entitled to notice of all regular and special meetings of the Council.

(j) Supervise the purchase of all materials, supplies, and equipment for which funds 
are provided in the budget and let contracts necessary for operation or maintenance ofMetro 
services pursuant to Metro Code Title II Chapter 2.04 (Metro Contract Policies).

(k) Shall, after authorization fi-om the Council, conduct all aspects of real property 
transactions on behalf of the Metro Council.

(l) Work with the Metro Attorney to ensure that all laws and ordinances are duly 
enforced.

I:\R-O\2002-r-o\Ord.02-942.Chap.2.20.COO.DBC.02.doc 
OGC/DBasm 3/21/2002
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(m) Investigate the affairs of Metro or any Metro department or division. Investigate 
all complaints in relation to matters concerning the administration of the government of Metro 
and in regard to Metro services, and see that all franchises, permits, and privileges granted by 
Metro are faithfully observed.

(n) Devote fill! time to the discharge of all official duties.

(o) Perform such other duties as may be required by the Council, not inconsistent 
with Metro Charter, law, or Ordinances.

2.20.040 Council Not to Interfere with Appointments or Removals.

Neither the Cmmcil nor any of its members shall direct or request the appointment of any person 
to, or removal from, office by the Chief Operating Officer or any of the Chief Operating Officer's 
subordinates, or in any manner take part in the appointment or removal of officers and 
employees in the administrative services of Metro. Nothing in this section shall prevent the 
Coiincil President or individual coimcilors from participating with the Chief Operating Officer in 
the assignment and performance review of Council staff. The Metro Council shall direct staff 
resources through the Chief Operating Officer.

2.20.050 Emergencies.

In case of accident, disaster, or other circumstance creating a public emergency, the Chief 
Operating Officer may award contracts and make purchases for the purpose of meeting the 
emergency; but the Chief Operating Officer shall file promptly with the Council a certificate 
showing such emergency and the necessity for such action, together with an itemized account of 
all expenditures.

2.20.060 Bond.

The Chief Operating Officer shall furnish a surety bond to be approved by the Council, said bond 
to be conditioned on the faithful performance of all the Chief Operating Officer's duties. The 
premium of the bond shall be paid by Metro.

2.20.070 Compensation.

The Chief Operating Officer shall receive such compensation as the Council shall fix from time 
to time by contract.

2.20.080 Vacancy.

Any vacancy in the office of the Chief Operating Officer shall be filled with all due speed.
During any vacancy or incapacity, the Council President may appoint an acting Chief Operating 
Officer subject to confirmation by the Coimcil. .

I:\R-0\2002-r-o\Ord.02-942.Chap.2.20.COO.DBC.02.doc 
OGC/DBC/sm 3/21/2002

Metro Ordinance No. 02-942 
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Agenda Item Number 7.1

Resolution No. 02-3178, For the Purpose of Adopting the FY 2002-2005 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 
Program (MTIP) and Consolidating Actions of Resolution No. 01-3029A (2002 MTIP Project Selection Procedures)

and No. 01-3098A (Allocation of FY 2004-2005 STP/CMAQ Funds).

Metro Council Meeting 
Thursday, April 4,2002 
Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE FY 2002-2005 )
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT ) 
PROGRAM (MTIP) AND CONSOLIDATING ACTIONS OF ) 
RESOLUTION NO. 01-3029A (2002 MTIP PROJECT )
SELECTION PROCEDURES) AND NO. 01-3098A )
(ALLOCATION OF FY 2004-2005 STP/CMAQ FUNDS) )

RESOLUTION NO. 02-3178

Introduced by:
Councilor Rod Monroe 
JPACT Chair

WHEREAS, planning regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation identify JJetro as the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Portland urban area; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to federal regulations Metro, acting as the Portland-area MPO, has 
prepared an FY 2002-2005 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) that is shown in 
Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the MTIP lists all projects authorized to obligate federal funds in the following three 
years for improvement and maintenance of transportation facilities according to project, or project 
category, funding type, phase of work and year of intended obligation; and

and
WHEREAS, Metro has also approved a fourth year of projects for federal informational purposes;

WHEREAS, Metro recognizes the fourth year of projects as regional commitments; and

WHEREAS, projects included in the first three years must rely only upon funds which the MPO 
reasonably anticipates will be available; and

WHEREAS, the fourth year of an MTIP may exceed reasonably anticipated revenues; and

WHEREAS, the MTIP schedule of projects assumes availability of carryover funds and limitation 
from prior years of the program, including repayment to the region of $1.275 million of STP funds, at .100 
percent limitation, borrowed fi-om the region by the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) at the 
end of FY 1992 and $2.8 million of Transportation Enhancement authority, also at 100 percent 
limitation, assigned by ODOT for Metro allocation in the 2000 MTIP, and against which project authority 
was programmed but was deferred in FY 2002 and FY 2003 imtil FY 2004 or later, in order to increase 
statewide funding of urgent maintenance activity; and

WHEREAS, Metro expects approximately $30.9 million of Regional Surface Transportation 
Program funds (STP) and $19.8 million of Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality funds (CMAQ) to be 
appropriated over federal fiscal years 2004 and 2005; and

WHEREAS, ODOT has requested that the Region 1 local program exceed limitation authority in 
FY 20Q2 and potentially in FY 2003 to assist with timely drawdown of statewide federal aid funding; and

WHEREAS, some projects intended for early obligation have slipped and projects intended to 
rely on later appropriations are ready to advance; and
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WHEREAS, the MTIP must also describe significant transportation projects reliant on non- 
federal funds in sufficient detail to permit modeling of potentially adverse or beneficial air quality effects; 
and

WHEREAS, Metro has prepared an air quality Conformity Determination showing that all funds 
approved in the MTIP conform to the State (Air Quality) Implementation Plan for attainment and 
maintenance of air quality standards; and

WHEREAS, the Conformity Determination has been the subject of a 30-day public comment 
period in which no significant public or agency comments have been received to dispute the Conformity 
finding; and

WHEREAS, Metro has provided opportunity for public involvement at all significant points 
during its development of the MHP; and

WHEREAS, the MPO must consider the relationship of the MTIP to Environmental Justice 
policies issued by Executive Order 12898; and

WHEREAS, the MHP must describe the project selection procedures which implement policies 
and priorities of the Regional Transportation Plan during MTIP project selection; and

WHEREAS, the MPO is required to list major projects implemented from the previous MTIP and 
to discuss obstacles to plarmed implementation of major projects; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED:

1. The lists of regional and state highway and transit projects and obligation authority shown in 
Exhibit A, including its text and appendices, is approved as the Portland-area FY 2002-2005 
MTIP.

2. The Priorities 2002 allocations of regional flexible funds approved in the MTIP are 
conditioned upon terms listed in Appendix 10 of the MTIP.
The revenue projections shown on page 3 of the MHP, and which are discussed in greater 
detail in Appendix 2 of the MHP demonstrate fiscal constraint of the approved program, 
knowing that programming intentionally exceeds projected revenue due to ODOT’s 
commitment of statewide revenue and limitation.
The Conformity Determination included in Appendix 6 of the MHP is approved.
The Public Involvement summary shown in Appendix 3 of the MHP shows that its adoption 
complies with both federal planning regulations and Metro’s own public involvement 
policies.

6. Appendix 7 of the MHP shows that the MTIP allocations address federal Environmental 
Justice mandates, as well as can be determined at this time, given limited demographic data 
and absence of approved policy guidance.

7. The MHP discussion of Project prioritization and project selection contained in pages 7-9 of 
the MTIP and in Appendix 4, adequately summarize JPACT and Metro Council approved 
MHP project selection procedures that were formally approved in Metro Resolution No. 01- 
3025A and which are designed to reinforce Metro’s 2040 Growth Concept land use 
objectives and RTP multimodal transportation system objectives.

3.

4.
5.
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8. Metro staff is authorized to coordinate final programming of projects and project phases with 
ODOT and local agency staff within dollar limits herein approved; consistent with adopted 
MITP Management Guidelines.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of _ 2002.

Carl Hosticka, Presiding Officer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Dan Cooper, General Coimsel

l:\trans\tp\share\2002-05 MTIP Res.doc

Resolution No. 02-3178 Page 3 of 3



FY 2002 - 2005
PORTLAND METROPOLITAN AREA 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

March 7,2002

Exhibit A to Resolution No. 02-3178



STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 02-3178 FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF ADOPTING THE FY 2002-2005 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (MITP) AND CONSOLIDATING ACTIONS 
OF RESOLUTION NO. 01-3029A (2002 MTIP PROJECT SELECTION 
PROCEDURES) AND NO. 01-3098A (ALLOCATION OF FY 2004-2005 
STP/CMAQ FUNDS)

Date: February 21,2002 Prepared by: Mike Hoglund 
Planning Department

This resolution would approve the FY 2002-2005 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 
(MITP). It would integrate the Priorities 2002 allocations of FY 2004-2005 Surface Transportation 
Improvement Program (STP) funds ($30.8 million) and Congestion Mitigation/Air. Quality (CMAQ) 
funds ($19.8 million), with fiinds already programmed in the FY 2000-2003 MTIP. It would approve the 
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) programming of freeway expansion, pavement 
preservation, bridge rehabilitation, safety and operations funds proposed for obligation on projects within 
the Portland urban area. It would also approve programming of transit funds proposed by Tri-Met, 
including fixed guideway New Start funds (e.g.. Interstate MAX and South Corridor planning and 
engineering), rail and bus maintenance funds and other miscellaneous transit categories (but excluding the 
bulk of Tri-Met general funds).

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Content and Timing of the MTIP.
Metro is the Portland-area’s designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). Under federal 
regulations, Metro must develop an MTIP every two years. The MTIP must identify all projects that are 
approved to obligate federal transportation funds, their phases, the type of funds authorized for 
expenditure and the year in which each phase of work is approved to spend money. The MITP must also 
describe “significant” non-federally funded transportation projects in sufficient detail that their potential 
negative or positive regional air quality effects can be modeled.

The MTIP covers four federal fiscal years of funding (October 1,2001 to September 30,2005). The first 
three years of projects rely on funding that is “reasonably anticipated.” Federal regulations allow a fourth 
year to be included for information purposes. The fourth year does not need to be constrained to expected 
funding. The 2002 MTIP includes a fourth year of programming and, although some degree of 
overprogramming occurs, projects approved are considered to be regional commitments that will be 
honored with the next available regional funds. Tables listing the total program of regionally approved 
projects are shown in Section 2 of the MT IP that is included as Exhibit 1 of the Resolution.

Federally Mandated MTTP Elements
Federal planning regulations stipulate that a number of issues must be addressed in the MTTP, including:

• MTTP constraint to reasonably anticipated revenue;
• Project Prioritization (i.e., project selection criteria);
• Basis for project selection (i.e., how projects are chosen to advance each year);
• Air Quality Conformity;
• Environmental Justice;

Staff Report to Resolution No. 02-3178 Page 1 of2



• Public involvement opportunities; and
• MTIP relationship to implementation of Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policies and 

reconciliation of competing RTP modal trade-offs.

The first 30 pages of the MTEP address these requirements and will not be further summarized here. The 
2002 MTIP is constrained to reasonably anticipated revenue. Its project prioritization criteria fully reflect 
regional transportation and land use policies. Annual selection of projects to advance is achieved by a 
consensus process in consultation with ODOT and all the region's effected operating agencies. All 
project allocations have been foimd to conform with quantitative and qualitative considerations of the 
State Air Quality Implementation Plan. The current MTIP allocations reflect consideration of federally 
mandated Environmental Justice factors and have been made with ample opportunity for agency and 
public review and comment. Finally, the history of MTIP allocations and project implementation show a 
distinct record of consistent, focussed progress in achievement of RTP multi-modal system goals.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approval of Resolution No. 02-3178.

l:\trans\tp\share\02-05 MTIP stf.doc
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Agenda Item Number 8.1

Resolution No. 02-3172, For the Purpose of Exempting the Procurement of a Personal Services Contract with 
the Oregon Environmental Council from the Competitive Procurement Requirements of Metro Code.

Contract Review Board

Metro Council Meeting 
Thursday, April 4,2002 
Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXEMPTING THE 
PROCUREMENT OF A PERSONAL SERVICES 
CONTRACT WITH OREGON 
ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE PROCUREMENT 
REQUIREMENTS OF METRO CODE

RESOLUTION NO. 02-3172 

Introduced by:
Mike Burton, Executive Officer

WHEREAS, Metro is responsible for ensuring proper disposal of solid waste in the region 
and for reducing the amount and toxicity of that waste; and,

WHEREAS, disposal of fluorescent light tubes into the solid waste stream releases mercury, 
a persistent toxin, into the waste stream and the environment; and,

WHEREAS, Oregon Environmental Coimcil (OEC) proposed that Metro sponsor a grant 
application to the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) for a grant by which OEC, 
under the direction of Metro, would perform work to increase the recycling of fluorescent light tubes 
from businesses in the Metro region; and,

WHEREAS, Metro submitted that application to DEQ, naming OEC as the entity that Metro 
would supervise and to which Metro would direct grants funds if such funds were awarded; and,

WHEREAS, DEQ has awarded the grant to Metro in the amount of $18,000 for, Metro's 
subsequent transmittal of the grant funds to OCE; and,

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.062 provides that Metro may enter a contract with a 
service provider for an amount greater than $2,500 without public bidding or alternate procurement if 
there is only one qualified provider of the required service and the contract review board specifically 
exempts such contract from the public bidding or alternate procurement requirement;

WHEREAS, for the justifications set forth in the attached Exhibit “A”, the Metro Contract 
Review Board finds that OEC is such a qualified provider and that allowing award of a contract 
during FY 2002-03 to OEC meets the requirements of Metro Code Section 2.04.062.

WHEREAS, the resolution was submitted to the Executive Officer for consideration and was 
forwarded to the Council for approval; now therefore,

BEIT RESOLVED:

1. That the Metro Contract Review Board adopts as its findings the 
justifications, information and reasoning set forth in Exhibit “A” and incorporated by 
reference into this Resolution as if set forth in full; and,

2. That based upon such findings, the Metro Contract Review Board 
exempts a contract with OEC from the competitive procurement requirements of the 
Metro Code.

Resolution No. 02-3172 
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ADOPTED by the Metro Council this_____ day of _ 2002.

Approved as to form:

s:\sharc\dq7tMcgislation\occTcsolutioadoc

Carl Hosticka, Presiding Officer

Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel
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EXHIBIT “A”

FINDINGS SUPPORTING THE EXEMPTION A PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACT WITH 
OREGON ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL FROM THE COMPETITIVE PROCUREMENT

REQUIREMENTS OF METRO CODE

1. BACKGROUND

Each year, the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) conducts a competitive grant 
program to fund local solid waste management and waste reduction projects. Local governments are 
allowed to perform the work themselves or pass through the funds to others (e.g., community groups, 
non-profit organizations), which will work under contract and the direction of the local agency.

For the year 2001 grant round, the Oregon Environment Coimcil (OEC), a non-profit organization, asked 
Metro to apply for a grant to conduct a project to increase the recycling of fluorescent lights firom 
businesses. After review and discussion with OEC staff, Metro submitted an application to the DEQ for 
$20,000. The grant application specified that the Metro would supervise the project and the Oregon 
Environmental Council would perform the work. In January 2002, a grant was awarded to Metro slightly 
modifying the scope of work and revising the cost of the project downward to $18,000. Metro and DEQ 
will enter into a contract for the project. Metro is contracting with the OEC to perform the project.

Metro Code Section 2.04.062 provides that Metro may enter a contract with a service provider for an 
amoimt greater than $2,500 without public bidding or alternate procurement if there is only one qualified 
provider of the required service and the contract review board specifically exempts such contract from 
the public bidding or alternate procurement requirement.

2. FINDINGS

2.1. Findings supporting the exemption of personal services contract from the competitive 
procurement requirements of the Metro Code.

The Metro Contract Review Board finds that there is only one qualified provider of the services 
required and exempts a contact with OEC from the applicable procurement procedures of Metro 
Code Section 2.04.042. This finding and exemption is supported by the fact that the contract is 
for work to be performed by the Oregon Environmental Coimcil under terms of a grant that was 
awarded to Metro by the State of Oregon's Department of Environmental Quality. The grant was 
awarded to Metro on the understanding that OEC would be contracted with to perform the work.

S:\SHARE\Dqjl\WRP40\DEQ OCE HG\OEC Resohition.doc
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATON OF RESOLUTION NO. 02-3172, FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXEMPTING THE 
PROCUREMENT OF A PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACT WITH OREGON ENVIRONMENTAL 
COUNCIL FROM THE COMPETTTTVE PROCUREMENT REQUIREMENTS OF METRO CODE

Date; February 26, 2002 Prepared by: Scott Klag

BACKGROUND

Each year, the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) conducts a competitive grant 
program to fund local solid waste management and waste reduction projects. Local governments are 
allowed to perform the work themselves or pass through the funds to others (e.g., community groups, 
non-profit organizations) who will work under contract to the local agency.

For the year 2001 grant round, the Oregon Environment Council (OEC), a non-profit organization, asked 
Metro to apply for a grant to conduct a project to increase the recycling of fluorescent lights from 
businesses. Disposing fluorescent light tubes into the garbage releases mercury, a persistent . 
bioaccumulative toxin, into the environment. The project was designed to reach out to building owners 
and managers within the region about why they should and how they can recycle these lights.

After review and discussion with OEC staff, Metro submitted an application to the DEQ for $20,000.
The grant application specified that the Metro would supervise the project and the Oregon Enviromnental 
Council would perform the work. In January 2002, a grant was awarded to Metro slightly modifying the , 
scope of work and revising the cost of the project downward to $18,000.

Metro Code Section 2.04.062 provides that Metro may enter a contract with a service provider for an 
amount greater than $2,500 without public bidding or alternate procurement if there is only one qualified 
provider of the required service and the contract review board specifically exempts such contract from the 
public bidding or alternate procurement requirement.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

1. Known Opposition

There is no known opposition to this resolution.

2. Legal Antecedents

The objectives of the project are consistent with the goals and objectives of adopted Regional Solid Waste 
Management Plan (RSWMP) (Ordinance No. 95-624) as amended by the new recommended strategies 
for the management of hazardous waste (Ordinance No. 00-815B). The RSWMP promotes protection of 
the environment through educating residents about the proper disposal of hazardous products.

Staff Report to Resolution No. 02-3172 
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3. Anticipated EfTects

Approval of the resolution will enable Metro to enter into a contract with the OCE to carry out the grant 
project. The project is expected to result in a decrease in the disposal of and an increase in the recycling 
of fluorescent light tubes.

4. Budget Impacts

Funds for the contract will be reimbursed by the DEQ. Sufficient staff resources to oversee the grant 
have been budgeted for.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution 02-3172.

S:\SHARE\Dept\WRP&0\DEQ OCE HGVOEC resolution staff report,doc
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600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Metro

Must Be Under $25,

Attachment “A” to Staff Report for 
Resolution No. 02-3172

Contract No.______________________

PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is between Metro, a metropolitan service district organized under the laws of the State of
Oregon and the Metro Charter, located at 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, OR 97232-2736, and Jhe__________ Oregon
Environmental Council. 520 SW 6th. Suite 940. Portland. Oregon 97204. referred to herein as “Contractor”.

In exchange for the promises and other consideration set forth below, the parties agree as follows:

1. Duration: This personal services Agreement shall be effective _____________,20___ , and shall remain in
effect until and including_________;____________ , 20___ , unless terminated or extended as provided in this
Agreement.

2. Payment: Metro shall pay Contractor for services performed in the amount of/not to exceed (written amount)
_______ Eighteen thousand and _______ 00/100 Dollars ($18.000).

3. Terms: Payment for services will be made in the manner: Quarterly payments (lump sum, monthly installments, 
progress payments, etc.). Payment to be made within 30 days of receipt of an approved invoice.

4. Scope of Work: Contractor shall provide all services and materials specified below which is incorporated into this 
Agreement by reference. All services and materials shall be provided by Contractor in accordance with the Scope of 
Work in a competent and professional manner.

Scope of Work: (attach additional pages as needed) See attached

All terms on the reverse side of this document are hereby made a part of this AGREEMENT.

CONTRACTOR.

Signature_____

Date_________

Name

METRO

Signature.

Date____

Title_____

Address Department. 

Division___
Tax ID No. or 
Social Security No.. Telephone.

Telephone. Project Manager.



