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Agenda

COUNCIL MEETING

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 SW HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Reglonal Services

Date:
Day :
Time:

Place:

Approx.

Time*

5:30

6:00

6:15

All times listed on this agenda are approximate.

January 23, 1986

Thursday

5:30 pP.m.

University of Portland

Buckley Hall, Room 209
5000 North Willamette Boulevard
Portland, Oregon

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL
Il. Introductions
2; Cohncilor Coﬁmunications
3. - Executive Officer Communications
4. Written Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
5. Citizen Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
6. Consideration of Resolution No. 86-620, for the
Purpose of Establishing the North Portland
Rehabilitation and Enhancement Advisory Committee -
7. CONSENT AGENDA

7.1 Approval of Minutes of December 19, 1985

7.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 86-625, for the

Purpose of Confirming the Appointment of Citizens

Presented By

Barker/
Rocker

Cox

of the Community to Meet with the Council Management
Committee to Review Investment Matters
(Management Committee Recommendation)

considered in the exact order indicated.

(continued)

Items may not be
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ApPpProx.
Time

6:20

6:40

7:00

7:20

7:30

7:45 -10.

7:50

amn v
4798C/313-6
01/15/86

" 9.3

Presented By

ORDINANCES

8.1 Consideration of Ordinance No. 86-195, for the
Purpose of Submitting Metropolitan Service
District Tax Base Measure
(First Reading and Public Hearing)

8.2 Consideration of Ordinance No. 86-196, Adopting

a Final Order in Contested Case No. 85-2:
(Tualatin Hills) and Amending the Metro Urban
Growth Boundary in Washington County as Petitioned

(First Reading and Public Hearing)

RESOLUTIONS

9.1 Consideration of Resolution No. 86-623, for the
Purpose of Approving the FY 1985-86 Supplemental -
Budget and Transmitting the Approved Budget to
the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission

9.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 86-624, for the
Purpose of Amending Resolution No. 85-562,
Revising Appropriations and Creating a Rehabili-
tation and Enhancement Fund, an Insurance Fund,
and a Convention, Trade and Spectator Facilities
(CTS) Fund

(Public Hearing)

NOTE: Items 9.1 and 9.2 will be considered together

Consideration of Resolution No. 86-622, for the
Purpose of Appointing Citizen Members to the
Metropolitan Service District’s Budget Committee

Consideration of Resolution No. 86-626, for the
Purpose of Authorizing the Negotiated Acquisition
or the Commencement of Condemnation to Acquire
Certain Property in Accordance with the Approved
Solid Waste Management Plan for the Purpose of
Constructing the Washington Transfer & Recycling
Center

COMMITTEE REPORTS

ADJOURN

Kirkpatrick
Carlson
Rich

Hinckley

Sims

Sims

Barker

Baxendale



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 6

Meeting Date Jan. 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLTUION NO. 86-620 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING THE NORTH PORTLAND
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Date: .January 9, 1986 Presented by: Ray Barker

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

A task force consisting of Metro Councilors Bonner, Gardner,
Hansen and Waker met in October and November to discuss the creation
of an advisory committee that would make recommendations to the
Metro Council regarding policies and the administration of a reha-
bilitation and enhancement program for the North Portland area.

SB 662 requires Metro to apportion a certain amount of the
monies collected for solid waste disposal at the St. Johns Landfill
for rehabilitation and enhancement of the area in and around the
landfill. The Council Task Force drafted a resolution that would
start the effort to meet the requirements of SB 662.

The Task Force was assisted by representatives of the North
Portland Citizens' Committee, State Representative Mike Burton, and
Portland City Commissioner Dick Bogle. They reviewed and support
the resolution drafted by the Council Task Force.

Adoption of Resolution No. 86-620 would create an advisory
committee to make recommendations to the Metro Council regarding the
rehab111tat10n and enhancement program for the North Portland area.:

The committee's charge would include:

a. To specify the boundaries of the area to be
: rehabilitated and enhanced;

b. To develop criteria for determining how funds will be
used; and

Ca To prepare recommendations regarding continuing
public involvement (a committee to recommend projects

for funding, etc.)
Metro would provide administrative services to the committee.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDAT ION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution
No. 86-620.

RB/g1/4554C/435-2
01/09/86



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE -
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING )
THE NORTH PORTLAND REHABILITATION ) - : .
AND ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE ) . . Introduced by Councilors
: ) Bonner, Gardner, Hansen & Waker

'RESOLUTION NO. 86-620

- WHEREAS, The 1985 Oregon State Legislature passed SB 662
.which requires the'MetrOpolitan-Service District (Metro) to appor--
tion'an amountbof'the_charges collected~fot}solid waste disposal. -
atithe St. Johne Landfill and use the'monies_ohtainedhfor‘rehabi;if
tétion and enhancement.of the area'in and‘around the 1endfilli and'x

WHEREAS SB 662 does not spec1fy the boundarles of the area
jto be rehabllltated or enhanced, the. type of rehabllltatlon or
henhancement how the funds will be adm1n1stered and other important
con81derat10ns; and

WHEREAS, The Council of;the'MetropolitanpSerVice ﬁist:ict
: is,eeeking'recommendations regarding the administration of the:
"rehabi;itation_and enhancenent p:ogran,forfthe.NorthePortland area;
now,'therefore,_ . | C |

| BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That, the Metro Councll hereby establlshes.an adv1sory
fcommlttee to be known as the North Portland Rehabllltatlon ‘and
_;Enhancement Adv1sory Commlttee.