Fax

THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:
Telephone & Fax_

ARTICLE I; LIABILITY AND INDEMNITY
CONTRACTOR is an independent contractor and assumes full responsibility for its perfonnance and assumes full responsibility for 

all liability for bodily injury or physical damage to persons or property arising out of or related to this Contract, Contractor shall indemnify, 
defend and hold harmless METRO, its elected officials, officers, employees and agents, from any and all claims, demands, damages, actions, 
losses, and expenses, including attome/s fees, whether before the commencement of litigation at trail or on appeal, arising out of or in any 
way connected with Its performance of this Contract. CONTRACTOR is solely responsible for paying CONTRACTOR'S subcontractors and 
nothing contained herein shall create or be construed to create any contractual relationship between any subcontractor(s) and METRO. 
CONTRACTOR is solely responsible for the acts and omissions of its’ agents, employees, subcontractors, and/or representatives and for ali 
ciaims.

ARTICLE II: TERMINATION
METRO may terminate this Contract upon giving CONTRACTOR seven (7) days’ written notice. In the event of termination, CONTRACTOR 

shall be entitled to payment for goods received prior to the date of termination. METRO shall not be liable for any Indirect or consequential, or any other 
damages whatsoever. Termination by METRO shall not vraive any claim or remedies it may have against CONTRACTOR.

ARTICLE III: INSURANCE
CONTRACTOR shall purchase and maintain, at CONTRACTOR’S expense, the following types of insurance covering the 

CONTRACTOR, its employees and agents. Insurance coverage shall be a minimum of $1,000,000 per occurrence.

A. Broad form comprehensive general liability Insurance covering personal injury, property damage, and bodily injury with 
automatic coverage for premises and operation and product liability. The policy must be endorsed with contractual liability 
coverage. METRO. Its elected officials, departments, employees, and aoents shall be named as an ADDITIONAL INSURED.

B. Automobile bodily injury and property damage liability Insurance. METRO. Its elected officials, departments, employees, 
and agents shall be named as an ADDITIONAL INSURED.

This insurance as well as all workers’ compensation coverage for compliance with ORS 656.017 must cover CONTRACTOR’S 
operations under this Contract, whether such operations are by CONTRACTOR or by any subcontractor or anyone directly or indirectly 
employed by either of them.

CONTRACTOR shall provide METRO with a certificate of insurance complying with this article and naming METRO as an additional 
Insured within fifteen (15) days of execution of this Contract or twenty-four (24) hours before services under this Contract commence, 
whichever date is earlier. Notice of any material change or policy cancellation shall be provided to METRO thirty days (30) prior to the change.

ARTICLE IV: PUBLIC CONTRACTS
All applicable provisions of ORS chapters 187 and 279, and all other terms and conditions necessary to be inserted into public contracts in the 

State of Oregon, are hereby incorporated as if such provision were a part of this Agreement, including, but not limited to, ORS 279.310 to 279.320.

ARTICLE V: ATTORNEYS FEES
In the event of any litigation concerning this Contract, the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attome/s fees and court costs, 

including fees and costs on appeal to any appellate courts.

ARTICLE VI: QUALITY OF GOODS
Unless otherwise specified, all materials shall be new and both workmanship and materials shall be of excellent quality. All workers and 

subcontractors shall be skilled in their trades. CONTRACTOR guarantees all work against defects in material or workmanship for a period of one (1) 
year from the date of acceptance or final payment by METRO, whichever is later. All guarantees and warranties of goods furnished to CONTRACTOR 
or subcontractors by any manufacturer or supplier shall be deemed to run to the benefit of METRO.

In addition to any express warranties provided by the CONTRACTOR, all implied vrarranties covered by ORS Chapter 72 shall apply to any goods 
provided under this contract, and are hereby expressly not disclaimed.

ARTICLE VII: SAFETY
If services of any nature are to be performed in connection with the providing goods pursuant to this agreement, CONTRACTOR shall take all 

necessary precautions for the safety of employees and others in the vicinity of the services being performed and shall comply with all applicable 
provisions of federal, state and local safety laws and building codes, including the acquisifion of any required pennits. Ail applicable MSD sheets shall 
accompany the goods.

ARTICLE VIII: RIGHT TO WITHHOLD PAYMENTS
METRO shall have the right to withhold from payments due CONTRACTOR such sums as necessary, in METRO’S sole opinion, to protect 

METRO against any loss, damage or claim which may result from CONTRACTOR'S performance or failure to perform under this agreement or the failure 
of CONTRACTOR to make proper payment to any suppliers or subcontractors.

ARTICLE IX- COMPLIANCE
CONTRACTOR shall comply with federal, state, and local laws, statutes, and ordinances relative to the execution of the work. This 

requirement includes, but is not limited to, non-discrimination, safety and health, environmental protection, waste reduction and recycling, fire protection, 
permits, fees and similar subjects.

ARTICLE X: INTEGRATION OF CONTRACT DOCUMENTS
All of the provisions of any proposal documents including, but not limited to, the Advertisement for Proposal, General and Special Instructions 

to Proposers, Proposal, Scope of Work, and Specifications which were utilized in conjunction with the bidding of this Contract are hereby expressly 
incorporated by reference. Otherwise, this Contract represents the entire and integrated agreement between METRO and CONTRACTOR and 
supersedes all prior negotiations, representations or agreements, either written or oral. This Contract may be amended only by written instrument 
signed by both METRO and CONTRACTOR. The law of the state of Oregon shall govern the construction and interpretation of this Contract

ARTICLE XI: ASSIGNMENT , _ ^ L
CONTRACTOR shall not assign any rights or obligations under or arising from this Contract without prior wntten consent from METRO, which 

consent shall not be unreasonable withheld.



ATTACHMENT TO PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
(Attachment “A” to Staff Report for Resolution No. 02-3172)

SCOPE OF WORK

PROJECT

Metro is contracting with The Oregon Environmental Council (OEC) to carry out a mercury waste 
prevention and recycling grant awarded to Metro and the OEC by the Oregon Department of 
Enviromnental Quality (DEQ). (See attached "DEQ SWPRG Agreement No. 102-02" hereafter 
referenced as the "Grant Agreement.") The goal of the project will be to reduce mercury pollution 
through increased recycling of commercial fluorescent light tubes.

CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBELITIES

Contractor is responsible for performing the work in accordance with the provisions of the Grant 
Agreement. Contractor will perform project activities for the amount and as described in the Grant 
Agreement's Exhibit D - Approved Application, Exhibit E - Amended Project Work Plan and Schedule, 
Exhibit F-Amended Budget and Exhibit G - Amended Project Description.

Contractor shall prepare all reports or other deliverables on project activities required under, and in the 
form prescribed by, the Grant Agreement including Project Progress Reports and the final report. 
Contractor will submit all such reports or other deliverables to Metro for review and approval. Metro 
will submit these reports to the DEQ.

Contractor shall provide Metro with information necessary for Metro to meet requirements of the Grant 
Agreement including, but not limited to, the preparation of "Payment and Expenditure Reports".

METRO'S RESPONSIBILITIES

Metro will be responsible for submitting to the DEQ all reports or other deliverables required imder the 
Grant Agreement. Metro will also provide assistance on the project as described in the Grant 
Agreement.

AMENDMENTS

This agreement may be amended consistent with Metro contract requirements and upon written 
agreement of both parties. Any amendments to the Grant Agreement between Metro and the DEQ shall 
require an amendment to this agreement before they are considered as incorporated into this agreement.

PAYMENT

Contractor will invoice Metro on a quarterly basis using the Grant Agreement's "Payment and 
Expenditure Report" form. 1

PROJECT MANAGERS

■ Metro: Andrew Staab, REM, 2001 Washington St, Oregon City, OR 97045, (503) 655-0480, ext 
231; (503) 655-2699 (fax), staaba@metro.dst.or.us

■ Oregon Environmental Coimcil: Laura Weiss, 520 S.W. 6th Ave Suite 940, Portland OR, 97204 
(503) 222-1963, fax (503) 222-1405; laura@orcoucil.org

S:\SHARE\Depl\WRPtO\DEQ OCE HG\OEC Metro Hg Scope ofwoA.doc
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STATE OF OREGON fyo.4^-3/72.

Solid Waste Planning and Recycling Grant Program Agreement

DEQ SWPRG AGREEMENT NO. 102-02
This agreement Is between the State of Oregon, acting by and through Its Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ), and Metro (Recipient).

RECIPIENT DATA DEQ DATA
Project Officer: Andrew Staab

Title: Hazardous Waste Facility
Supervisor

Organization: Metro South Household
Hazardous Waste Facility 

Address: 2001 Washington Street

Oregon City, OR ’97045

DEQ Grant
Officer , DaveKunz
Title: Solid Waste Technical

Assistant
Department of Environmental 
Quality
Northwest Region

2020 SW. Fourth Avenue, Suite 
400
Portland, OR 97201-4987

Phone: 503-655-0480. Phone: (503) 229-6237
E-mail: Staaba(5)metro.dst.or.us E-mail: Kunz.Davld@deq.state.or.us

WHEREAS, the award of financial assistance, which Is the Subject of this agreement. Is 
authorized by Oregon Revised Statute 459A.120(2)(e) and Oregon Administrative Rules 340-83- 
010-100; and,

WHEREAS, DEQ has reviewed the recipient's application In a competition and determined the 
project Is feasible, and merits funding; and,

•
WHEREAS, DEQ IS Willing to provide a grant of $18,000.00 to the recipient on the terms and ■ 
conditions of the agreement;

THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

1. Description of Project

The project is described In the “Application for Grant Funds,” which Is attached as Exhibit D and is 
made a part of this agreement. If.recipient will distribute grant funds to another agency or 
contractor, all conditions of this agreement will apply to that agency or contractor.

a. Recipient agrees to the following schedule for the project, which is shown In Exhibit D, 
Section 7 - Project Work Plah and Schedule or. If applicable. Amended Project Work 
Plan and Schedule (Exhibit E):

Begin Date: When the last required signature is obtained, but not before
March 1,2002.

End bate: February 28,2003

Page 1 of 29
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b. Grant funds approved may be less than requested. If partial funding is approved, the 
project work plan and schedule shown in Exhibit D, Section 7 is modified and attached 
as Exhibit E. If applicable, an Amended Budget will.be attached as Exhibit F. Any other 
modifications to the project budget, work plan, or schedule must be approved in writing 
by DEQ. Requests for amendments must be made at ieast 30 days before this 
agreement expires.

Grant Distribution Terms

a. Subject to the terms and conditions of the agreement and in reiiance upon recipient's 
approved application and certifications made by the recipient in it, DEQ agrees to 
provide funds not to exceed $18,000.

b. DEQ will not be obligated to provide any portion of the grant if there has been a change 
in the legislation affecting DEQ's ability to provide funds under the Solid Waste 
Planning and Recycling Grant Program.

c. The transfer of funds from DEQ to the recipient will be made upon receipt and approval 
of semi-annual “Project Progress Report” (Exhibit A) and “Payment Request and

. Expenditure Report” (Exhibit B) forms. Recipient may submit a written request for the 
release of partial funds upon acceptance of a fully executed grant agreement. These 
requests should be sent to the DEQ grant officer listed on page'1 and should state how 
much is needed and why funds are needed at the beginning of the project. This can be 
up to 90% of total funds, if funds are needed to purchase equipment, for example. 
Routine grant expenses will be paid on a reimbursement basis, after project progress 
reports and payment requests are approved by the DEQ grant officer.

d. DEQ will withhold 10 percent of the funds for the project until the recipient has 
submitted, and DEQ has approved, a final report on a form provided by DEQ. Project 
status will be determined by periodic inspection by the DEQ grant officer or Solid 
Waste Planning and Recycling Grant Program coordinator.

Procurement and Contracting Procedures . .

Recipients may use their own or DEQ's procurement and contracting procedures. If 
working with a contractor, recipient must select a contractor through a competitive bidding 
process or be able to document that the contractor selected is a unique source of the 
services, supplies, etc.

Eligible Activities

The use of the grant Is expressly limited to the activities in the Approved Application,
Exhibit D. DEQ will require.reimbursement of any grant funds used for ineligible activities 
and may, at Its sole discretion, terminate this agreement if grant funds are used for 
ineligible activities.
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5. Ineligible Activities

The use of the grant is expressly prohibited for:
• disposal site engineering, design or hydrogeologic study required by DEQ permit or 

enforcement action
• costs for which payment has been or wili be received under another financial 

assistance program
capital expenditures for solid waste planning .
costs incurred prior to Issuance or after the expiration date of this agreement 
license applications or permit fees
ordinary operating expenses that are not directly related to the project 
unauthorized activities for rolling stock, purchased in whole or in part with the grant, 

during its expected service life (Unauthorized activities are any activities not related to 
pursuing the goals or results of the project.)

• costs Incurred for landfill closures.

Matching Non-Grant Resources

Recipient has provided non-grant resources with a total value of $9,000, which are 
available and committed to the project.

Amendments

The terms of the agreement, including time frames for project completion, wil) not be 
Waived, altered, modified, supplemented, or amended in any manner except by written 
instrument signed by both parties of this agreement. Such written modification will be 
made a part of this agreement and subject to all other agreement provisions. Requests for 
amendments must be made at least 30 days before this agreement expires.

8. Termination

This agreement may be terminated by mutual consent of both parties, of by either party 
upon 30 days’ notice, in writing and delivered by certified mail or In person.

DEQ rfiay terminate this agreement effective upon delivery of written notice to the recipient, 
or at a later date, if DEQ funding from state or other sources is not obtained and continued 
at levels sufficient to allow for continuation of the project. The agreement may be rtiodified 

• to accommodate a reduction in funds.

Any such termination of this agreement shall be without prejudice to any obligations or 
liabilities of either party already accrued prior to such termination.

By written notice to the recipient, DEQ may terminate the whole or any part of the 
agreement if:
• the recipient uses grant funds for ineligible activities; or
• the recipient fails to perform any of the provisions of the agreement; or
• so fails to pursue the Work as to endanger performance of the agreemerit in 

accordance vyith its terms; and
• after receipt of written notice from DEQ, fails to correct such failures within i 0 days or 

such longer period as DEQ may authorize.
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The rights and remedies of DEQ provided in the above clause shall not be exclusive and 
are In addition to any other rights and remedies provided by law or under this agreement. 
Such remedies may Include, but are not limited to, termination of the agreement, stop 
payment on or return of the grant, payment of interest earned on the grant, declaration of 
ineligibility for the receipt of future grants from the SWPRG account, and withholding of 
other DEQ funds due the recipient.

9. Financial Records and Inspection

a. All financial records, source supporting documents, and all other records pertinent to 
this grant must be retained by the recipient for three (3) years after the project Is 
completed.

The recipient gives DEQ and any authorized representative of DEQ access to and the 
right tp examine all books, records, papers, or documents relating to this grant.

10. Reports/Deliverables

a.

c.

d.

The recipient will submit a Project Progress Report (Exhibit. A) arid Payment Request 
and Expenditure Report (Exhibit B) to DEQ on a semi-annual basis on forms provided 
by DEQ. Semi-annual reports shall cover the periods January 1 to June 30, and July 1 
to December 31. Progress and expenditure reports are due within 30 days following 
the end of each reporting period.

The recipient will submit a Final Report (Exhibit C) and Payment Request and 
Expenditure Report (Exhibit B) on forms provided by DEQ within 60 days following 
project completion. The Final Report will include complete results of the project. 
Including evaluation and measurement data.

With the Final Report, grantee will make available copies of any materials developed In, 
.the project or related to it, such as brochures, public service announcerrients, news 
clippings, or reports.

If the grant is for a household hazardous waste (HHW) plan, grantee will submit a copy 
of the plan with the final report. Guidelines for writing an HHW plan may be obtained 
from the DEQ grant officer.

e. Grantee agrees to provide on request additional Information needed by DEQ to 
evaluate the effectiveness of the project.

f. Grantee agrees to make Information on project processes and results available to DEQ 
for adoption by others.

11. Compliance with Applicable Law

The recipient shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, regulations, executive 
■ . orders, and ordinances applicable to the work under this agreement. Without limiting the 

g^erality of the foregoing, the recipient expressly agrees to comply with: (i) Title VI of Civil 
Rights Act of 1964; (li) Section V of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; (ill) the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 and ORS 659.425; (iv) ail regulations and administrative rules 
established pursuant to the foregoing laws; and (v) all other applicable requirements of 
federal and state civil rights and rehabilitation statutes, rules, and regulations. Agency’s
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performance under this agreement is conditioned upon recipient’s compliance with the 
provisions of ORS 279.312,279.314,279.316,279.320, and 279.555, which are 
incorporated by reference herein. .

12. Indemnity

To the extent permitted by law, the recipient shall defend, save, and hold harmless the 
State of Oregon and DEQ, its officers* agents, employees, and members, from all claims, 
suits, or actions of whatsoever nature resulting from or arising out of the activities of the 
recipient or its sub-contractors, agents, or employees in connection with this grant or the 
project.

13. Ownership of Protect

Unless prior written exceptions are given by DEQ, all equipment, rnaterials, and other 
capital goods purchased in liili or in part with grant funds must be used only for the 
purposes specified in Exhibit D. The recipient shall retain ownership of the property and 
materials of this project. Recipient shall account for property and materials upon 
termination of this agreement and shall obtain written permission from DEQ before selling 
or transfem’ng them. Information, processes, results, and technologies developed under 

. the agreement are public information.

14. Recycled Paper
»

Recipient agrees to use recycled-content paper, printed on both sides, for all grant reports, 
even when recycled-content paper costs more than virgin paper.

15!, Attorney Fees

The prevailing party in any dispute arising from this agreement shall be entitled to recover 
from the other its reasonable attorney's fees at trial and appeal.

16. Force Maieure

Recipient shall not be held responsible for delay or default caused by fire, riot, acts pf God, 
and war, which was beyond the recipient’s reasonabie control.

17. Severability

' If any provision of this agreement shall be held invalid or unenforceable by any court or 
competent jurisdiction, such holding shall not invalidate or render unenforceable any other 
provision.

The parties agree that If any term or provision of this agreement Is declared by a court of 
competent jurisdiction to be illegal or in conflict with any law, the validity of the remaining 
terms and provisions will not be affected, and the rights and obligations of the parties will 
be construed and enforced as If the agreement did not contain the particular term or 
provision held to be invalid.
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18. Waiver

Failure of DEQ to enforce any provision of this agreement shail not constitute a waiver by 
DEQ of that or any other provision.

19. Merger Clause

This agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties. No waiverv consent, 
modification, or change of terms vyill bind either party unless made in writing and signed by 
both parties and attached to this contract. If made, such waiver, consent, modification, or 
change of terms will be effective only in the specific instances and for the specific purpose 
given, there are no understandings, agreements, or representations, oral or written, not 
specified herein regarding this agreement. Recipient, by the signature belpw of its 
authorized representative, hereby acknowledges that he/she has read this agreement, 
understands it, and agrees to be bound by its terms and conditions.

■Signatures

RECIPIENT

BY

Signature of Authorized Representative

Name and Title of Representative

Date

STATE OF OREGON by and through Its 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 
BY

Division Administrator

Date
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Exhibit A - PROJECT PROGRESS REPORT—1 of 2

INSTRUCTIONS: Please use the space at the bottom and back of this form to describe the 
progress you made on grant project activities and any results you achieved during this 
reporting period. Please include Information on all project activities Included on your approved 
grant application that were scheduled to occur during this reporting period (e.g., solicited three 
bids for purchasing baler; chose baler from [name of company] based on lowest bid, etc.). If 
established objectives were not met, please explain why.

Please provide an analysis and explanation of any cost overruns and include any additional 
pertinent information. You may attach additional sheets If necessary.

Be sure to sign and date this report.

RECIPIENT DATA DEQ DATA
Recipient Metro DEQ Grant Officer. Dave Kunz

Title: Solid Waste Technical Assistant

Dept, of Environmental Quality 
Northwest Region
2020 SW. Fourth Avenue, Suite 
400
Portland, OR 97201-4987

Phone: (503)229-6237

Grant No. 102-02
Reportinq Period
Project Officer Andrew Staab
Title: Hazardous Waste Facility

Supervisor
Organization: , Metro South Household

Hazardous Waste Facility
Address: 2001 Washington Street

Oregon City, QR 97045

Phone: 503-655-0480
E-mail: Staaba@metro.dst.or.us E-mail: Kunz.David@deq.state.or.us

/ hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge, this report. Including any attached 
Information on grant activities and results. Is tine and correct as of this date.

Project Officer Signature:. Date:

Page 7 of 29

mailto:Staaba@metro.dst.or.us
mailto:Kunz.David@deq.state.or.us


Exhibit A - PROJECT PROGRESS REPORT—2 of 2
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Exhibit B - PAYMENT REQUEST AND EXPENDITURE REPORT—1 of 2

• Use this form with quarterly or semi-annual progress reports and final reports to request 
reimbursement for eligible costs.

• You must provide copies of invoices with this request for reimbursement
• Even if no monies are being requested, this form must be completed and submitted according to 

schedule.
• Complete tables A • D (next page) to arrive at subtotals needed for the total expenditures table, 

below.

Grantee Name: Metro DEQ Grant Number: 102-02

Project Name: Mercury Pollution Prevention Through Commercial Fluorescent Tube Recovery

Project Officer: Andrew Staab Reporting Period: from_____________ to_________ :______

TABLE - TOTAL EXPENDITURES
EXPENDITURE GRANT MONEY 

EXPENDITURES
MATCHING RESOURCES 
EXPENDITURES

TOTAL . 
EXPENDITURES

SUMMARY THIS PERIOD TO DATE THIS PERIOD TO DATE TO DATE
A. Personnel $ $ $ $ $
B. Professional Services $ $ $ $ $
C. Capital Outlay (e.g., equipment,

property, rolling stock, eta)
$ $ $ $ 5

D. Services & Supplies $ $ $ $ $
E. Other (Specify) ’ $ $ $ $ $

TOTAL $ $ $ S $

$18.000.00
RECEIPTS AND REQUESTS
E. Total Amount of Grant
F. Total Grant Money Received to Date '_________:_____
G. Cash on Hand as of this Report _________________
H. Amount of Grant Money Requested _______________ __

CERTIFICATION

I certify that this report Is tme and correct to the best of my knowledge and that all expenditures and obligations 
reported herein have been made in accordance with the budget agreed upon and with other provisions contained 
in the grant agreement.

Authorized Signature Title and Date

signature Title Date ■

Amount Approved S • Pavee

Organization

Mailing AddressTTown/State/ZIo
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Exhibit B - PAYMENT REQUEST AND EXPENDITURE REPORT—2 of 2

Table A. PERSONNEL SERVICES. (List principals by name. Include all payments for 
Insurance, retirement, Social Security, etc.).

NAME HOURLY
RATE

NO. OF HOURS 
SPENT ON 
PROJECT

DEQ GRANT
FUNDS
EXPENDED

MATCHING
RESOURCES
EXPENDED

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

1. $ $ $ $
2. $ •$ $ S
3. $ $ $ $
4. $ $ $ S
6. $ $ $ $
6. $ S $ $
Subtotal $ $ $ $

Table B. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES (List all subcontracts for design, construction, 
repair, or maintenance and fees for leigal, financial, artistic, or other professional services.)

NAME hOURLY
RATE

NO. OF 
HOURS 
SPENT ON 
PROJECT

DEQ
GRANT
FUNDS
EXPENDED

MATCHING
RESOURCES
EXPENDED

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES

SERVICES PROVIDED

1. $ $ S S
2. $ $ $ $
3. $ $ $ $
4. $ $ $ $
5. $ $ $ $
6. $ % $ $
Subtotal $ $ $ $

Table C. CAPITAL OUTLAY (List all Items of equipment purchased;)

NAME FUNDS
EXPENDED

DEQ GRANT 
FUNDS
EXPENDED

MATCHING
TOTAL . 
EXPENDITURES

EQUIPMENT PURCHASED .

1. $ $ $
2. $ S $
3. $ $ $ •
4. 5 $ $
5. $ $ $
6. $ 5 $
Subtotal $ $ $

Table D. SERVICES AND SUPPLIES (Include computer services,^ duplicating, 
postage, materials/supplies, publication charges, telephone, fuel, automobile operations, etc. 
Please list all items in reasonable detail.)

/ r*

NAME FUNDS
EXPENDED

DEQ GRANT 
FUNDS
EXPENDED

MATCHING
TOTAL
EXPENDITURES

SERVICES &SUPPUES PROVIDED .

1. $ $ $
2. % $ $
3. $ $ $
4. $• $ $
5. $ $ $
6. $ $ $
Subtotal $ $ $
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Exhibit C - FiNAL REPORT—1 of 2

Please include Payment Request and Expenditure Report (Exhibit B) with this report.

RECIPIENT DATA DEQ DATA
Recipient Metro DEQ Project Officer Dave Kunz

Title: Solid Waste Technical Assistant

Dept, of Environmental Quality 
Northwest Region
2020 SW. Fourth Avenue, Suite 
400
Portland, OR 97201-4987

Phone: (503) 229-6237

Grant No. 102-02
Grant Amount $18,000.00
Project Officer Andrew Staab
Title: Hazardous Waste Facility

Supervisor
Organization: Metro South. Household

Hazardous Waste Facility 
Address: 2001 Washington Street

Oregon City, OR 97045

Phone: 503-655-0480
E-mail: Staaba@metro.dst.orus E-rriail: Kunz.David@deq.state.6rus

Project Name:

Mercury Pollution Prevention Through Commercial Fluorescent Tube Recovery

Project Location (City and/or County)

Project Period (start/end dates):. to

/ hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge, this report is true and correct as of 
this date.

Project Officer’s Signature:

Date:
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Exhibit C - FINAL REPORT—2 of 2

• Please answer these questions on separate sheets of paper.
• If available, please include pictures of the site and activities developed as a result of this 

grant and copies of materials used or developed by the project

1. Describe the project accomplishments in terms of:
(A) Project goais and objectives as set out in the Grant agreement (Exhibit D).
if a baseiine assessment was done, please describe how it was done and what was ieamed.
Did you meet your goais? Why or why not?
What did you ieam from the baseiine survey about business owners’/managers’: awareness of 
problems with disposal of fluorescent tubes containing mercury; current purchasing practices for 
lighting; fluorescent tube recycling practices; bam'ers to recycling fluorescent tubes?
How did the project’s educational activities Impact business ownersVmanagers’: awareness of 
problems with disposal of fluorescent tubes containing mercury purchasing practices for 
lighting; fluorescent tube recycling practices; bam’ers to recycling fluorescent tubes?
What Irnpact did the project have on the purchase and recycling of low-mercury lamps?
What did you learn about the feasibility and cost-effectiveness of using fluorescent tube 
recycling as an “offsef for mercury emissions?

(B) Additional project accomplishments not Included in the original goals and objectives.

2., Briefly describe all sign'ificant problems encountered during project design and implementation and 
how these problems resulted in a change in project design, implementation (including timetable), or 
expected accomplishments. -

3. Describe the most and least successful components of the project and explain why they were or 
were not successful.

4. Briefly discuss any cost overruns and explain why they happened.

5. Discuss the technical and economic feasibility of others carrying out a similar project Were any 
efforts made to transfer the results of the project to other jurisdictions? For example, were any 
brochures or handouts developed that could be shared with others? Identify what you would.do 
differently if you were to cany out a similar project again, and why.

6. Provide a final Inventory of real propei^. If applicable (I.e., land and structures and appurtenances 
to them), and equipment with an acquisition cost of at least $1,000. Explain what controls are in 
place to ensure that the real property and equipment will be used for purposes specified in the grant 
agreement.

7. Any additional comments, suggestions, or ideas for the DEQ grant program? Feel free to comment 
on both the Internal grant procedure as well as the project itself.

Page 12 of 29



Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON

Oregon Solid Wa5:te G'rnnt Prograiii ^ ^
APPLIGATION FOR GRANT FUNDS

iDEQl • . 200r , : ■ , . v-

DopjifaneAtof
loidfiilttjiwifat

V i'-' ' ' f - -'i ;"V3. vJ,! I; 1 ? i V.V’"'/,-;ii jM ■

■ ■■■ ■'•'■i'.i i.r:. lU-'ji'l* ;-'U

Section .(: ApiiHeimt Informaliou
Applicant Name: METRO

Pro^sctNama: Morcury Pollution Prevention 
Tii^Sli CoimUPK^ Fluoresxantf TUbe 
Re«ev«ry

Tvdb (rf Grant X Focus 0 SW □ HHW

Typa ofAppScant
□ cay
□ Cwm4y
X Oilw Local Govttpteasa apsdiy)

li?eTRO

lEbo Griuid Avpnue
Portland, OR 07232

Ft^lonal ISivIf^entst Managiaiieiii

Cotn^ Mt4tnpmah FodeuralTaixtp NurrUian

Qc^Ct P^son (PrtJ|fict Officer) md TUter

SalbrKort^ Sernor Safety Ana^

SUdd (Xsir^-

Wouee;
S^mafs;

Contad Phons (IndodaAreaa Code):
603*7W.18^ . ,

UslBnyo8>er|ledMpaffl^9juifctScifonst oonted
persons, and dbn^ peraci^plK^msnte

allAddb^: .

Cofnted Fik tinotude A«ea Code):
503.797-1766

Have you lecerVEd orty pravlota DEQ grana? If so,
(fed» iM typd odf s^aid(a): 
eikntlar gr^ hei^ HCMded;
1097kl»nManMFQ. $11,000
1998, A TBachers Space, $20,000
1099, A Teadisre Space, $16,500

WdaiteAddress:

nDiGilVEy
n 1 m

CEPTC3F

OsrepOQ S(«kl Wssii! Frofjasn 
OniuAppitcminD pieoi Yrar JOOl Qnat (Cotod
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLICATION

SKCnON 2: € •in li'i'iflOT liilViFinjiljoii
fiotK Coff^i^thf»6000on'6nIyifyoan^pa8smipBntJ^mdiitaanlt»}Mduaforgfoi!P'OteiwffeoKluei 
thejgraMp^t^tmd^ypwtfincikx^
^Jontractw Contact Pawn end Tltte:
ieure HW8^;Fh}gmaTi>hM^

OtnoiMbr Bt»in6i4 Hama:
<^Bgon&nf{xtmen^Ooun(^.

Contractor Mating AtMresK
520 SWe'Ave. Suite 940
Portland, OR 97204

Type (o.g.^ prtvErto locflwklual nofH?fpW organiralJon,
buslnass. Chamber cfComrnorce, 6d«50l, other- 
pleaco 6p9cJfy):non-pn>fflf organteiiftOT

Conlractor Phone/FAX {Inducite area code): 
503-222-1983x111
503-222-1405 FAX

Contractor E^naa AtMresfc iaura@orcQontin.orei

SECTION 3: ‘rojcct IjiForuintJon
PROJECT 1 PROJECT LOCATjONHHHmi^^HHi

P<y!luti6h Pniventlon Through 
Commordol Ruomacent Tuba Recwery

AMOUNT OF FUNDS REQUESTED

$20,600

TYPE OF GRANT APPLIED FOR
X Focus -Wetsta F^reventJon or Reuse
□ General
□ HojsotvA! Ka^rdous Waste

Fbrtiand Meitriopolitan Ar^

PROJECT START DATE

March ‘m2

PROJECT ENP PATE

yrw vrs ■'T I ea\
(f q b>. Z %}■

'ii I-.. 11>3 i ii
v— IK'S

On^nSdtd Wo»le Program 
CrM Apf£cMi6rt Pi^2 VearSaOl QnmtJUund
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLICATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Provide a brief description of the project
tob prejact requests $20,000 for a merwry prevention and rouse projo^ targeted at eommwclal
office b#dfnge tn the PortNmd m-otnojxfilan area. This prejeot win lead to an Increase in recyc&tg of 
toosconl fight tubes, thereby pro venting merosy pollution. It will also provide pritey-nnakers at the tool 
and state levi^ with Intomationihat vriU be cajolal fordeslgr^ng polhtea and prograine to encourage 
greater reoycfrig aaesa the state.
FKtoroscsrrt tamps oonta^ mercury. Mercury is a persblent and toxic pottutant which stays fn the 
environment fty decadss and tn creases In concentration as ft moves ty me food chain. In Oregoa state 
hea^offipys have ktenitedl over43S mOea of rtvera and gtroams pBpi^ghoutOregon that do not meet 
minimum Btaridcrdhi of for flBh conetaif^ dim to tnovuiy eonti^hatlon. idonfined M e pnorfty problem for Oregon - tn DEQ’s strateglcptanivfe Qevemor igtzhabar’a 
Order c<wr»nltthg Orejon h> zero discharge of mercury and other Pererstent BfoacounnutallYe Toxins by 
20S9; and IhreuBh the Vredi d the Merctiry Sdution Team directed by OEC ^ whadi die C^of Poritend. 
Metro, and DECJ have iDeen parUdpenta).

waste stesam. accounflnofor alKJUt 210 potmds of mercuty feadhyesr. Sums of afl fhwrescent tubes.

TTiii roly dn the »S«vlng?tmtegi©s
onettair

• AniMteciffii3cudbrodiwfi,teb8)c(ir^ilB«eb:9)i^aiKlniarfc^vdbrecytiirQgrms.a^
■ ---------------------------------------■-------------------------------------- “*■.............

i^medtefiigfi^hfins the• /irfides ^ pufcpc s?ivt(?e orvwKwionte^ 
dmi^ of mercary arrfl^Impc*ter«» efnwydtog

hpoH WWC9S of mofwytwfh m Ptpi)tooxp!orethefrhlfirestln funding 
fiuordsocrtteberecydfr® proflramalo ’‘C^sr thoao emissSciTS, whfcft v/odid support conSnusd Hgh 
recycligretiSKSbiisyfKid

GoaUandExpeded Outeoities:
• An IncfBsss ln reeydingfatBStrffluofEscant lubes In office buildings.WeexpcClioprovontellaa&t

15,000 tubes from r^ing ^ vvcsts strosm, thus provonting over J4 pound of mercery from 
ooritarnhalirig il» mwfwimenl

i» kKjBasadawmana»annasi|lbulkiIrQomteieandmmiager5ormercuiypdluitbrie^
ImpertflfKte of recycfiiifltluoraswni utfteB.

• Inoroased umterstasidlng snnor^ kxid government officials arsd other dedBbn m^BTo sbocit !ha
of butdiig mah^ar»i current reeyiNteg rates, and the barrier? (pewelvsd

arid ireai) ite Ihe de^ of future prespanw^^
» Anevalusrticmd0»fra^EUQyando6^H^te<iiver)8saofUBlr)giu(Mra8cantfubareoonrnyasa 

volurttwy mar pretext for pointaofurcssof mBroaypot^^
I resuBs by vdte tun> or thraa of the largest fluoresesnt f^ivt recyding companies In
)t tetermatbh ebwrt rseyeSng rates firom this sector befero and after flie prajescL We wBl

We vdB meoBura i
the area to gather i . _
write a rttport dotesfl^ dw re«^ oir otlbi^dli for poBcy makers ond w9 provHe spocific 
recomimndafons to tedtroe barrf&rfi and henease recwlino retea forflixyesoenl Bohtiubea

Onnrt AppSc3ti» 3Pq[e} Year20QI Grant Rmud
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON

SECTION icct rcrsoniid
PTease idenitiV ail oTtho people involved fti lha prefect and die tolas they vdR play. What are the 
expsrisnees, accompnstments, and quaflficalfons of the project ofScor and loey personnel? If you have 
parpiom. please name them and describe whatthelr rdes m Ohe profed win be.

APPUCAHT

l^etfo, ReffhnMl Environmental Msnagemmt Department Metro Is the dlrecHy elected reglwial 
government that serves more than 1.3 mtSton residents in Clackamas, Multnomah and Washi^ton 
couhtlea. end the 24 dftfas In the PortlanKJ, Oregon, rnetropoman area. Metro Ig roepomlbte for 
eoordhatir^ ^ solid waste and reoyeUng aarvfoeg in the region and ovarseefoa a regnal sold waste 
plan commmed to a^jgfBsajvo wasia pfovanfiorv, recycling and recov&iy soate, Metre has a veiy strong 
foteiestinretkndngttMlaDddiyoftieaoiidwasfoetriHmit lill^owieliyoirai^rsfaMo^ 
olhem and manages a disposal contract wffli a bndftti tiiat takes foorngforky df lhe rate's edkl waste. 
Matre ccmfo(^ sm extanskre series of twisslteld haiiandemg wffidecoaedton ewitte and ovra 
c^ieiatss twof^zardoua tyagfo facllS^.

docKjerniig-Tiidii^ eortliiiii(d'piododti>iiiWtui^l» ^\^6^iupef^^
WattJns. manage of the Engineering and EnvtexTmgnlal Servloes KVWort

Vickf Komrff, StiptivfBar, iflr&sto Rmimtlon, Planning end Oimsefi Dimpjfi. VUddKoteerg, 
sup^wr of the Outreach IrwMudtng Mstrops Ra^ng tnformSBon hot-tIr», wtt be point of contact
for fod eecini ^ hesoxlensivo cogierfonco In dcvelojfeig and Wplatmenlihg wqste iteductiofi cducaJjoO 
and oirtmach programs. Tf« G!»Tlracfey v® be nwponsIWo fordovelc^*^ the educattonal message and 
meieriais wl9i Metre eltefffirtiViding review 8^

comRAmoH
TTtc Oregon mvfr^rmnw Cotmefi incorporated m lesa. foe OregdnEnvirofvmertal Coundl(0£G) i8 
thedde» aiafowW© arnljiorengnlBl otgankaacm ki Otegon and haga obxing reptlb^ ia* ciiedA^, 
a>tlaboral]6n. and crea^ probfom-soMrg. Aa Oovarnw John Kltdh^r, a former OEC board rnombor, 
puth>1fVo&<iil^j7X3raiteahyo(Aero<fi«alt^bofol^al^>C^liia9Mc8dihr&fe^ 
isaxrjdjMibtfc ppfty fo 1^
OEChagplaywlate3da*S^»sfetegflhHtefo|»arerrtinefiaiVpofeiOon,wi^ngwiWGaweniarKBzhaberlO'

^i4eapmy SohdionTeama , . . _
MeJxxjryRfjducSw Ad te the recent On^nLcgtefaturo; BTKfdcrfgimgs pi Id presto vofcfrtartlyrepteco 
mofOKy 8»®d)W Ih <n«r SJEWO cars.

Laum f^ofpam Ol&acfa^ CteE^on endimynmenl^ Odu^
rnsrcuryorKtCdMvIcM^dhamlcab^lrK^Kj&ig die MansaySeduSen Team dndOEChetiiieni project to 
voMhya«^R»reuiyiwiichfigM68«,endv^lb9thOfitrhs>ypreJedo^ 5»»
hdde a Masters in Pubic Mffi from UC-Bedtei^ and prevfcwsjy worited at the Washkigti^ Stale 
DepaihTOd of Eooks^asa r^tdatorytodixilogid Old heimdotA wastetfoadalktfordxye^

JeffAIle3r/ Beecuth/e DItvcta', OEC. MlASm tidB priMiclastnatsgfogiidanoe to the project and aedd ln 
ineer)fiwde8igii.Hah<^8M8Ster'ed^ggrokiptfoBcpolcyih3mfhe1Jniversl^ofCefflniiiiaf .
end gredvafod Phi Beta Kappa from the Univwslty trf MIch^an. His dlwre policy experfence teclud w 
design of iak^hack ptrograms far lawn njowera; poSufion b^ng prefects; and eoonomio Irwenfivos.

Drt^|Oa SoM VtSt 
Onnt Ajijstkstien Y<flr2001 Ckut Round
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON

OWS?/W?7WERS
T7i0 JDalJy Jowml of CommancQ. 7W& key trada publlcatkxi Is media spcx^or fw OEC’s Foium for 
Business and the Environment end has donated advarttelnj space. OEC plane lo u$e approximate $2000 
cf this In-kbd donatbnto puWicizaWs projact end to recognize buildings that Improve raeydin$ rates.
Rkk Voipsf, Hazardous tVaste Spodailsl, LandQm!Uy DMshn, Oregon Department of : 
Envtronmentai Qmffty. Rick Volpel has extenshra experience In hazardous wade programs For small 
business. He will provide technlcasl assislaivce on reflulaUons end edvtoe on woricing with businesses.

SECTION 5; Gi
Oaei

Yooni^i t aidMmJp^os for

i^ion Quest
iJeiiiliyi>urftiapamBfo

BASIC QUESndNS Ail applicants must answer momt questions

13 haw wHI yow pr^aol wmtUJUtftfes'vard soTsbig the need?

as It ntoves ijqp fiacKi dxsbv
stpcams ilroughoiat Orcj 
meroutycoaiMnd^
l^ercuiy lrasbeen JdontIffed a&;« priority problem for Oragon, and Ifs xedodton Flawed e® n major need, 
®wtxiati*0wenaa venues** to

5 of too Morary SoRi^ Toarn -direefed by OEG ^ln Whlch IhsCity of Forfiaml, Motro. end DEQ haw 
'twanpaiBelpanteji--
SpaciflcnJy, this project cpnWbutes to soMr^ thisnood bx.tocrea^ locy*^ rates for fluorBscBnlti±®a 
tod laihp^ whtebnor^ Wheii alatopB bfdten, or|4acWlrwilaTt^
biei^idBd Info file pan c&niamfruitethe^^^^ AMordlng foaOEQ
foci eheet, several rrfirioh luorKsctudl tamps are discarded by business and fioswnmerit In Orepon eadiyear. 
OEC'a SohAJon Team reporl estlmates that these lanrffrs oonfrfcub approxlmaiely 210 pounds of nHjfcuty 
poBulkm to Oreocn1* envinannterrt each year, m^ng them onecXffta sowces rf marcury to our sold

. waste zueto), tod a ten^ eoutxto b^iottEd ^^otot to ooaMi^
In^toratora.'
Tped*e»ttfopwbtem, (^flrvdWftwwWt advlwfrorwOEQ de^toeap proleciw!!? needed that
iMldteeped flte banters fooedby brtetoessto to reeycDr^fluor^oerd lainite (e.S> ^oriacicofhnov^ 
entente receding servioes). The pioiect would also need to devi^to education end butreadi proBram 
dsslff^ wito tttew Banters in
Ti^ prefect wiB toad to to Irtcieasa to tecycitoo of fluoresotot i^ tubes, toereby preventotg e moasuraMo 
omouyit Of merely pollution, tt will b!§^ provide bu^lneWB? and poIlcymnaIcBrs at 8» local and state level 
Wito bdtontafion that wl be crucial for developing programs and pdfctes to encoymge ptoter rwycCng 
eoross the state. _______________________________________________ • ....
<Oresr»Sct»\WBtel>l<«ea
<JnBjAi)i#»tKW l>BCc5 f«i 2:^1 OnmBoand
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATION

2) Were oSierparticipants: fatvoKred In idenUflcaBon ofttw project need and davebpment of the gr-ani 
. proposal? If so, biiefty describe ihe precsss and idenUV the parUdpwits.

ago, (ha Solutbn Team has been maotlrq to develop a comprehend zovKHedrargo strategy formorcmy. 
The team's racommendationa for fluorescent tubes recogntoe the energynsfrlctency bend of such tubes, 
end the taa of comptalely imercuryHhee aSemaaves. by calling for stepped-up-efforts to increase recycling 
rates. Mtnnesota, far exampte, esthnatestiiat ft has a receding rate erf over Bb% for fluoresceitt lubes, 
•cofTfjsred to an esdniated reu^ng rate of rei^hlx20% In Oregon.
Andysb annpksted hr PGE during file Solution Team process evalusted options for residential compact 
fluorescent recyding prognonis. However, there Is a red possMfty of “niteed messages* when the utSty la 
sboerKOurag]^ p^eto buy compoKjfkJbmscentbdbs. Rirfiiermore. nxjohly80%crffeiore»»^ Idbes 
era used in bcmimehotel biildh^. ami incftvfduat ojfnmsrDlal'bijdingsrriay gwi^te dogawla of tubes. For 
iho88 reasorw, thte profed was doited te foousi cm comriteTOlai iM^ftngs.

$) Maw wX yw meamv B^a euGotrsa vl ^ Whitenk^hn^Sffa 4a you pfarihhtfo?

meastirerKtultei^iivwk^vvlte tire lvrew6)reeefg» largest fluc»e$ea>ftftgMrei^r^ eompairfaslilha 
area to gather InferrnaJion about receding rates from thiseactw bororo ondaftor tho pr^eeL
The Goirinadcx'wl9 efeo eesesa file imind of tto pnolecft te provl^^

<• ]fK;rea$edawarerNM»anncRig blading oMters aid maitei^ofTnercreypcrfluliian and fiteteilMdsiCd 
of rowing Awreseant tubas.

♦ bKT^9durHJW8(«ii^4^ _knowtedeeamong MkSng managers, current rocydirig rates, arxi the baniisre (penaelywl end i 
te rkydfii^ wifloh wllafrenc^im Ihe pregrartisand pc#c^

« Anev^afuaftmcrflitefira^jatyaridoosbettecdvenQSSi^in^flixsBtctmtttdifrrectyveiyaaa 
vcftunteiypnfil^ft itor potrrt 60ijn»8 ormereury p^

willprovWe spedflo recommendfdtons to reduce barrtesend kTcreaserecycSng natsa for fluorescont fight 
tubes.

^ DesorfirefutursptersfSrj^lsrQied. HoMwlfiMacStffiMconBraie.orhQiwwaiyoubt^ 
suo(^s8 of the pte^ael, sdwr gremtiunttes^ expanded?’tdanf^enficipflted'hiEiae jfiMlingMMiicea.

I, as expoded. ihit project produGwnrffecdve fexrfi the! k»d jo mi Increase fri fhicrescent lamp retyping, 
businesses and state m>d tood0ov«niTtente viiflt be better abto lo priorlfire waiste prwenBon tesouroes most 
eJrecttvKrfy. Partners In ft* prtjed v^I encourage local goveenmente and waste msnagefnent agencies to use 
thesa tooissrxJIfeid&igstoonoourage incTBacedlkxirBscentliije recycfirig In o1h» areas-of tba state.
The Contractorwfil daoevaluate lha tesa&illty end oTtaeeo^ ftibe cofedion prosTams
as *offsof stratagtesteri^M aourees of meiovy, such as PGE. fiistmey have very high control costa erne 
teB:^btelneru^v^(ireeafiam{rf]vesfcrUtek'c^tmopera0on8i. Iff^teSste.fUicfinglirmnauchpotelmHinietscot^

Oresen ScM Woae Profrwn 
GnmAppIkaikw Face 6 Year20ftl Omat R««d
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON
Hmvide continuing support to inercaso colcction and recycJlng tatao In an expanding number of commercial 
buddings vralt bayoTid the motto Ofcd! end vvdD beyond grant period.

In the kng run. the aim Is to catalyze lasting change In the behavtor of biildlng managers end tenants, such 
tfiat ffuDCMtcent tube recydng continues as a standard business practice end outreach efforts will not need to 
continue indefinitely. The final evaluation report wiO identify additional actIvRtes, steps, and measures to 
encourago cucti teettr^ change.
6) Briefly describe how the prOfedwiil be integrated rih? Clh&r waste mcnegertVCfri pfogfems In pfdoe.
During the project period, the ContradorwiH eeak to fntegrato educaltonai and prorno&onal efforta Into 
existtog public education end prom oil wt efforts to the Metro area, parttoulartythose targethg cornmarda! 
buSding owners and tenants. DEQ has been worldng to keep Universal Wastes out of Ihe wastsstream via 
several venues witoln their waste management programs. One sperific projer^ DEQ is plarvitog tovotves 
conducting oduesaUem end mitmedi end technical assistance to UghOng ccidractors on floorescent llj^l tubes. 
Hbwever, they have no aoeelBc ptano lo eondwt cufreafh to the nudlenoea tejgeted bytas pwjett
Over tfanot file experMon b thiri flitotoscerd tube recycflng wifibe integteted into cxmmordal tnribfinga’ 
existing waste rrtanagement procedures end conUrects, beooiring e r^xrfar part of frio ykcf thay do buslnarsa.

8) Osscribe how your project WJl usa voluntBer labor. in-kInd servloes. Kdsttogediicafion andpt^pOoft 
materials, etc. to promote cost

RrsbiripfOittOltog tNa pntiect Wgh-psrformlng by!k*^iitoi?oritra?tw
Wrid adt^iWng;8piw» irarnfiel^ JoimmtQmereB. .The OonMsr.t^ dbP mudi
covoragB fcr the Isstio to both trade and gerowBl-cIrculallon press: the Contractor has BUbstertlal media 
mqsmiwice and miiMtota to sdsLserte# (X)vem£^
1be Contractorwiedso tocre^ltteefllictehcyol&eftocts project torpughRseD^nsi.
network c'f teadws. Tfu^h Fcarum forBui^ness and thaEnvIfwunBJil, b Eeriesof irnsaltfeat
events en vaifeus envlronmeraat f«H3te8. th0 Contractor has davtetoped an etnan networic as wsfl as rogiilar
fluorescent tiri?e recydina through Site nehvork..The Cotfrador has dmady discussed Ihb project
wSh at toast ohemmnberof Iteftotetork fAishfijrthPadllo) which hBsexptoSsed teterccl
ITrwdiy. »teCSontractor — --------------- .....—.— . , -
teem write Intonmattoi. pite^. and edutaHohai materfals.te^wil besfiiK^vd^tinMigihsn^ thek 
markeUng end sates ©fteft ln wobhanga, the Cctotractor axpseta teayioill provtda key shies eite maflMing

7) ( WfW proposals: do not answer) Dttes your juife<flqfloo bava an ipdafed Integrated Sold Waste
Wanagemehl Plan? ftol. describe fww your profsctfitelnto the state's sMd waste Wenirdiy ti Kf>rcyent. 
Reusa. l?«^. Compost Energy Recowry. DIsposaL" If your anawer la yea, ptee provide the date rf 
tee last ti^te ate whaler or ridt tite ppi IcteMfiss yorr projeori Pa a )»1ci(^. PteasQ

Motto’s ReglOfVfiil Sold Waste Management Plan vras adopted to 19S5. The Ran fdonbftei both wasia 
prevention and raditotogtftlojdclh  ̂of .

Ofi®anSo(ld WcscePrcgram 
OnatArjiicaUM P*rc7 VoriDOl rinoL Ramd
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLICATION

SUPPLEMENTAL QUESTIONS— Wissts PraYwitton orReuss Orenis
WP-1) Dsscrttw how your pnojact will conserve resources i(such as materials, water, and energy) aid prevent 
waste goneraUon. Include es&nates of rasounoos saved, amount of waste prevented, leiigiet audience, end 
yourgeate.
During the grant period, this prelect iMIi prevent lha disposal cf at least 15UKW floutescent tubes, leading to 
the preventtetn of at least 04 pounds of mercury waste. This w8i be aocompBsbed through a targeted program 
using education, outneach. Interviews, public reoognttfcm. and economic Incentives to Increase recycling rates 
ter fluorescent tubes te otmimonctel (tfPee
WF-2) If your prcisotinvoiyee education and awarotwss esmpaisins or teoholcai ossteionoe, das Alba how 
you wtt irrmlhffTteni Bum.
thte pre^wa Indude IrnplenrentElon oTtha teBowb^ stnstegfes:

• i^ee4ete<»imarvtewsvdtheaiaasl1hteOf6teriagten^iagastbul^flngowMrBbnai8ga«lnon»-on^^ 
fiwatinsa.to promota raoydlBigaivd id^^y Ndtiaii.

V Arflcte8imd|xilib:sarvioesnnoufV»mentstelnchaI)yput^flon8»Kfmedteh)ghl^hBiigteedaixi<ers

«

rates ,

N/A

WP4) How wl8 you av»hfflte the i^acevenm of ywr pr«|a^

.Biia 
BvahJc 

oompsMasiniths

rncrieasedl
orienting fliioresoeritiulM^
Irwcased understanding among local govarrmnt offlOlfils end other tfocfelon msKore about Bw tovel

. to roiycSng. isMch will strengthenthe defifgn of future pre^ramns and ptfictes.
■ An eimIi£Sticncfl^Qte ftest]l^andc«sta4fBcflv«iteSSi^u^fttEmcenttite recovery as a 

voluntary “offser projaetforpoirit sources of mercury poCuSon.

We wSI vnto a report desoribbg and wraluatlng fbs resu^ of our oubasdi ter policy rnakars arid wi provide 
specific rcoornmendatlons to n^ce barriers end Increase reoyefing rates for fluorescent light tubes.

Oregat SoIiJ Wmi* P4ti{jam 
Oract A{«pfe»&!o Pa^eS YarZMIOnot Sound
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON

Sl'XrnON rt ™ Informniion
•(A) PERS0NMELSERVICE3 (List prfiicspal project porsonn^ b/ name tJlrccCy oo' thte form. frcKjde SEiartes, 
<^ot«d paymenttfof Insurance, rett-ement. eociaJ ceourtt/. elc.). Be sure to total grant funds requested, msrtt^ting 
resoufces, and total costs In Bhe space provldod.

l.Ketih
2-KdtiBrg None

4.

SUBTOTAL

<0) PROFE&8K3MAL SERVICES < Lfei tamtractwe, ek),) Bsture lo lirfat grant fcmd* rKjuastod,
sn^dilns resourtm.end toM ooeb inilira spece provide

•; ; -:'i' !i'i 1

t V :5 C-_ ■" : i
;■■ . i.-i'lbiiV .

I.Widss-OEC ......... liiSiKn S4jd^_.
2.iuiBn-ee3. 9S0 Ml Sijroa stm . $2xm :
a.OECstjb}brfsdajr ±ZB 89 . feroo usm
4k

Sk> . ..‘ .. ..

6.
SUBTOTAL nsjcm S8MQ

ifruetures, and lfem8p«rld&*tB tothem. 
the Bpace pfwTded <)

Inc^jda^nipmeni bnd.

1. ■
....... ^ ...

2,

4.. ■ • J
«. ' •• . ■ *

•
<; .: ■■• ..... .____I

*■ tlU3tc'hlng Resouwes" tiekidet £»s/i orky-kkvieisffitt/fSma. •^tMideetarttmsi^t^heJutfgganj^ilpeam^&f 
eefl«a«ifle#t,8i^a»raafw^eoaft(X8ervtoeit8ndfel»r.flncfsftbdyi»TO^ ftr
9:oaifptsfn»s:fvixAmmTsttWJidbBeons^fawilfiffK}SBp^d&rair0Brwjith€0f9rida^vrkjaatjpovBrmiBn( 
8cMisa;ctoamati9:^p^lofSfmikf6»asslffMdBmis(>n3m-v^j}0ttaex(»9dk>imsifytnwrmiv^.

Cktqson Sd <4 V«tc rnisrKs
anSdlWI,^E^
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON

SIlCI'ICJN C) • • BiidtieS liilornmtioii, coutimied
(D) SERVICES AMD SUPPLIES - Induda ftom$ not K«nlz»d in “Pofconnal Ssnrtces,’ Trafestional Sarvleot,” and 

"Caiilifil Outlay* Ejiampfes anteempulersafvlen:, elu|di6ffSn{}, maiorlats/auF^jftoi, pottago^publietfioh charpoa, 
telephone, fuel, automobile mUeage, travel, eto. Be aura to toted gram funds raquMted, matching resourea*, and 
total costs In the space prtivlcted

JJ_MverMw*oece $2,000 $2,000
t. Educatlood maieifel daslon &. Drintlna S2.000 8800 S5.SOT
$. PrlntSw. tjoeteoa ohone 81.600 $1,000 $24500
4.Mi8fiQ8AlrenM -8500. Mm

lR(S0n»yeeftMt»l<9wf^^ plot................... 81.000 tijoaa
&
r. -
& ....................
9.

11...... ...................................... ■ ■■

12L, - . * • " .•
* * '•' * t

IS. ■ ■ ■ ' ■ ■

H.
IK. ........................ ... ........... :

SUBTOTjM. S5.000 SOglJOO
PROJBCTBUOGET^^KIARy - Fainefljg^attecpacoc. Bo sura to tofcd qranl fc^ requetted, matefifrig 
restxiroes, and toied F^rovKBnsi mstcfditQteaDURoai ts wAirrandaiory to be consldtc^rcd lora crtioi bed b e
meastaeof coM elTe^)ncne$s of j^burprospoaSL

A, Parsomel Serviesa 45J300 920LODO
R"DfBS3lon23l-6efVlC3KI

aCoplMDuav
SSi^OOOIX Service* mJ Supplies. WLDTO

E. Total DBQCJrat FlUTdi Requested
F. Ti^MMch^KesotifcssCtommmed to the Proved

8Z8JOOOSt TotalProiectCosl.

.4>lttttedifrvReaotmoe8Miiedtxto9asshor/^^
oceMddSI)niaudltaaj«af«dW»,0oodaor4andce*;.aixriBter.nx/s^^ For
9xmpS9, rates for vokmtBert sttofridte consblara wifftffioso paid fix shOarmitln i^ier^ttacrJtiMgouemtmt 
(K^M^dOnted et^j/^ efnxJd t» asstooeefa roascsnalda vdut not to oxosedht/sd hktnarkdvaiuo.

Oksod Sdid Watt Pro pro 
Omm A{iplkatjaa P»5» 10
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLiCATiON

SECTIQiN; 7 -- Fj <ijeL1l Work Fhm nml Sdiudulu

Plassa mako sura that you WenWfyell major aolMaas required for projact comptettoa You may attach 
«<MKl9nal pS3<3$ a? nsceswyy. Assume that gram funds wff be avanaWa on March 112002.

Planned Project Beatnnlng Date: March 1.2W2 Planned Prelect Ending Dale: March 1.200$

f -ty't'l'ii'ltrf-

!'■ y;:-M;MaBy-yy:!

■ j! 5Siy.-

1 ;•<(■»• v-lrri'/j'v.ilirU’s.-

• -
Cen»®S««5C«ed.tWi^ ...... 3W/D2 3TIS02 Metro/DEQ/OEG
f^fto»4e%»imsrv39Miw^ at leeaAlhm oflhares^ 
laroBJrtlMldirKiawen^arvsqe^

4rtWCtt 6fl5/Q2 OEC<LW)

C^e4wetlort9li>rt^^ 4rtW02. mm OECfl-W.rSUWSl)
Meet «*3i mitor bewtert. ravlawrecytdltw ra?e» ....... 4rt®GK‘ r ' '■ msm OEC4W1
Rwle»4r(^'# ftedwTei^ 
tmnaaniS; feevdecs

ert/D2 msm

PraduesS ^^rtntBlInnf hrodnm 7«K02 12tt«D2 . dBCflWiiilrtjb
Ptetal^AiuBr&Srss.CiJCiwte. m«Ba ntorfes mm artffo . 1>ECfl.W) ' r .
06ti1mi^Bob»WyC®« mm 12/16/02
AnaKieewefeaWma*# • 12/1 M2 mm <«cn.W4jAj.
ReeoQiOzar »i6e«t8 MotfieNi 12/1/02 mm ofertw) A
Anetyce tea!^fy:rf,,d(!!iefproj«rts & dbcjjss tv^
Ddirft teurees of mercarv

»l»2 mm OECtLVy,-^A)

Rwtfflyfirtdlnsffs buMhg mi&m,
METRO stflf.d!iefr4te)(JBho!der8

1/1 sns msm OEC^

sperfffc reKMtjasaidaS^ 
an^lscf iMDt^feeslsIttv

2/1S03 mm OEC(LW, JA)

'

OngM Solid VbmVwsfbia 
unsv n^swcsucBi Pajt >1
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Exhibit D - APPROVED APPLICATION

SLCTIOIN 8- Siaiiatiirc
The cuthorteed fepfasentathre of lh« lo«sl govammerd applying for a gram must sign the appBoaOofl. Tlite 
is on official who has the authority to oNigatfr tho sppKoant'a raamifeos arid Is uSusOy an official 
sud) as chair of Ihfl county oomrrission, county exscliivo, niByor. criy maneger, or chdr oftho dty council 
For mulfl-jurfsditetlon app^oallons, you roust ham algnedures of aulhorizod ropresentalfvw front each 
jitflsdolion epf^ytig.

I miHythat to (he best t/my knavOedae, the InformaVofi pccvfdedin W$ sppacathn mnf Heettachmente fs 
cQTr&ct fsndirm. ftf^ef^(/tmdsigmUisa^graUmohey}$stAmfimli^Bm^dedasefeB^(flf^

pii^ue69^ff»t>EQsnrai^rmmt,
SJgrmtirofffApoifcant’e- 
AUWrtztK} RBjxwstSa^
TBs......................-..... -...:..1-./

S^tjrtiOfr^f^jQconnp
Au&»rt3»dl R?prf Kjrtelfvv #8)
TW»’_____________ ■ . ■ . •..

Hundwr.
m/m

jStjisiiBSOhVv&anfW . . 
AuDwMteKJ Repreijnimt«t(A|¥ilk»fa#3). 
TBs_______________ ■____________ _

Te^epfn^ huri#I»f

Tok^iw Mwiaer, Date

Orqfta SoiaWawerroiram 
Orart Arpto&w face 12 Yer 2001 Usm Rsuri
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Exhibit E - AMENDED PROJECT WORK PLAN AND SCHEDULE

Please make sure that you identify aii major activities required for project compietion. You may attach 
additionai pages as necessary. Assume that grant funds wiil be avaiiable on March 1,2002.

piannpH Prnjprt Rfiqmninq Date: March 1.2002 Pianned Project Endina Date: March 1.2003

Contract executed, funds available 3/1/02 3/15/02 Metro/DEQ/OEC
Design and administer face-to-face interviews with at 
least five of the region’s largest building 
owners/managers^______

3/15/02 6/15/02 OEC

Draft educational brochure 4/15/02 6/1/02 DEC
Review & revise brochure with input from building 
managers, recvciers. Metro, DEQ

6/1/02 7/15/02 OEC

Produce, and distribute final brochure 7/15/02 12/15/02 OEC
Place PSAs, articles. DJC ads. media stories 7/1/02 12/15/02 OEC .
Analyze project impacts; design and administer second 
survey

12/15/02 2/1/03 OEC

Recognize success stories 7/1/02 3/1/03 OEC
Analyze feasibility of “offset” projects & discuss with 
point sources of mercury

8/1/02 2/1/03 OEC

Review findings with building managers, recyders, 
METRO staff, other stakeholders

1/15/03 2/15/03 OEC

Write final report with specific recommendations and . 
analysis of “offsef project feasibility

2/15/03
1

3/1/03 OEC
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Exhibit F - AMENDED BUDGET
(A) PERSONNEL SERVICES (List principal project personnel by name directly on this form. Include salaries, 
quoted payments for insurance, retirement, socjal security, etc.). Be sure to total grant funds requested, 
matching resources, arid total costs in the space provided.

I.Staab 40 None
2. Kolberg 8 None
3.
4.
5.
6.

SUBTOTAL

(B) PROFESSIONAL SERVICES (List consultants, contractors, etc.) Be sure to total grant funds requested, 
matching resources, and total costs In the space provided.

1. Weiss-OEC $40 380 $11,200 $4,000 $15,200
2. Allen-OEC $50 36 $800 $1,000 $1,800
3. OEC support staff $25 80 $2,000 $2,000
4.
5.
6.

SUBTOTAL. $14,000 $5,000. $19,000

(C) CAPITAL OUTLAY (List all items to be purchased with a value greater than $100. Include equipment, 
land, structures, and Herns pertaining to them. Be sure to total grant funds requested, matching resources, and 
total costs in the space provided.)

BM
1. . •
2. ' • • •
3.
4. .
5.
6. ,

SUBTOTAL '
■ •

* "Matching Resources" includes cash or in-kind contributions. "In-kind contributions" includes any 
documented contribution, such as real estate, goods or services, and labor, and should be valued using a 
defensible method. For example, rates for volunteers should be consistent with those paid for similar work In . 
other state or local government activities; donated supplies should be assigned a reasonable value not to exceed 
lowest fair market value.
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Exhibit F - AMENDED BUDGET
(D) SERVICES AND SUPPLIES - Include Items not Itemized In “Personnel Services,” “Professional 

Services," and "Capital Outlay.” Examples are computer services, duplicating, materials/supplles, 
postage, publication charges, telephone, fuel, automobile mileage, travel, etc: Be sure to total grant 
funds requested, matching resources, and total costs In the space provided.

.y.-i1,: . iv; ’■ ’ c'’. f1 ' .Vf '...j

1. Advertising space $2,000 $2,000
2. Educational material design & printing $2,000 $500 $2,500
3. Printing, postage, phone $1,500 $1,000 $2,500
4. Mileage & travel $500 $500 $1,000
5.
6. -
7.
8.
9.
10.
ii.
12.
13.
14.
15. • •

SUBTOTAL $4,000 $4,000 $8,000

(E) PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY - Fill In all applicable spaces. Be sure to total grant funds requested, . 
matching resources, and total costs.- Providing matching resources is not mandatory to be considered for 
a grant but is a measure of cost effectiveness of your proposal..

A. Personnel Services

B. Professional Services $14,000 $5,000 $19,000

C. Capital Outlay $0 $0 $0

D. Services and Supplies $4,000 $4,000 $8,O0O

E. Total DEQ Grant Funds Requested $18,000

F. Total Matching Resources Committed to the Project

G., Total Project Cost

$9,000

$27,000

* “Matching Resources" Includes cash or In-kind contributions, “in-kind contributions" includes any 
documented contribution, such as real estate, goods or services, and labor, and should be valued using a 
defensible method. For example, rates for volunteers should be consistent with those paid for similar work in 
other state or local government activities; donated supplies should be assigned a reasonable value not to exceed 
lowest fair market value.
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Exhibit G - AMENDED PROJECT DESCRiPTiON

PROJECT TITLE
Mercury Pollution. Prevention Through Commercial 
Fluorescent Tube Recovery

PROJECT LOCATION
Portland Metropolitan Area

AMOUNT OF FUNDS REQUESTED
$18,000

PROJECT START DATE
March 2002

TYPE OF GRANT APPLIED FOR
X Focus-Waste Prevention or Reuse
□ General Solid Waste
□ Household Hazardous Waste

PROJECT END DATE
March 2003

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Provide a brief description of the project. Include information on the nature of the project, the project’s goal or goals, how the 
project will be conducted, and how results will be measured. Be sure to Include the environmental impact of your project and who 
will benefit from the project (Include geographic area or number to be served, etc.. If known).

This project requests $18,000 for a mercury waste prevention and recycling project targeted at commercial office buildings In the 
Portland metropolitan area. This project will lead to an increase in recycling of fluorescent light tubes and an increase In the market 
share of low mercury tubes (relative to standard tubes), thereby preventing mercury pollution. It will also provide policy-makers at 
the local and state level with information that will be cmclal for designing policies and programs to encourage greater recycling 
across the state.

Fluorescent lamps contain mercury. Mercury Is a persistent and toxic pollutant, which stays in the environment for decades and 
increases in concentration as it rrioves up the food chain. In Oregon, state health officials have identified over 435 miles of rivers 
and streams throughout Oregon that do not meet minimum standards of safety for fish consumption due to mercury coritarnination. 
Mercury has been identified as a priority problem for Oregon - in DEQ’s strategic plan; via Governor KHzhaber's Executive Order 
committing Oregon to zero discharge of mercury and other Persistent Bioaccumulative Toxins by 2020; and through the work of the 
Mercury Solution Team directed by OEC (in which the City of Portland, Metro, and DEQ have been participants).

According to a DEQ fact sheet, several million fluorescent lamps are discarded by business and government in Oregon each year, 
making these lamps one of the largest sources of mercury in our solid waste stream, accounting for about 210 pounds of mercury 
each year. Some 80% of all fluorescent tubes are used by commercial buildings. When a lamp is broken, or placed in a landfill or 
Incinerator, the mercury Is released Into the'environment and can contaminate the air, surface or groundwater.

This project will rely on the following strategies: ' • .
• Face-to-face interview with at least five of the region’s largest building owners/managers in one-on-one meetings, to promote 

recycling and identify barriers.
• Development of an educational brochure that will be distributed in cooperation with the Building Owners and Managers 

association (BOMA).
• Articles and public service announcements In industry publications and media highlighting the dangers of mercury and the 

Importance of using low mercury lamps, handling spent lamps properly, and recycling fluorescent tubes.
• Public recognition for buildings that use low mercury lamps and recycle their lamps, in OEC materials and via donated . 

advertising space in the Daily Journal of Commerce.
• A survey, following the implementation of educational activities, to determine the effectiveness of these activities, changes in

awareness and lamp purchasing and recycling/dlsposal practices among building owners/managers, and barriers to 
ImprovemenL ..

• Discussions with point sources of mercury (such as PGE) to explore their interest in funding fluorescent tube recycling 
programs to ’’offser those emissions, which would support continued high recycling rates beyond the grant period.

Goals and Expected Outcomes;
• An Increase in the purchase of low rhercury lamps (relative to regular fluorescent tubes) and an increase in recycling rates of 

fluorescent tubes in office buildings. We expect to prevent at least 15,000 tubes from reaching the waste stream, thus . 
preventing over % pound of mercury from contaminating the environment

• Increased awareness among building owners and managers of mercury pollution and methods to prevent it including the 
importance of recycling fluorescent tubes.

• Increased understanding among local government officials and other decision makers about the level of knowledge among 
building managers, current lamp purchasing practices, current recycling rates, and the barriers (perceived and real) to use of 
low mercury lamps and recycling, which will strengthen the design of future programs and policies.

• An evaluation of the feasibility and cost-effectiveness of using fluorescent tube recovery as a voluntary "offser project for point 
sources of mercury pollution.

We will measure results through the use of a survey. Metro and DEQ have volunteered assistance in survey design and data 
Interpretation. We will try to conduct the survey via telephone, if possible, although other options will be considered including a 
mailed survey followed by telephone calls if needed to obtain an adequate number of responses. The survey will attempt to obtain 
at least enough responses to obtain results with errors no greater than +10% at the 90% confidence level. We will write a report 
describing the results of our outreach for policy makers and will provide specific recommendations to reduce barriers and Increase 
recycling rates for fluorescent light tubes. _____________ _____ ______________ _________________________
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Agenda Item Number 8.2

Resolution No. 02-3173, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Executive Officer to Execute Change Order No. 28 to the
Contract Between Metro and CSU Transport, Inc. Regarding Waste Transport Services.

Contract Review Board

Metro Council Meeting 
Thursday, April 4,2002 
Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING )
THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE CHANGE )
ORDER NO. 28 TO THE CONTRACT BETWEEN )
METRO AND CSU TRANSPORT, INC., REGARDING )
WASTE TRANSPORT SERVICES )

RESOLUTION NO. 02-3173

Introduced by Mike Burton, 
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, Metro’s Waste Transport Services Contractor, CSU Transport, Inc., is required to 
provide replacement shuttle equipment for Metro Central Station per Change Order No. 7 to Contract 
No. 900848; and,

WHEREAS, Change Order No. 7 provides that Metro is to reimburse the Contractor for 
replacement of two shuttle vehicles financed over a nine year period; and,

WHEREAS, a nine year lease or other financing option is not available to the Contractor to 
acquire the replacement equipment; and,

WHEREAS, for the reasons stated in the staff report accompanying this resolution, a five year 
lease/purchase option is the most advantageous to Metro of the lease options available to the Contractor; 
and,

WHEREAS, the five year option authorized by Change Order 28 to the Waste Transport Services 
Contract No. 900848, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, should result in savings to Metro over other 
options; and,

WHEREAS, the resolution was submitted to the Executive Officer for consideration and was 
forwarded to the Council for approval; now therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Metro Council authorizes the Executive Officer to execute Change 
Order No. 28 to Contract No. 900848, in a form substantially similar to that set forth as the attached 
Exhibit “A”.

ADOPTED by the Metro Contract Review Board this day of _ _, 2002.

Carl Hosticka, Presiding Officer

Approved to form:

Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel

t:\shareNdept\Iegtslat k>n\co28res#3173.doc



Exhibit “A” to Resolution No. 02-3173

CHANGE ORDER NO. 28 
METRO CONTRACT NO. 900848

MODIFICATION TO THE CONTRACT BETWEEN 
METRO AND CSU TRANSPORT, INC. 

ENTITLED “WASTE TRANSPORT SERVICES”

This Change Order No. 28, dated as of the last signature date below (the “Effective Date of 
Change Order No. 28”), hereby amends Metro Contract No. 900848, entitled “Waste Transport 
Services,” dated March 27, 1989, including all prior amendments (which contract and 
amendments are collectively referred to as the “Waste Transport Services Agreement”).

In exchange for the promises and other considerations set forth in the Waste Transport Services 
Agreement and in this Change Order No. 28, the parties hereby agree as follows:

A. Purpose

This purpose of this Change Order No. 28 is to amend certain equipment payment provisions of 
Change Order No. 7 of the Waste Transport Services Agreement.

B. Provisions of Change Order No. 28

1. Amendment of Lease Finance Provisions

The provisions of Section B.l(e)(2) of Change Order No. 7 of the Waste Transport 
Services Agreement are hereby superseded and amended to read as follows:

Within 15 days of the Effective Date of this Change Order, Contractor shall order 
two replacement shuttle vehicles for use at the Metro Central Transfer Station 
with the Contractor continuing to provide a third shuttle vehicle. Such vehicles 
shall have the features and functions that Metro, in its sole discretion, deems 
satisfactory and acceptable. Contractor shall acquire such vehicles by means of a 
lease-purchase option agreement under which Contractor shall lease the 
equipment for five years, at the end of which time Contractor shall have the option 
of purchasing the equipment by payment of the sum of $1, which option the 
Contractor shall exercise. In addition, such lease shall also include the obligation 
to allow Metro, in the event of any default by Contractor under either the terms of 
such lease or under this Waste Transport Services Agreement, to assume control 
of all such leased equipment for a period of one year following any default and 
termination of the lease or of this Waste Transport Services Agreement. Metro 
shall reimburse Contractor for Contractor's reasonable costs in leasing such shuttle

Page 1 - Change Order No. 28
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vehicles over a five-year period in an amount not to exceed $1,650 per unit per 
month. Contractor shall include such reimbursement payment as a line item on the 
monthly invoice submitted to Metro. In addition, Metro also shall reimburse 
Contractor for reasonable transportation costs to deliver the leased vehicles to the 
Metro Central Transfer Station in an amoimt not to exceed $3,395; for costs to the 
Contractor of applicable taxes incurred in acquiring such leased vehicles; and for 
the cost of Uniform Commercial Code filing fees required by law.

2. . No Other Modifications

Except as modified herein, all other terms and conditions of the Waste Transport Services 
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. Any conflict between the provisions of 
this Change Order No. 28, on the one hand, and the original Waste Transport Services 
Agreement, including other previous amendments and change orders, on the other hand, 
shall be resolved by reference to and reliance upon this Change Order No. 28.

CSU TRANSPORT, INC. METRO

Signature Signature

Gary I. Goldberg, President Mike Burton, Executive Officer

Date Date

S:\share\geye\nusdtran5port\co28
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 02-3173 FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING 
THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE CHANGE ORDER NO. 28 TO THE CONTRACT FOR 
WASTE TRANSPORT SERVICES.

March 8, 2002 Drafted by: Chuck Geyer

BACKGROUND

In March 1991, Metro and the Contractor executed Change Order No. 7 to the Waste Transport Services 
Contract to provide “shuttling” services at Metro Central Station. The services encompass taking an 
empty container fi-om a staging area, “shuttling” the container to a compactor using a shuttle vehicle 
(basically a scaled down semi-tractor). Once the container has been loaded with waste by the compactor, 
the shuttle vehicle returns the loaded container to the staging area. Loaded containers are picked up by 
tractors arriving from the Columbia Ridge Landfill with empty containers, and then transported to the 
landfill for disposal.

The original Waste Transport Services Contract contemplated that the transfer station operator would 
provide shuttling services. However, concerns were raised by the Waste Transport Services Contractor 
about the handling of its containers by a second party. After consulting with both parties (transporter and 
station operator), it was agreed to shift shuttling responsibilities from the station operator to the transport 
contract (this was done for Metro South Station through separate change orders). Metro reduced its 
payments to the station operator for this deletion of work.

Change Order No. 7 provided the procedures for the transfer of shuttling responsibilities to the Waste 
Transport Services Contractor, including reimbursement for obtaining and replacing the shuttle vehicles. 
Three shuttle vehicles were to be provided. Metro was responsible for reimbursing the Contractor for two 
initially, and for their replacement in 2002.

Reimbursing the Contractor for replacement of the two shuttles contemplated a nine-year financing 
period. The Contractor contacted the two major suppliers of such vehicles and found that such a 108- 
month financing arrangement was not available, because the equipment is amortized over a five year 
period and therefore may not have enough residual value should the equipment be returned at that point in 
the lease. Equipment suppliers were willing to consider an 84-month lease, as well as the 60-month lease 
incorporated into the recommended change order.

The 84-month lease required an advance payment of 25% of the unit price (each xmit costs $80,605) and a 
$965 per unit monthly lease payment. The 60-month lease required no advance payment and a $1,650 per 
unit monthly lease payment. Both deals included a $1 per unit purchase option at the end of the lease.

Staff performed a present value analysis of the two deals to compare the difference to Metro in “today’s” 
dollars. The analysis showed that the 60-month lease would result in a slightly better deal (approximately 
$2,000 in today’s dollars) than the 84-month lease. It should also be noted that the equipment supplier 
conditioned the longer-term lease, saying “This option may not be available at all, as the length of this 
lease may exceed the resalable/economic useful life of the equipment.”

Staff Rq)ort to Resolution No. 02-3173 
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Based on this analysis, the 60-month deal is recommended.

ANALYSIS/INTORMATION

1. Known Opposition

Staff knows of no opposition to this change order.

2. Legal Antecedents

Metro Code 2.04.058(b) requires that contracts designated as having a significant impact on Metro cannot 
be amended without the express approval of the Metro Council. Contract No. 900848 was originally 
designated as having a significant impact on Metro.

3. Anticipated Effects

This resolution would approve Change Order No. 28 to Contract No. 900848 between Metro and CSU 
Transport, Lie. Provisions of the change order change the financial arrangements through which the 
Contractor is reimbursed by Metro for replacement of shuttle equipment at Metro Central Station.

4. Budget Impacts

Adequate funds have been budgeted for the work.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 02-3173.

s:\shareNdeptMegislation\co28st frpt. doc
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MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING

Thursday, March 28,2002 
Metro Council Chamber

Councilors Present: Carl Hosticka (Presiding Officer), Susan McLain (by phone). Rod Park, 
Bill Atherton, David Bragdon, Rod Monroe, Rex Burkholder

Councilors Absent: None.

Presiding Officer Hosticka convened the Regular Council Meeting at 2:06 p.m.

1. INTRODUCTIONS 

There were none.

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS 

There were none.

3. MPAC COMMUNICATIONS

Presiding Officer Hosticka reported that MPAC did not have a quorum last night. Most of 
discussion was around Resolution No. 02-3179 but they reached no conclusions. They also talked 
about the 1-5 Corridor Study and economic projections. Councilor Monroe said one of the issue 
discussed, the 1-5 Corridor, was also discussed at the Bi-State Committee this morning. He 
explained further the specifics of that discussion around transportation and land use planning.

4. CONSENT AGENDA

4.1 Consideration of minutes of the March 21,2002 Regular Council Meeting.

Motion:

Vote:

Councilor Bragdon moved to adopt the meeting minutes of the March 21, 
2002, Regular Metro Council meeting. Councilor Atherton seconded the 
motion.______________________________________________________

Councilors Bragdon, Park, Atherton, Burkholder, McLain, Monroe, and 
Presiding Officer Hosticka voted in support of the motion. The vote was 7 
aye, the motion passed._________________________________________

5. ORDINANCES - SECOND READING

5.1 Ordinance No. 02-939A, For the Purpose of Amending Metro Code Chapter 7.01 to
Amend the Metro Excise Tax to Provide Revenues for Metro's Regional Parks and 
Greenspaces Programs.

Motion:
Seconded:

Councilor Atherton moved adoption of Ordinance No. 02-939A:
Councilor McLain seconded the motion.
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Councilor Atherton overviewed the Ordinance. This ordinance would address taking care of the 
maintenance and operational needs in the Parks and Openspaces program for the short term. He 
noted what the departmental actions had been to both save money and increase revenues. This 
measure would raise 1.23 million dollars for FY 02-03. He noted the sunset was in two years.

Presiding Officer Hosticka opened a public hearing on Ordinance No. 02-939A. No one came 
forward. Presiding Officer Hosticka closed the public hearing and noted the review this ordinance 
had already had at both the advisory and council committee levels.

Councilor Bragdon said there were several points raised at the joint committee meetings that 
included the sunset requirement as well as the message of the Green Ribbon Committee.

Councilor Park raised his concerns about using the excise tax to fund the parks department. They 
could also be utilizing these revenues for other agency needs. His greatest concern was that the 
eastern part of the region was still subsidizing the rest of the region.

Councilor Monroe thanked the Executive Officer for bringing this proposal to the council. He 
spoke, to the histoiy of the parks. He said much of the solid waste community was supportive of 
this ordinance. The sunset forced the council to continue looking for long term funding sources.

Councilor McLain agreed with Councilors Monroe and Bragdon concerning funding of the parks. 
She noted solid waste issues that they would need to address this fall. This was an important first 
step in taking care of the parks.

Councilor Atherton closed by saying they already had a precedent at Metro for the solid waste 
fees supporting parks. This measure was appropriate at this time. He urged support.

Vote: Councilors Bragdon, Park, Atherton, Burkholder, McLain, Monroe, and 
Presiding Officer Hosticka voted in support of the motion. The vote was 7 
aye, the motion passed.________________ ________________________

6. RESOLUTIONS

6.1 Resolution No. 02-3160, For the Purpose of Confirming Michael S. McFarland as a
Citizen Member Alternate to the Metro Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC).

Motion: Councilor Atherton moved to adopt Resolution No. 02-3160.
Seconded: Councilor Bragdon seconded the motion.

Councilor Atherton said this measure confirmed Michael S. McFarland as a citizen member 
alternate to MPAC. He urged support.

Vote: Councilors Bragdon, Park, Atherton, Burkholder, McLain, Monroe, and 
Presiding Officer Hosticka voted in support of the motion. The vote was 7 
aye, the motion passed._________________________________________

6.2 Resolution No. 02-3167, For the Purpose of Approving the FY 2003 Unified Work 
Program.
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Motion: Councilor Burkholder moved to adopt Resolution No. 02-3167.
Seconded: Councilor Bragdon seconded the motion.

Councilor Burkholder reviewed the resolution. This would approve the Unified Work Program 
for 2003. Adoption was required to receive funding from federal transportation agencies. TP AC 
and JPACT had reviewed this. He urged an aye vote.

Councilor Atherton expressed his support. He explained further the need for funding of 
Clackamas County projects. Councilor Monroe said this had been through JPACT, he fully 
supported the resolution.

Vote: Councilors Bragdon, Park, Atherton, Burkholder, McLain, Monroe, and 
Presiding Officer Hosticka voted in support of the motion. The vote was 7 
aye, the motion passed._________________________________________

6.3 Resolution No. 02-3168, For the Purpose of Certifying that the Portland Metropolitan 
Area is in Compliance with Federal Transportation Planning Requirements.

Motion: Councilor Burkholder moved to adopt Resolution No. 02-3168.
Seconded: Councilor Bragdon seconded the motion.

Councilor Burkholder explained the certifying process and the specific requirements. Every three 
years the federal government conducted an audit, the other years it was necessary to do a self- 
certification.

Presiding Officer Hosticka noted a letter from Dick Jones, MCCI Transportation sub-committee. 
He spoke to the specifics of the letter.

Councilor Monroe spoke to self-certification requirements. He urged support.

Councilor Atherton asked Andy Cotugiio about self-certification. He asked about system 
preservation and what happened if we were unable to provide the funds to adequately maintain 
our transportation system. Mr. Cotugno, Planning Director, responded the Councilor Atherton’s 
question. The federal government did not set any minimum standards. Councilor Atherton asked 
about extraordinary expenditures such as the bridge issue. How was this handled in this process? 
Mr. Cotugno said if the renewed data showed a worsening condition than anticipated there might 
be a change in the priorities.

Councilor Burkholder urged an aye vote. He addressed Mr. Jones concerns about the public 
involvement process and plan. He thought it was a good idea in the future when the federal 
government conducted their audit that they invite MCCI to be interviewed.

Vote; Councilors Bragdon, Park, Atherton, Burkholder, McLain, Monroe, and 
Presiding Officer Hosticka voted in support of the motion. The vote was 7 
aye, the motion passed._________________________________________

6.4 Resolution No. 02-3179, For the Purpose of Directing the Executive Officer to Submit a 
Petition to Adopt a Rule to the Land Conservation and Development Commission Under 183.390 
on the Application of Goals 14 and 2 and ORS 197.298 to the Expansion of the Urban Growth 
Boundary.
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Motion; Councilor Park moved to adopt Resolution No. 02-3179 with the amended 
Exhibit A.

Seconded: Councilor McLain seconded the motion.

Councilor Park passed out the draft rule (a copy of which is found in the meeting record), 
explained the history of the resolution and why this was before Council today. The resolution 
requested that LCDC adopt a rule concerning criteria based around centers. He explained further 
the petition and Item 2.

Presiding Officer Hosticka asked Dan Cooper, General Counsel, about the new Exhibit A and the 
motion on the table. Mr. Cooper said he assumed the motion that Councilor Park made included 
the new exhibit. He further clarified the change in the exhibit concerning the sub-regional issue.

Presiding Officer Hosticka opened a public hearing.

Kirstin Greene, Senior Associate with Cogan Owens Cogan, 813 SW Alder, #320, Portland OR 
97205 read her letter into the record (a copy of which may be found in the meeting record). •

Councilor Park clarified the discussion at the Let’s Talk Conference. Ms. Greene responded that 
sub-regional need should have been part of the conversation at the conference. Councilor Park 
said the public might not have been interested in the methodology but rather the outcome. 
Presiding Officer Hosticka acknowledged Ms. Green’s comments. He noted MPAC discussion 
about sub-regional issues, timelines, and the need for a policy discussion.

Jon Holan, Community Development Director, City of Forest Grove, PO Box 326, Forest Grove, 
OR 97116 read his letter into the record (a copy of which may be found in the meeting record). 
He expressed support for the council to move forward on this issue.

Councilor Park asked if Forest Grove was pursuing the question of special needs? Mr. Holan 
responded that they were waiting to see what happened with regards to the Periodic Review issue 
and then dependent upon the outcome the issue of exchange of lands. If so, they would pursue 
this through the amendment process. Councilor Park suggested that it might be fruitful to 
continue both conversations at the same time.

Councilor Atherton asked Mr. Holan about tax considerations in their area. He noted Mr. Holan's 
statement about tax revenues, suggesting an industrial tax base. Mr. Holan said they needed to 
have an added tax base that included industrial but needed a balance community in order to 
achieve that. The issue was not only the composition of the land use but, there was also a degree 
of growth that allowed for reassessment of vacant land to higher uses which would provide a 
higher level of revenue to the city rather than redevelopment or simply a continuation of existing 
developed lands. Because of the current taxing structure within the state there is a component that 
a growth issue was intertwined with it, particularly for smaller communities in order to sustain its 
revenue source. There needed to be an adequate revenue source to cover costs in the long term. 
He spoke to providing basic services such as fire and police which was about 70% to 80% of 
local jurisdiction's budget.

Councilor Atherton summarized that the property tax couldn’t go up fast enough to accommodate 
the costs of providing basic services. Mr. Holan explained the limitations of property tax in 
Oregon. Councilor Atherton said he had recently had discussed Forest Grove in a meeting with 
American Farmland Trust and their concern over the agricultural economy. At some point would
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that economy begin to erode? Traditionally, agriculture was an important part of the Forest Grove 
economy, Mr. Holan said agriculture was an important part of their economy. At this point in 
time they were not sure there was a need to expand but knew in the future this issue would have 
to be dealt with.

Councilor Bragdon said he thought they had not paid enough attention to the. fiscal system as it 
relates to the land use planning system. He asked Mr. Holan what the proportion between 
industrial and residential and the different services levels required versus new assessed valuation 
bought in? To what extent was it new and old and to what extent was it the matter of the mix 
between industrial and residential? He thought it would be a little of both. Mr. Holan responded 
that they needed to have a balance between residential and non-residential lands because of the 
demands for services by residential lands of local services and the relative lack there of by 
industrial lands. A significant amount of services were focused on the residential component. In 
Forest Grove it was particularly heightened because of the number of senior facilities they had in 
the area.

Councilor Park said the question that was being asked was could you fix fiscal problems of cities 
with land use system? He asked what percent they were covering with property tax for fire and 
police services? What tax rate per thousand did Ballot Measure 50 lock them in at? Different 
cities have a very low tax rate such as Happy Valley versus Cornelius that had a high tax rate. Are 
we using the right tool to address the problem? Mr. Holan said he didn't know what the exact tax 
break for Forest Grove but currently their property tax did not cover the fire and police services 
currently. The issue was not just an immediate issue but a long term one. The question was where 
they would be in 10 to 15 years down the line if there weren't an allowance for growth under the 
current tax system.

Councilor McLain reminded that Mr, Holan had spoken in favor the resolution. She explained 
that this request would help further discussion on this issue.

Cindy Catto, Public Affairs Director, Associated General Contractors, 9450 SW Commerce 
Circle, Suite 200, Wilsonville, OR 97070 encouraged a yes vote on this resolution. She explained 
further the agency supported policy level discussion on sub-regional analysis but they needed to 
find out first whether or not this could be done.

A1 Bums, Portland Bureau of Planning, 1900 SW 4th Ave Suite 4100, Portland OR said the matter 
before Council today was not how much time they spend this year on sub-regions but where they 
spent the time. These issues may have benefited with more review time at Metro and amongst the 
regional partners. He made some technical recommendations on the exhibit.

Councilor Park spoke to the other part of Exhibit A that addressed some of Mr. Bums' concerns. 
Councilor Monroe asked about Mr. Bums’ testimony. Mr. Bums said they would like Council to 
hold off one month on the resolution to have further discussion with MPAC. He thought Metro 
could send a better product down to LCDC with this discussion and explained why. Councilor 
Monroe said they had already had testimony that they were already behind the timeline. He asked 
Mr. Bums if he supported the use of sub-regional analysis in the Council decisions on the Urban 
Growth Boundary? Mr. Bums said they had not built a common language yet, sub-regional was 
being defined differently by some partners. The city of Portland had never opposed sub-regional 
analysis for identifying planning problems or proposing solutions. The concept of looking at 
equities not for the regional as a whole but for particular parts of the region was a good thing. 
There were some steps that the region had not gone through. They needed to identify the
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problems and then determine which ones can be solved by allocating jobs or housing land and 
then determine which of these problems should be solved that way.

Councilor Atherton appreciated Mr. Bums testimony. One of the key issues was how they dealt 
with farmland. Did this resolution allow bringing in farmland to create a complete community? 
Dick Benner, Senior Assistant Counsel, explained subsection 1, that subsection limited the scope 
of what Metro could do. It did not use the words complete communities, which was not clearly 
defined. He explained further the results of it being undefined.

Councilor Atherton said that was what sub-regional analysis was. Mr. Bums responded this his 
question.

Councilor McLain clarified her understanding of version 3.

Presiding Officer Hosticka said the essence of Mr. Bums' testimony was to spend some time 
perfecting this discussion before a request was sent to LCDC.

Bob Durgan, Anderson Constmction, 6712 N. Cutter Circle, Portland OR 97228 supported the 
resolution. The time was now to ask LCDC how they balanced the 19 goals and objectives, to 
make some decisions and give guidance. He felt taxes had nothing to do with this, there was 
another way to address those issues in community development.

Aleta Woodmff, 2143 NE 95th Place, Portland, OR 97220 read into the record the results of a 
national poll concerning planning and growth (a copy of which may be found in this meeting 
record).

Beverly Bookin, Commercial Real Estate Economic Coalition (CREEC) 1020 SW Taylor St #760 
Portland, OR 97205 urged adoption of the resolution. She spoke to the need to balance growth. 
She thought sub-regional issues needed to be resolved. This was a good way to proceed.

Presiding Officer Hosticka closed the public hearing.

Councilor Burkholder said they were not actually going to get an answer about sub-region within 
the timeframe of making decisions about expansion this year. They would be getting permission 
to start the sub-regional conversation. He supported this being put forward. He wasn’t sure how 
you would define sub-region.

Presiding Officer Hosticka said this would not resolve the question. The Council was at a point 
where the issues of what policy objectives the Council was trying to achieve in the land use 
planning system were coming into conflict with each other to the extent that they might not be 
able to achieve all of the policy objectives simultaneously. Policy objectives included 
accommodate growth, allowing for more jobs and more people, protect fish and wildlife, protect 
livability of neighborhoods, have vital urban core and vital centers, equity within and between 
communities, efficient transportation, and at the same time protect farmland. He wasn't sure if 
they could do it all. The policy question was what was going to give which objectives would they 
emphasize? He felt they needed to have an explicit discussion within the region. He clarified that 
today's action was to find out what the council action boundaries were.

Councilor McLain stated that they had plenty of time to talk with their regional partners. She 
clarified what the Council was asking LDCD to respond to. They needed the answers for a 
number of projects that Metro was working on.
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Councilor Park closed by saying thM this was going to be a long discussion once they got the 
ruling back for the Commission. He summarized the testimony they had heard today. This was 
the first step in a long journey. He spoke to the burdens of the region. He explained the 
possibilities of the different results. This was a tool to shape the question to begin the discussion.

Vote: Councilors Bragdon, Park, Atherton, Burkholder, McLain, Monroe, and 
Presiding Officer Hosticka voted in support of the motion. The vote was 7 
aye, the motion passed.______________________________________

7. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATION

Councilor Burkholder reminded the Council about budget amendments that were due tomorrow. 
Councilor McLain said she had asked staff to provide those to the Chair.

8. ADJOURN

There being no further business to come before the Metro Council, Presiding Officer Hosticka
adjourned the meeting at 3:40 p.m.

ClerkiOf the,Q?(uncil
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ATTACHMENTS TO THF PTTRT.Tr RECORD FOR THE MEETING OF MARCH 28.
2002

Item# TOPIC Doc DATE Document Description Doc. Number

4.1 Minutes 3/14/02 Metro Council Minutes of 3/14/02
SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL

032802C-01

6.4 Proposed
Rule

3/26/02 PROPOSED OAR 660.DIVISION 024 
Urban Growth Boundary Draft 3 

Rule to be sent to LCDC from 
Metro

032802C-02

6.4 Letter 3/28/02
■v

Letter from Jon Holan, City of 
Forest Grove to Council RE: Res. 

No. 02-3179

032802C-03

6.4 Written
Testimony

3/28/02 Testimony FROM Kirstin Greene, 
Cogan, Owens, Cogan to Metro 

Council RE: Res. No. 02-3179

032802C-04

6.4 Letter 3/28/02 Letter from Mike Burton to LCDC 
RE: Petition on Rulemaking on 

Sub-regional Allocation of 
Housing and Employment related 

TO Res. No. 02-3179

032802C-05

6.4 Magazine
Article

OCT/Nov
2001

Article READ INTO THE RECORD BY
Aleta Woodruff From National 
Wildlife Magazine "Americans 

Want Smart Growth"

032802C-06

5.1 Letter 2/12/02 Letter from Ron Willoughby 
Tualatin Hills Parks & 

Recreation District TO Mike 
Burton RE: Ord. No. 02-939A

032802C-07

6.3 Letter 3/28/02 Letter TO Metro Council FROM 
Dick Jones, MCCI RE: Resolution 

No. 02-3168

032802C-08

6.4 Exhibit A TO 
Res. No. 02- 

3179

MARCH
2002

Amended Exhibit A to Res. No. 02-
3179 SUBMITTED TO COUNCIL FROM 

Dick Benner

032802C-09

Testimony Cards:

Kirstin Greene, Senior Associate with Cogan Owens Cogan, 813 SW Alder, #320, Portland OR 
97205

Jon Holan, Community Development Director, City of Forest Grove, PO Box 326, Forest Grove, 
OR 97116
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Cindy Catto, Public Affairs Director, Associated General Contractors, 9450 SW Commerce 
Circle, Suite 200, Wilsonville, OR 97070

A1 Bums, Portland Bureau of Planning, 1900 SW 4lh Ave Suite 4100, Portland OR 97201 

Bob Durgan, Anderson Construction, 6712 N. Cutter Circle, Portland OR 97228 

Aleta Woodmff, 2143 NE 95th Place, Portland, OR 97220

Beverly Bookin, Commercial Real Estate Economic Coalition (CREEC) 1020 SW Taylor St #760 
Portland, OR 97205
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March 25, 2002

Transportation Investment Task Force

The Issue

The region has been growing at historic rates, but investment in the 
transportation system to accommodate that growth has not occurred. During the 
1990s, Metro’s population increased by more than 250,000 people and the daily 
vehicle miles traveled by that growing population increased by more than 6.8 
million to approximately 26 million miles per day.

Meanwhile, there has not been an increase in revenues to adequately finance 
expansion of the transportation system to meet the growing population nor even 
to maintain the system that exists today. The end result is the following:

• Today, more than 14 percent of the region’s freeways are congested 
during the peak hour. If nothing is done; the percent will increase to more 
than 38 percent by 2020.

• The hours of delay on the road system due to congestion will cost the 
freight industry more than $35 million every year and motorists more than 
$255 million per year.

• Roadways are crumbling and bridges are failing. More than $100 million 
per year is required to bring the backlog of necessary repair projects to a 
tolerable level.

• While transit ridership is increasing, it can not grow at a rate that would 
achieve the region’s transportation goals without increases in revenues for 
more buses and expansion of the light rail system.

• The total requirement to achieve the region’s goals Is $7.6 Billion over 20 
years, or more than $380 million per year.

The Charge

The Metro Executive Officer’s charge to the Transportation Investment Task 
Force is to propose a package of transportation projects and matching funding 
proposals for critical elements of Metro’s Regional Transportation Plan. The 
projects may include road, transit, bicycle or pedestrian components separated 
into packages that have different funding sources and mechanisms. The 
mechanisms include the Oregon Legislature, regional or local ballot measures, 
parking taxes, vehicles registration fees, gasoline taxes, public/private 
partnerships, or any other the Task Force identifies.

Using the RTP as its framework, the Task Force will have sole responsibility for 
recommending the list of projects and funding mechanisms. The Task Force will



also decide whether to develop a strategy for funding the entire shortfall 
contained in the RTP or the most critical elements of the plan. Metro’s staff and 
an independent consultant will provide technical and administrative support for 
the Task Force.

Timeframe

The Task Force will commence in June 2002 and report its recommendation to 
the Metro Executive Officer no later than November 1, 2002. The Executive 
Officer will forward the report of the Task Force to JPACT and the Metro Council 
for their consideration in time for the Oregon legislature’s 2003 session. If the 
Task Force recommends a regional ballot measure, it would not be submitted to 
voters before 2003.

Membership

The Task Force will include:

Eight members from the private sector 
One Metro Councilor
Two JPACT members selected by JPACT 
Two MPAC members selected by MPAC 
One representative from the trucking industry 
One representative from AAA 
One representative from Tri-Met 
One representative from Clark Co. (ex-officio)
One chair from the private sector appointed by the Metro Executive Officer
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600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE 
TEL 503 797 1700

PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736 
FAX 503 797 1797

Metro
To: All Councilors

From; Councilor Rex Burkholder, Budget and Finance Chair

Re: Consideration of Amendments at the April 9 and April 10 Committee
Worksessions

Date: April 4, 2002

I have attached a packet of information related to the budget amendments that are 
scheduled for consideration and final action at the Budget and Finance Committee 
worksession on April 9. The packet includes:

• Technical Amendments—A total of 20 technical amendments have been 
submitted by various Metro departments. The packet includes a cover memo 
from Casey Short, a summary sheet with budgetary impact data and a more 
detailed description of each amendment. The committee may consider the 
amendments separately, grouped by department or as a single package. All 
material related to the technical amendments is printed on green paper.

• Councilor amendments—K total of 7 amendments have been submitted by 
Councilors. The packet includes a summary sheet with budgetary impact 
data, a detailed description of each amendment, and the estimated effect of 
the amendments on the cost allocation plan. The committee will consider 
these amendments separately. All materials related to Councilor 
amendments is printed on yellow paper

I would encourage you to review this information prior to the worksession. Councilors 
will have an opportunity to raise any additional amendments or budget issues at the time 
of the worksession. Following completion of action on all amendments and budget 
issues the committee will consider Resolution 02-3181 to approve the amended budget 
for the purpose of sending it to the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission for its 
review. Action on this resolution will occur at the April 9 worksession or, if necessary, it 
will be held over for final action at a tentatively scheduled worksession on April 10.
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DATE: April 4, 2002

TO; Metro Councilors

FROM: Casey Shortf^inancial Planning Manager

RE: Technical Amendments to the FY 2002-03 Budget

Attached is a series of technical amendments to the FY 2002-03 budget, which are 
scheduled to be considered by the Budget Committee at its meeting on April 9. This 
packet includes a two-page fiscal impact summary of the amendments, and the 17 
requested amendments themselves.

Technical adjustments include items such as changes to beginning fund balance, 
contract carryovers, and changes in resources or expenditures of existing budget items 
as a result of Executive action. Council action or changing circumstance which do not 
have policy implications.

Staff from Financial Planning and the departments requesting the amendments will be 
available at the April 9 meeting to answer questions. If you have questions in the 
meantime, please feel free to contact me or the assigned Council analyst.

Thank you.



FY 2002-03 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Fiscal Impact Summary of Budget Amendment Requests

Page
#

Amendment
# Presenter Analyst Amendment Fund/Department Funding Source Total Cost Action by 

Committee

■_ •• General Fund and Related
1 Reg Parks 1 Ciecko Morrissey Carry forward Smith & Bybee Lakes Dam 

Removal CIP project
Smith & Bybee Lakes Fund Donations $410,000

2 Reg Parks 2 Ciecko Morrissey Carry forward funding for Greenspaces 
Protection Plan public process

Regional Parks Fund Beginning Fund
Balance

$75,000

3 Reg Parks 3 Ciecko Morrissey Revise revenue projection for $1.00 per 
tone excise tax ordinance

Regional Parks Fund Excise Tax ($46,000)

4 Reg Parks 4 Ciecko Morrissey Carry forward Regional Trails Brochure Regional Parks Fund Beginning Fund
Balance

$4,596

5 Reg Parks 5 Ciecko Morrissey Carry forward Fanno Creek Trail Study Regional Parks Fund Beginning Fund
Balance

$24,300

6 Reg Parks 6 Ciecko Morrissey Carry forward Blue Lake Park Eastside 
Wetlands Enhancement CIP project

Regional Parks Fund/
Open Spaces Fund

Transfer from Open
Spaces (Mult. Ct. 
local share)

$188,311

7 Reg Parks 7 Ciecko Morrissey Adjust property tax assessment for 
landbanked rental properties

Regional Parks Fund Ending Fund
Balance

$23,000

8 Reg Parks 8 Ciecko Morrissey Reflect purchase of fire insurance for rental 
properties

Regional Parks Fund Ending Fund
Balance

$13,200

9 Reg Parks 9 Ciecko Morrissey Carry forward Smith & Bybee Lakes trails 
mini-master plan project

Smith & Bybee Lakes Fund Government
Contributions

$15,000

10 Planning 1 Cotugno Morrissey Downgrade vacant part-time Associate 
Management Analyst position to Assistant 
Management Analyst and increase FTE 
from .50 to .75

Planning Fund Contingency $1,800

11 Planning 2 Cotugno Morrissey Carryover ESEE consequences analysis 
contract

Planning Fund Beginning Fund
Balance

$60,000

12 General 1 Sandrock Houser Move Transportation Investment Task
Force funding from Special Appropriations 
to the Planning Fund

General Fund
Planning Fund

Excise Tax $50,000
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FY 2002-03 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Fiscal Impact Summary of Budget Amendment Requests

^TECHNICAL ADJUSTMENISj

Page
#

Amendment
# Presenter Analyst Amendment Fund/Department Funding Source Total Cost Action by 

Committee

:rl - Enterprise & Relatec ' f
13 REM 1 Petersen Houser Reflect costs for steel drums inadvertently

left out of budget.
Solid Waste Revenue Fund Ending Fund

Balance
$179,508

15 REM 2 Petersen Houser A variety of contract carryovers related to
capital improvements, the Recycling 
Business Assistance Program, Waste 
Reduction Initiatives, and the Regional 
solid Waste Management Plan.

Solid Waste Revenue Fund Beginning Fund
Balance

$2,304,707

18 ZOO 1 Vecchio Houser Carryover to replace the Zoo's 
telecommunication system

Zoo Cperating Fund Beginning Fund 
Balance

$150,000

19 MERC 1 Enge Houser Carryover estimated unspent
appropropriation for the Cregon
Convention Center Expansion Project

Convention Center Project
Capital Fund

Beginning Fund
Balance

$22,000,000

20 MERC 2 Enge Houser Carryover capital projects for MERC MERC Pooled Capital Fund Beginning Fund
Balance

$1,900,000
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Department #
Regional Parks 1

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko

DRAFTER: Jeff Tucker

DATE FILED March 29. 2002
BUDGET COMIVinTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Smith & Bybee Lakes Dam Removal - The dam at the Smith & Bybee Lakes Wildlife Area was scheduled to 
be replaced with a water control structure in FY 2001-02. At this time, we believe that the project will not be 
completed until the first quarter of FY 2002-03. This project is being financed by Ducks Unlimited in cooperation 
with Metro. No Metro funds are being expended on this project; however, because this is an improvement to 
Metro-owned land, the asset must be booked in the accounting system. To do this, the cost of the dam removal 
project is recorded as a capital expenditure, with corresponding donation revenue also recorded. This “booking 
of the assef will not take place until the project is complete and Metro assumes responsibility for it. For this 
reason, the budget for this project needs to be carried forward into the FY 2002-03 budget.

This change should also be reflected in the CIP.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENTfS)

AFFECTED
FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources:
Regional Parks Fund 761 - Smith 

& Bybee Lakes
4750 Donations and Bequests $410,000

Requirements:: 
Regional Parks Fund 761 - Smith 

& Bybee Lakes
5715 Improvement other than Bldgs $410,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This is a technical amendment to allow for the booking of the asset. Council directed the Executive Officer to go 
forward with this project in Resolution 01-3125, approved in November 2001.
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Department #
Regional Parks 2

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko

DRAFTER: 
DATE FILED

Jeff Tucker 

March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Greenspaces Protection Plan Carry Forward - The Regional Parks and Greenspaces Department has been 
engaged in the development of the Greenspaces Protection Plan. The Plan will identify primarily non-regulatory 
measures to protect and manage regionally significant parks, natural areas, trails and greenways. Regulatory 
tools include Goal 5, Title 3 and other related measures. Non-regulatory tools include acquisition, conservation 
easements, grants, education, best management practices, master planning guidelines, and other tools and 
incentives. Final adoption by the Metro Council of specific protection strategies is anticipated in FY 2002-03.

The FY 2001-02 budget includes appropriation for the public process associated with the Greenspaces 
Protection Plan. Some analyses and the associated public processes will not be done until FY 2002-03. This 
amendment carries forward the budget in FY 02 into FY 03 to complete this work.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources: 
Regional Parks Fund 160 - Regional 

Parks Fund
3500 BFB-Project Carry Forward $75,000

Requirements: 
Regional Parks Fund 160 - Regional 5201 Postage $6,000

Parks Fund 5201 Meetings (citizen outreach) 1,400
5205 Promotional Supplies 2,500
5205 Other Operating Supplies 300
5240 Contract Professional Services 50,000
5280 Advertisements & Legal Notices 1,000
5280 Typesetting/Graphic Reproduction 7,400
5280 Printing Services 4,000
5490 Promotional Expenses-Public Inv. 2,400

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS
None. This project is part of the work plan for FY 2002-03.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This project has been approved and anticipated by Council for some time. It supports the Greenspaces Master 
Plan and Regional Framework Plan implementation. It will identify and provide significant tools for local 
governments and others to protect regionally significant greenspaces. This amendment does not expand the 
scope of work for this project, it only carries forward the project into the next fiscal year.
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Department #
Regional Parks 3

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko

DRAFTER: 
DATE FILED

Jeff Tucker 

March 29, 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Revise revenue projection for “$1 per ton” excise tax ordinance - The proposed FY 2002-03 budget 
assumes that the excise tax on solid waste is increased by $1 per ton through the adoption of Ordinance 02-939 
by Council. When the budget was submitted, it was calculated that this proposal would generate $1,230,000. 
This was a preliminary number for purposes of drafting the ordinance as the REM department had not yet 
completed its analysis on the excise tax rate for next year. After completion of the analysis work, it is now 
estimated that the revenue from adoption of this ordinance will be $1,184,000. The difference of $46,000 will 
result in a projected decrease in the ending fund balance.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources: 
Regional Parks

Requirements: 
Regional Parks

Fund 160 - Regional 
Parks Fund

Fund 160- Regional 
Parks Fund

4970 Transfer of Resources

5990 Unappropriated Fund Balance

($46,000)

($46,000)

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This is a technical amendment only and does not impact any programs within the department, it improves the 
revenue forecast for this new revenue.
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Department #
Regional Parks 4

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko
DRAFTER: 
DATE FILED

Jeff Tucker 

March 29, 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Regional Trails Brochure - The Department has planned to create a Regional Trails Brochure in the past, but 
has not been able to complete this work until the Council has approved an updated Regional Trails Plan map. 
With the transfer of 0.5 FTE Trails Planner position into the Planning and Education Division from the Open 
Spaces Acquisition Division in FY 2002-03, this project can be completed. This amendment carries forward the 
budget for this project from FY 02 to FY 03.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUNDfS) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources: 
Regional Parks

Requirements: 
Regional Parks

Fund 160- Regional 
Parks Fund

Fund 160 - Regional 
Parks Fund

3500 Beginning Fund Balance - Project 
Carry Forward

5280 Printing Services

$4,596

$4,596

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This is a technical amendment. It allows for the printing of the Regional Trails Brochure that was not completed 
as budgeted in FY 02.
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Department #
Regional Parks 5

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko

DRAFTER: Jeff T ucker

DATE FILED March 29, 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1.2002

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Fanno Creek Trail Study - In FY 01-02, the Regional Parks and Greenspaces Department solicited support 
from local partners for a feasibility and alignment study in the Fanno Creek Trail corridor. The Department has 
collected enough donations to pay for this study. This amendment carries the revenue collected in FY 02 into 
FY 03 and provides the necessary budget for the study.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources: 
Regional Parks Fund 160 - Regional 

Parks Fund
3500 Beginning Fund Balance - Project $24,300 

Carry Forward

Requirements:
Regional Parks Fund 160 - Regional 

Parks Fund
5240 Contract Professional Services $24,300

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None. This project is in the work plan for FY 2002-03.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This project has been funded from contributions made by local partners. Metro’s contribution is to manage the 
contract and provide coordination support by the Regional Trails Planner. The contract for this study was 
executed in March 2002, but the study may not be complete until next fiscal year. This is a technical 
amendment to carry forward this project into FY 2002-03.
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Department #
Regional Parks 6

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko

DRAFTER: Jeff Tucker

DATE FILED March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Blue Lake Park Eastside Wetlands Enhancement - The Blue Lake Park Eastside Wetlands Enhancement 
project is part of the original Multnomah County Local Share projects. Responsibility for these projects now 
rests with the Metro Regional Parks and Greenspaces Department. This project is funded entirely from the 
Local Share portion of the Open Spaces Bond Measure.

This project was not completed in FY 2002 as anticipated, in part due to the length of time required for adoption 
of the Blue Lake Park Economic Feasibility study that will guide planned activities at the park. For this project to 
be completed in FY 2003, it needs to be added to the CIP and to the budget. This is a technical amendment to 
carry forward this project from FY 2001-02.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUNDfS) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

CIP Additions

Project 54080 Capital Costs Design & Engineering $20,000
(carryforward 01- Construction 166,611
02 1 % for Art 1,700
to 02-03)

Funding Sources Local Share $188,311

Budget Changes
Fund 160 - Regional 4980 Transfer from Open Spaces $188,311

Regional Parks Parks Fund 5715 Improvements other than Bldgs 188,311

Fund 350 - Open 3500 Beginning Fund Balance $188,311
Spaces Fund 5280 Transfer to Regional Parks Fund 188,311

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This is a technical amendment to the 2002-03 CIP and proposed budget. This project is being funded 
completely with Open Space Bond-Local Share proceeds. This amendment carries forward the project from the 
FY 02 budget and CIP into the next year.
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Department #
Regional Parks 7

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko
DRAFTER: Jeff Tucker

DATE FILED March 29. 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Property Tax Adjustment - In FY 01-02, the Department was notified that several properties in Multnomah 
County purchased in the Open Spaces Acquisition program had been inappropriately removed from the property 
tax rolls. These properties have dwellings that the department rents to generate revenue for the Natural 
Resources Stewardship and Property Management program.

While the proposed budget represents an increase from the previous year in anticipation of this increased tax 
assessment, the amount is not high enough according to current estimates provided by the County. This 
amendment increases that line item budget to pay past taxes and an updated estimate of new taxes.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Regional Parks Fund 160 - Regional 5990 
Parks Fund 5310

Ending Fund Balance 
Real Property Taxes

($23,000)
$23,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
The proposed budget is not adequate to meet the anticipated property tax assessment.
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Department #
Regional Parks 8

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko 

Jeff TuckerDRAFTER: 
DATE FILED March 29, 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Property Fire Insurance - When the Open Spaces Acquisition division buys property, that property sometimes 
comes with a dwelling. In an effort to provide financial support for the Natural Resources Stewardship and 
Property Management program, many of these dwellings have been rented instead of demolished. Until 
recently, the department has maintained fire insurance on these dwellings through Metro’s comprehensive 
property insurance policies. Because that insurance has a high deductible ($100,000), the actual coverage for 
individual housing units was found to be inadequate. The Risk Management staff and the department worked to 
rewrite the insurance coverage on a select number of these dwellings that staff identified as likely to be rebuilt in 
event of a fire. The insurance that was purchased also allows the department not to rebuild the dwelling in the 
event of catastrophic fire while still collecting for the actual cash value of the loss.

Since the insurance is now separate from other insurance policies and applies only to these dwellings, it is more 
appropriate to budget for this expense in the department’s budget, rather than putting it into the indirect cost 
plan.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Regional Parks Fund 160 - Regional 5990

Parks Fund 5270

Ending Fund Balance 
Insurance

($13,200)
$13,200

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This amendment allows for the continuation of fire insurance on these dwellings, protecting Metro’s investment 
and allows for recovery of losses with or without the requirement to rebuild after a catastrophic fire event.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT - What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments in other 
budget/program areas will be necessary to accommodate this amendment?

None.

-8-



Department #
Regional Parks 9

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Charles Ciecko
DRAFTER: Jeff Tucker

DATE FILED March 29, 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1,2002

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Smith & Bybee Lakes “Trails Mini-Master Plan”- The Regional Parks and Greenspaces Department will be 
managing a contract for a trail alignment plan in the vicinity of the Smith & Bybee Lakes Wildlife Area. The plan 
is being paid for by the City of Portland Bureau of Parks and Recreation and by the Metro Regional 
Environmental Management Department. This project is in the FY 2001-02 budget but will not be started until 
the beginning of FY 2002-03. This amendment carries this project forward into FY 2002-03.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT AFFECTED FUNDfS) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources: 
Regional Parks

Requirements: 
Regional Parks

Fund 761 - Smith & 
Bybee Lakes Fund

Fund 761 - Smith & 
Bybee Lakes Fund

4145 Government Contributions

5240 Contract Professional Services

$15,000

$15,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
This is a technical amendment to carry forward this project into the FY 2002-03 budget.
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Department #
Planning 1

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Andy Cotugno

DRAFTER: 
DATE FILED

Jenny Kirk 

March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE

PROPOSED AMENDMENT (provide a brief summary of the requested action along with the specific line 
item affected)

Due to a vacancy of a .50 FTE Associate Management Analyst position, the Administrative Section determined 
to re-organize the job duties of this position. The proposal is to reclassify the position to a lower classification of 
an Assistant Management Analyst at .75 FTE. As a result of the cost savings between the higher level 
Associate Management Analyst and the lower level Assistant Management Analyst positions, adding .25 FTE to 
this position has minimal cost impact.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT

AFFECTED FUND(S)
AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Planning 140-Planning Fund 5020 Regular Employees (Part-time)
Associate Mgmt Analyst -.50 -$27,733
Assistant Mgmt Analyst .75 29,533

5999 Contingency -1,800
Net Change .25 $0

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS Increase the Administrative/Financial Section FTE by .25. The Assistant 
Management Analyst position will perform a variety of administrative and financial functions including providing 
technical assistance and support in developing, preparing and managing the department budget, maintaining 
various databases specific to the program areas, analyzing monthly financial/accounting reports and preparing 
analysis, monitoring contract status, and maintaining contract database and files.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT (not necessary for technical adjustments)
This position had been a 1.00 FTE in the Growth Management Services Department. The position was reduced 
to .50 FTE and some of the duties were shifted to Planners, Supervisors and Managers. The duties that were 
shifted included RFP coordination, contracting administration, budget review and monitoring.
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Department #
PLANNING 2

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Andy Cotugno
DRAFTER: 
DATE FILED

Jenny Kirk 

March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE

PROPOSED AMENDMENT (provide a brief summary of the requested action along with the specific iine 
item affected) if it becomes necessary, the Department is recognizing the potential contract carryover of 
Metro’s Economic, Social, Environmental and Energy (ESEE) consequences analysis in the development of a 
regional fish and wildlife habitat protection plan.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENTfS)

AFFECTED
FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources:
Planning 140 - Planning Fund 3500 Beginning Fund Balance $60,000

Requirements:
Planning 140 - Planning Fund 5240 Misc. Professional Services $60,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

Some of the staff working on the ESEE contract are also anticipated to be working on the 
Stormwater/Watershed program. Work levels will require that these staff complete work on ESEE before they 
begin work on Stormwater/Watershed. Depending on how much of the contract is carried forward and upon the 
discussions with Metro Council to review and refine the scope of work and tasks for this program area, the 
Stormwater/Watershed Program could be entirely or substantially reduced for FY03.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT (not necessary for technical adjustments)
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Department #
General 1

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Pete Sandrock 

DRAFTER: Kathy Rutkowski

DATE FILED March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE

PROPOSED AMENDMENT (provide a brief summary of the requested action aiong with the specific line 
item affected)

Move the $50,000 budgeted in the General Fund, Special Appropriations for the Transportation Investment Task 
Force to the Planning Fund.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENTfS)

AFFECTED
FUNDfS) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Special 010 - General Fund 5240 Contracted Professional Services -$50,000
Appropriations

5810 Transfer of Resources to the 
Planning Fund

$50,000

Planning
Resources

Requirements

140 - Planning Fund
4970 Transfer of Resources from the $50,000

General Fund
5240 Contracted Professional Services $50,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT (not necessary for technical adjustments)

The Planning Fund will be responsible for coordinating the activities of the Transportation Investment Task 
Force. In order to provide greater coordination with the Department’s work plan and to provide clearer authority 
for the spending of these funds, it is proposed to move the funding from the General Fund Special 
Appropriations to the Planning Fund.
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Department #
REM 1

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

Presenter: Terry Petersen

Drafter:
Date Filed: March 29, 2002

Budget Committee Review Date: April 9, 2002

Proposed Amendment

APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

■ Steel Drum Contract ($179,508) to cover steel drum contract costs inadvertently left out of the 
proposed budget for FY 2002-03.

Affected Department
Regional Environmental 
Management

SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND

Affected Fund(s)
Solid Waste Revenue Fund

Affected Line Item(s)
Materials & Services

Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Renewal & Replacement Account 
Undesignated Fund Balance

Total Resources

Requirements
Operation Contracts

Operating Account

Unappropriated Balance
Renewal & Replacement Account

Total Requirements

($179,508)
179,508

$179,508

($179,508)

$ 0

Program/Staffing Impacts 

None

Arguments in Favor of Proposed Amendment

Steel drums are necessary for the disposal of hazardous waste, and have been a budget line item for several 
years. They were inadvertently left out of the proposed budget for FY 2002-03. The drums are purchased 
through a Goods & Supply Contract and this contract is included in the FY 2002-03 contracts list. Approximately 
6,000 drums are used each year. The estimated cost for this contract in FY 02-03 is $179,508.
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Department #
REM 1
Continued

Funding this additional contract will have no impact on the rates. REM proposes to fund this cost from the 
beginning undesignated fund balance in FY 02/03. REM anticipates that enough extra tonnage revenue will be 
collected during FY 01/02 to increase the fund balance by at least the $179,508. Alternatively, in the event that 
additional tonnage is not availabie, REM can cover this contract by reducing the FY 01-02 Renewal & 
Replacement contribution* This second aiternative is presented in the Resources and Requirements accounting 
section of this request.

* This year, REM has sufficient flexibility in its contributions to Renewal & Replacement to cover this cost without 
affecting the financial health of the reserve. The most recent 3-year, independent review of Transfer Station 
capital assets by URS Greiner Consultants, Inc. [December 2001] calls for a contribution in FY 01-02 of 
$554,400. This is $186,000 less than the projected contribution for FY 01-02. REM proposes to use $179,508 
of this amount to fund the contract for drums.
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Department #
REM 2

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT
PRESENTER: Terry Petersen 

DRAFTER:
DATE FILED: March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE: April 9, 2002
PROPOSED AMENDMENT

CONTRACT CARRYOVERS 

Affected Department
Regional Environmental 
Management

Affected Fund(s)
Solid Waste Revenue Fund

Affected Line Item(s)
Capital Outlay 

Materials & Services

Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Renewal & Replacement Account 
General Account
Recycling Business Assistance Account 
Operating Account

Total Beginning Fund Balance $2,304,707

Requirements

Renewal & Replacement Account (Engineering & Environmental Services)

484,707

811,000

274.000

735.000

Project Amount Reason
MCS Improvements:
Replace Metal Roof & Ventilation System 
(design costs)

$ 150,000 Design will not be completed until summer
2002.

MCS Improvements:
Equipment improvements (Replacement 
of conveyor on compactor #1)

$ 334,707 This project was combined with the seismic
upgrade and column removal projects to 
achieve cost savings. Project will be bid upon 
in April 2002.

Total Renewal & Replacement Account $ 484,707
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Department #
REM 2
Continued

General Account (Engineering & Environmental Services)

Project Amount Reason
MCS Improvements:
H2W Expansion

$ 50,000 Project delayed because ergonomic processing 
equipment is being evaluated that may be small 
enough to be installed in the existing space. If 
so, the building design will only need to 
accommodate additional storage.

MCS Improvements:
Structural Modifications

$ 100,000 This project was combined with seismic upgrade 
and conveyor replacement projects. The majority 
of construction will occur in the summer of 2002.

MCS Improvements:
H2W Expansion

$ 511,000 Project has been delayed until the final 
assessment of the ergonomic processing 
equipment that will be delivered in May.

MSS Improvements:
Highway 213 Cost-sharing

$ 150,000 The City of Oregon City is in charge of this
project, which is scheduled for February 2003.

Total Generai Account $ 811,000 

Recycling Business Assistance Account (Waste Reduction & Outreach)

Project Amount Reason
Recycling Business Assistance
Program

$ 274,000 It was estimated that about $274,000 would be 
loaned in FY 01-02, but no loans will be made in
FY 01-02.

Total Recycling Business $ 274,000 
Assistance

Operating Account (Waste Reduction & Outreach)

Project Amount Reason
Waste Reduction Initiatives
Commercial Initiatives

■ Commercial Outreach Campaign 
Evaluation

• Commercial End-use Market 
Capacity Research

- Commercial End-use Market 
Capacity Expansion

■ Technical/Legal Assistance on 
Commercial Model Design 
Ordinances

■ Model Design Ordinance for 
Businesses

■ Targeted Commercial Outreach

$ 175,000
During FY 2001-02, the Commercial Initiative 
focused on getting all the critical elements of the 
program in place. These included refining waste 
reduction audit methods and local governments 
hiring of additional staff to perform the work. With 
these elements in place, work can proceed on 
Outreach and evaluation activities originally 
scheduled for this year.

Under this year’s Department restructuring, the 
Division’s Planning section was absorbed into the 
Waste Reduction section. Before the 
restructuring, the Division was finding it difficult to 
staff all the Commercial Initiative projects. With 
the re-assignments, there now is staff to do 
additional projects. These projects include work on 
studying commingled recycling opportunities for 
commercial generators and commercial recycling 
model zoning ordinances. Staff is now engaging in 
the work but it will carry over into the next fiscal 
year.______________________ ___
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Department #
REM 2
Continued

Project Amount Reason
Waste Reduction Initiatives
Organics Initiatives

■ Organics Infrastructure Development 
Grants

$ 350,000 An initial round of grant requests early in the fiscal 
year did not elicit the quality of responses that the 
Department desired and only a single grant of 
$50,000 was awarded. The Division has been 
working to ensure that the second round of grants 
will generate a better response. Responses to 
this second round are due at the end of March 
2002. Although the all the grants would be 
awarded this fiscal year, the contracts under which 
the funds will be paid out will extend into next 
fiscal year. The carry oyer request represents our 
best estimate of what we might expend this year 
and what we will need to carry over to next year.

Waste Reduction Initiatives
Construction & Demolition Debris 
Initiatives

■ C&D Recycling Outreach - Expand

$ 45,000 The request covers only one project that is being 
initiated this year and that will not be completed 
until the next fiscal year.

Regional Solid Waste Management
Plan (RSWMP)

■ RSWMP Decision Support Analysis 
Implementation

■ Waste Reduction Initiatives Decision 
Support Analysis

■ Feasibility and recycling 
requirements

■ Stakeholder involvement process

$ 75,000 As Council is aware, the effort to revise and 
update the RSWMP has been moved to 2003.
The request is to carry over funds in the FY 2001- 
02 budget for this effort to FY 2002-03.

Metro Building Landscape Project 
■ Organics (Phase II processing 

capacity) - remaining balance from 
Contract 922166

$ 50,000 The request is to carry over funds remaining from 
an organics processing capacity project with the 
City of Portland to fund the planning and 
installation of a landscape plan for the Metro 
building. The landscaping will be consistent with 
natural gardening principles.

Recycling Business Assistance Program 
Support

■ RSWMP Decision Support Planning
■ Research and Policy Analysis

$ 40,000 The request is to carry over funds that would have 
been used for planning projects to fund a contract 
for loan services.

Total Operating Account $ 735,000 

GRAND TOTAL REQUIRMENTS $2,304,707

Proqram/Staffinq Impacts

Not Applicable

Arquments in Favor of Proposed Amendment

See “Reason” under each item listed above.

17-



Department #
ZOO 1

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Kathy Kiaunis/Tony Vecchio 

DRAFTER: Kathy Kiaunis

DATE FILED March 29, 2002 

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 9, 2002

PROPOSED AMENDMENT (provide a brief summary of the requested action along with the specific line 
item affected)

Carryover project funds in the Zoo Operating Fund, Construction and Maintenance Division, to replace the Zoo’s 
telecommunication system with new PBX equipment ($150,000)

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT

AFFECTED FUND(S)
AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources
Oregon Zoo 120 - Zoo Operating 3500 Beginning Fund Balance $150,000

Requirements 
Oregon Zoo 120 - Zoo Operating 5715 Improvements other than Bldg (CIP) $150,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

This project does not require any additional staff. The project is for the replacement of the zoo's pbx equipment

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT (not necessary for technical adjustments)
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Department #
MERC 1

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Bryant Enge 

DRAFTER: Bryant Enge

DATE FILED March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE

PROPOSED AMENDMENT (provide a brief summary of the requested action along with the specific line 
item affected)

Carryover of FY 2001-02 unspent appropriation associated with the Convention Center Expansion Project.

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENTtS)

AFFECTED FUND(S)
AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources:
MERC 559 - OCC Capital Fund 3500 Beginning Fund Balance $22,000,000

Requirements:
MERC 559 - OCC Capital Fund 5725-576 Capital Outlay-CIP $22,000,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT (not necessary for technical adjustments)
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Department #
MERC 2

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Bryant Enge 

DRAFTER: Bryant Enge
DATE FILED March 29. 2002
BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE
PROPOSED AMENDMENT (provide a brief summary of the requested action along with the specific iine 
item affected)

Carryover unspent appropriation to fund projects not completed in current fiscal year. Projects carried over 
include the following CIP projects and this action serves to amend the CIP. Other carry-overs are for smaller 
projects not listed separately;

OCC - Concession Stand “B” $100,000
PCPA - Keller - ASCH Fire Alarm Upgrade $150,000
PCPA - Keller - Chiller Replacement $200,000
PCPA - Keller - Restroom Expansion $300,000
PCPA - NTB - Carpet Replacement $500,000
PCPA - NTB - Stage Lighting Fixtures $55,000
PCPA - ASCH - West Entry Remodel $200,000
PCPA - ASCH - Carpet (Increase to Project) $100,000
PCPA - Keller - Exterior Signage $110,000
PCPA - Keller Lobbies Upgrade (change from 
carpet replacement and add $200,000)

$200,000

PCPA - ARAMARK Donation Costs $100,000

AFFECTED
DEPARTMENT

AFFECTED FUNDfSI
AFFECTED LINE ITEMS

Resources:
MERC 551 - MERC Pooled 

Capital Fund
Beginning Fund Balance $1,900,000

Requirements:
MERC 551 - MERC Pooled 5215 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies $319,000

Capital Fund 5260 Maintenance & Repair Services $170,000
5710 Improvements Other thn Bldg -$49,000
5740 Equipment & Vehicles -$20,000
5745 Buildings & Related $1,480,000

Total $1,900,000

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS

None

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AWIENDMENT (not necessary for technical adjustments)

-20-
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M ETRO

DATE: April 3, 2002

TO: Metro Councilors
FROM: Casey Shorf^inancial Planning Manager

RE: Analysis of Councilors’ Amendments to FY 2002-03 Proposed Budget

Attached is a brief summary and analysis of the potential impact to the FY 2002-03 
Budget of the seven amendments proposed by Councilors. This analysis is contained 
in two tables. The first shows the effect on the General Fund of each of the 
amendments. All amendments submitted affect the General Fund or a central service 
fund; all have some impact on excise tax, either directly through a General Fund 
amendment or through indirect costs. The second table shows the impact of the 
amendments to central service funds on each fund that pays for central services 
through the cost allocation plan.

I have an observation to make regarding the proposed amendments and their potential 
impact on the General Fund. The Proposed Budget shows an increase in the General 
Fund ending balance of some $128,000 over the projected ending balance in FY 2001- 
02, producing a projected fund balance of $792,000. While we are planning to increase 
the ending balance - the reserves - in the General Fund, the budgeted ending balance 
of $792,000 is still well short of the target the Council has set of achieving and 
maintaining $1 million in General Fund reserves. My point here is simply to note that 
any additional expenditure of discretionary General Fund resources will make it more 
difficult for the Council to achieve that target.



FY 2002-03 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Fiscal Impact Summary of Budget Amendment Requests

§i^^§SaSUB.£a7VNTlVE:AiyiEN.DMENIS1=ROM3TOUNC|L;

Proposed Action

Amendment
#

Date
Submitted Presenter Analyst Amendment Fund/Department Funding Source Total New 

Cost

Excise Tax
Impact of new 

Cost

Action by 
Committee

Gehemmhcl^miaf^dTr ■ --^7-

GENERAL 2 4/1/02 Burkholder Houser Provide $80,000 for implementation of Metro's
adopted affordable housing policies

General Fund
Planning Fund

General Fund ending
fund balance
reserves

$80,000 $80,000

GENERAL 3 4/1/02 McLain Houser Enhance the capability of the Planning & Regional
Parks and Greenspaces Departments to pursue 
grant opportunities by providing each department 
with $15,000 to procure outside grant writing 
assistance.

General Fund
Planning Fund
Regional Parks Fund

General Fund ending
fund balance
reserves

$30,000 $30,000

GENERAL 4 4/1/02 McLain Houser Add $3,000 in the Special Appropriation line item for
the Water Consortium

General Fund General Fund ending
fund balance
reserves

$3,000 $3,000

Supp6rt'SerV!c^!&il mstmi V ’ ^ ‘ - ■■■ ■ ■......................................................................

HR 1 4/1/02 McLain Houser Adopt a portion of the add package identified as 
Human Resources Add-1 related to the development 
of the an agency-wide training program by providing 
$35,000 to hire an outside consultant to conduct an 
assessment and inventory of Metro training needs

Support Services Fund
All operating funds

Cost Allocation Plan $35,000 $2,431

ASD 1 4/9/02 Monroe Houser Add 1.0 FTE in Risk Management to assist with
safety and loss control, emergency management and 
security

Risk Management Fund
All operating funds

Cost Allocation Plan $64,500 $13,581

ASD 2 4/1/02 McLain Houser Add a full-time receptionist at the Security Desk. Building Management Fund
All operating funds

Cost Allocation Plan $36,500 $22,459

AUDITOR 1 4/9/02 Hosticka Houser Restore $37,755 in temporary help and $30,000 in 
contracted professional services.

Support Services Fund
All operating funds

Cost Allocation Plan $67,755 $13,839

TOTAOSUBSiTAtnWEAMENDMEfrrS!ineHinHi^HHnHHnHHIMnHHBHHnHMMHnHHMHMHIinMMIMBMliiiiill|llll II II 1 M^$316.7,55 ;ag<.«$165:310

NOTE: Excise tax impacts of amendments funded under the cost allocation plan are estimates only and do not reflect the potential cumulative impact of multiple amendments.

i:\budget\fy02.03\To Proposed\\amendments\Fiscal Impact of Budget Amendments to Proposed Budget{Substantive from Council) S-1



Impact of Councilor Amendments within the Cost Allocation Plan by Fund

Proposed Amendments Planning
Solid Waste 

Revenue
Zoo

Operating General
MERC

Operating
Convention 
Center Prjt.

Regional
Parks

Open
Spaces TOTAL

HR-1 Consultant for training assessment 785 4,657 14,082 219 13,467 29 1,427 334 35,000
Excise Tax Impact 785 0 0 219 0 0 1,427 0 2,431

ASD-1 Additional Staff in Risk Mgmt 5,757 10,487 18,978 1,058 20,080 208 6,766 1,166 64,500
Excise Tax Impact 5,757 0 0 1,058 0 0 6,766 0 13,581

ASD-2 Visitor Management Receptionist 12,406 9,004 1,939 6,778 1,481 112 3,275 1,505 36,500
Excise Tax Impact 12,406 0 0 6,778 0 0 3,275 0 22,459

Auditor-1 Restoration of Cuts 10,401 29,779 9,093 397 13,548 155 3,041 1,341 67,755
Excise Tax Impact 10,401 0 0 397 0 0 3,041 0 13,839

TOTAL ALL AMENDMENTS 29,349 53,927 44,092 8,452 48,576 504 14,509 4,346 203,755
Excise Tax Impact 29,349 0 0 8,452 0 0 14,509 0 52,310



Department #

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Councilor Rex Burkholder 

DRAFTER John Houser, Council Analyst 

DATE FILED April 1, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1 or April 9

PROPOSED AMENDMENT Provide $80,000 for implementation of Metro’s adopted affordable housing 
policies. A total of $50,000 would be provided for technical assistance to local governments to develop 
their Regional Affordable Housing Strategies. Many smaller jurisdictions have no affordable housing 
staff. These funds would be contract for technical services that would be made available to these 
communities. It is possible that matching funds could be available for other sources if these funds are 
appropriated in the Metro budget. A total of $30,000 would be appropriated to update affordable housing 
need data based on 2000 Census.

AFFECTED DEPARTMENT
PLANNING

AFFECTED FUND(S) AFFECTED LINE ITEMS
GENERAL FUND ‘CONTRACTED PROFESSIONAL

SERVICES ($50,000)
‘VARIOUS PERSONAL SERVICES/ 
MATERIALS AND SERVICES LINE 
ITEMS ($30,000)

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS Department estimates that administrative costs related to the technical 
assistance program would be about 10% of the appropriated amount. The need update would be 
budgeted as a separate project including the assignment of staff and related materials and services.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

1. Metro adopted housing and affordable housing policies in January 2001. To comply with these 
policies, local jurisdictions are developing their own affordable housing strategies. Many jurisdictions 
have no in-house affordable housing staff and lack the resources to hire such staff.

2. The successful development and implementation of local affordable housing strategies is a critical 
element of the adopted regional policies.

3. The need data update would provide both Metro and local jurisdictions with more current data upon 
which to develop and implement their local strategies.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT -What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments 
in other budget/program areas will be necessary to accommodate this amendment?
The funding for the proposed amendment is intended to be one-time funding limited to FY 02-03. The 
general fund balance in the proposed budget includes about $125,000 in one-time revenue. A portion of 
these funds would be utilized to fund the amendment.



Department #

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Councilor Susan McLain 

DRAFTER John Houser, Council Analyst 

DATE FILED March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1 or April 9

PROPOSED AMENDMENT Enhance the capability of the Planning and Regional Parks and 
Greenspaces Department to pursue grant opportunities by providing each department with $15,000 to 
procure outside grant-writing assistance.

AFFECTED DEPARTMENT 
PLANNING AND REGIONAL 
PARKS AND GREENSPACES

AFFECTED FUND(S) 
PLANNING AND REGIONAL 
PARKS

AFFECTED LINE ITEMS 
PLANNING—CONTRACTED 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
REGIONAL PARKS—CONTRACTED 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACT: NONE

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
1. Current funding levels preclude the Planning and Regional Parks and Greenspaces Department from 

dedicating substantial resources to the identification and pursuit of outside grants.
2. Significant additional revenues for these departments through obtaining governmental or private grant 

funding.
3. Obtaining professional grant-writing assistance on a per-case basis could enhance Metro’s ability to 

successfully compete for potential outside sources of funding.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT - What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments 
in other budget/program areas will be necessary to accommodate this amendment?
The amendment would be funded from the general fund balance. The proposed balance includes 
$125,000 in one-time revenue. Using a portion of these funds to determine if funding from various grant 
sources could be enhanced by improving Metro's grant-writing capability would be a appropriate use for 
these funds.



Department #

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Councilor Susan McLain 

DRAFTER John Houser, Council Analyst 

DATE FILED March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1 or April 9

PROPOSED AMENDMENT Add $3,000 to the Special Appropriation Line Item For the Water 
Consortium-increasing the total appropriation from $15,000 to $18,000

AFFECTED DEPARTMENT 
PLANNING

AFFECTED FUND(S) 
GENERAL FUND

AFFECTED LINE ITEMS
SPECIAL APPROPRIATION-WATER 
CONSORTIUM

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS NONE

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
1. Metro currently supports the work of the regional water consortium through an annual contribution of 

$15,000. The proposed budget includes this level of support as a special appropriation. The Council 
has previously recognized the value of supporting a forum for addressing the regional aspects of 
water supply issues.

2. The consortium has determined that the regional water supply plan should be updated. It has been 
estimated that Metro's share of the cost of the update is $3,000. The proposed amendment would 
add this amount to the existing annual contribution.

3. The development of an updated plan will improve the consortium's ability to address regional water 
supply issues.

4. Given that the Metro general fund balance is projected to increase by $128,000, funding the 
consortium's request from this source will have a negligible effect on the fiscal health of the fund.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT - What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments
in other budget/program areas wiii be necessary to accommodate this amendment?
The amendment would be funded from the general fund balance with no other budgetary changes.



Department #

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Councilor Susan McLain 

DRAFTER John Houser, Council Analyst 

DATE FILED March 29, 2002 

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1 or April 9

PROPOSED AMENDMENT Adopt a portion of add-package identified as Human Resources Add-1 
related to the development of an agency-wide training program by providing $35,000 to hire an outside 
consultant to conduct an assessment and inventory of Metro training needs.

AFFECTED DEPARTMENT
HUMAN RESOURCES

AFFECTED FUND(S) 
SUPPORT SERVICES

AFFECTED LINE ITEMS 
CONTRACTED PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES ($35,000)

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS NONE

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
1. Metro currently lacks a comprehensive employee training program. The Human Resources 

Department has recognized this need and proposed an add package to create a new position that 
would be responsible for conducting a training needs assessment and implementing a new agency­
wide training program.

2. The proposed amendment would provide funds for the completion of a training needs assessment by 
an outside consultant.

3. Following completion of the needs assessment, the potential staffing and other funding needed to 
fund an agency-wide training program could more easily be quantified and reviewed by the Council.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT-What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments 
in other budget/program areas will be necessary to accommodate this amendment?
The amendment would be funded through an increase in Support Services Fund assessments in the cost 
allocation plan. The impact of the amendment on the cost allocations to specific departments is difficult to 
estimate until all amendments affecting the cost allocation plan are known. As proposed, the General 
Fund contributes about 1.5% of the transfers to the Support Services Fund for the Human Resources 
Department.



Department #

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Councilor Rod Monroe 

DRAFTER John Houser, Council Analyst 

DATE FILED April 4, 2002 

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 9

PROPOSED AMENDMENT Adopt the add-package identified as ASD Add-1 related to providing a full 
time position related to Risk Management to provide additional safety and loss prevention training and 
emergency response. The new position also would allow current staff to be redirected to assist with the 
agency's increasingly complex benefits management program. The cost of the add package is $64,500.

AFFECTED DEPARTMENT 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

AFFECTED FUND(S) 
BUILDING MANAGEMENT

AFFECTED LINE ITEMS
PERSONAL SERVICES ($63,000) 
AND MATERIALS AND SERVICES 
($1,500)

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACTS Addition of 1 FTE (Program Analyst I) to the Building Management 
Fund

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

1. Metro’s safety and loss prevention programs have operated at minimal levels in recent years.
Several safety related documents need to be updated and a more extensive employee training 
program is needed.

2. Recent state and federal law changes and increasing health and welfare costs have made the 
agency’s benefit program more complex and difficult to manage. This amendment would result in an 
additional .5 FTE being assigned to the benefits program, which will free up some of the program 
manager’s time to address ongoing programmatic changes.

3. The new position proposed by the amendment would be filled by a person with a security and 
emergency response background who could supplement Metro’s current security staff.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT-What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments 
in other budget/program areas will be necessary to accommodate this amendment?
The amendment would be funded through the cost allocation program with an estimated general fund 
impact of $13,500.



Department #

PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET AMENDMENT

PRESENTER Councilor Susan McLain 

DRAFTER John Houser, Council Analyst 

DATE FILED March 29, 2002

BUDGET COMMITTEE REVIEW DATE April 1 or April 9

PROPOSED AMENDMENT Enhance the capability of the Planning and Regional Parks and 
Greenspaces Department to pursue grant opportunities by providing each department with $15,000 to 
procure outside grant-writing assistance.

AFFECTED DEPARTMENT
PLANNING AND REGIONAL 
PARKS AND GREENSPACES

AFFECTED FUND(S) 
PLANNING AND REGIONAL 
PARKS

AFFECTED LINE ITEMS 
PLANNING—CONTRACTED 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
REGIONAL PARKS—CONTRACTED 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

PROGRAM/STAFFING IMPACT: NONE

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT
1. Current funding levels preclude the Planning and Regional Parks and Greenspaces Department from 

dedicating substantial resources to the identification and pursuit of outside grants.
2. Significant additional revenues for these departments through obtaining governmental or private grant 

funding.
3. Obtaining professional grant-writing assistance on a per-case basis could enhance Metro’s ability to 

successfully compete for potential outside sources of funding.

OPTIONS FOR FUNDING THIS AMENDMENT -What reductions, credits, changes, or adjustments 
in other budget/program areas wili be necessary to accommodate this amendment?
The amendment would be funded from the general fund balance. The proposed balance includes 
$125,000 in one-time revenue. Using a portion of these funds to determine if funding from various grant 
sources could be enhanced by improving Metro's grant-writing capability would be a appropriate use for 
these funds.