‘2. That. the purpose of the Commlttee shall be to make
recommendatlons to the Metro Counc1l regardlng p011c1es and the"
admlnlstratlon of the rehabllltatlon and enhancement program for the
‘ North Portland area, to include the follow1ng;

a. specify the houndaries ofvthe afea to be

rehabilitated and enhanced;



-

b. criteria for determinihcxhow fhnds will beideed
for rehabilitation‘and ehhancement;:and |

c. cont1nu1ng pub11c 1nvolvement (a commlttee to

: recommend progects for fundlng, etc ) |

The Commlttee shall complete thelr recommendatlons w1th1n six months

: of the date of Counc1l app01ntment.

3. That the comp031tlon of the Commlttee include 1nd1v1—‘

duals from Metro, the Clty of Portland, the State Leglslature and

| North Portland as follows.

- as. Metro Councilor, District No. 12

l .
b. Public Works Commissioner, City of Portland 1l
c. 'State Senator, District No. 8 , 1
d. State Representative, District No. 17 1
‘e. Citizens of North Portland : 3
, -

The chalrperson shall be the Metro Counc1lor represent—

flng Metro Dlstrlct No. 12. The Metro Counc1l shall" appo1nt the y'
y‘three (3) North Portland 01tlzens from a llst prov1ded by the North
:Portland Cltlzens' Commlttee. Each member shall have one’ (1) vote

-and the cha1r may vote on and discuss any matter comlng before the

"Commlttee.‘

4;i That Metro shall prov1de admlnlstratlve services to the'

Commlttee 1nclud1ng help in selectlng and contractlng for needed n

techn1cal a551stance.

ADOPTED by the Counc11 of the Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct

‘this ___ day of_‘_. . 1986.

| - Richard ﬁaker,fPresiding Officer
EB/g1-4554C/435-5 | |

01/09/86
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‘Agenda Item No.___ . 7.1

| Meeting Date : Jan. 23, 1986
MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

Informal Work Session
December 19, 1985

Counoilors Present: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen,
. Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Oleson, Van Bergen.
and Waker .

Councilors Absent: Coun01lors Myers and Bonner
Also Present: 'Rlck Gustafson, Executlve Offlcer

Staff Present: Eleanore Baxendale, Dennls Mulv1h111, Dan Durlg,.
. Doug Drennen,. Patrick Minor, Norm Wietting,
Chuck Geyer, Wayne Rifer, Jan Schaeffer, Ray
Barker , :

' Deputy Pre51dlng Offlcer Waker called the spec1al meetlng to order

at 5:10 p.m. and announced the purpose of the work session was to ‘
consider final suggestions for changes to the SOlld Waste Reductlon'

- Program, Work Plan, and Framework Plan.

Councilor Kelley 01rculated proposed amendments to p. 14 of the

Framework Plan relating to the certification program. Any reference

to "certification for local government programs" would be changed to

read "collection services," she explained. She said the proposed

language would make the Framework Plan consistent with the Reso-
lution.

CoUncilor Gardner suggested the second sentence of policy 7 of

Resolution No. 85-611 be changed to read: "Based upon the responses
to the RFQ, and before issuing a request for proposals by July 31,

1986, Metro will, [by July 31, 1986]...." After discussion about
the intent of the original language, it was determined not to, amend
the .language. Staff assured the Council that the bidding process

' ‘for alternative technology would be carried out as qulckly as pos-

1ble.

Motion: Councilor DeJardin moved to endorse the Framework
Plan as amended. Councilor Van Bergen seconded the

motion.
Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:
Ayes: Councilors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,

- Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Oleson, Van Bergen and
- Waker . _ : v
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Absent} _ Coun01lors Myers and Bonner-
The motlon carried.

{ Motion: Councilor DeJardln moved to endorse the Framework"
; Plan as amended. Councilor Van Bergen seconded the

motion.
Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:
Ayee: ' JCouncllors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,
R Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Oleson, Van Bergen and
»,Waker ‘

- Absent:' . Coun01lors Myers and Bonner g';-
The motlon carrled.

Deputy Pre51dlng Offlcer Waker adjourned the spec1al se331on at
5:25 p m. o _ . _

Respectfully submxtted,

L/ " W ///9,7//%%/

“-A.¢Mar1e Nelson

Clerk of the Councll
“‘amn |
-4990C/313-2
,01/15/86,



MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE-DISTRICT-7

- December 19, 1985
Coun01lors Present. Counc1lors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,
Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen, Waker
and Bonner
Councilors Absent: Counc1lors Myers and Oleson
Also Present:' ' Rick Gustafson, Executlve Off1cer
| Sraff Present: ‘Eleanore Baxendale, Dennls Mulv1h111 Dan Dur1g,
S S Doug Drennen, Patrick Minor, Norm Wietting,
Chuck Geyer, Wayne Rifer, Jan Schaeffer, Ray
Barker, Vlckle Rocker, Gene Leo and Peg Henwood

Pre51d1ng Offlcer Bonner called to meetlng to order at 5 30 P. m.'

1. - INTRODUCTIONS

None.

"g;‘. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

None.

3.,° EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

4. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

None.

5. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

None.

6. CONSENT AGENDA -
Motion: Councilor Kirkpatrick moved to adopt'the Consent
, - 'Agenda and Councilor Kelley seconded the motion.

Vote: .. A vote on the motion resulted in:
Ayes: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen,
: Kirkpatrick, “Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner ..

"_ Absent: Councilor Myers and Oleson
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'The motlon carrled and the follow1ng resolutlons were adopted-

6.1d esolutlon No. 85-609, Authorlzlng the Transfer of Sectlon 3
L "prade" Funds to the Oregon City Transit Station and Amending
-the Transportatlon Improvement Program Accordlngly

fé;éf'Resolutlon No. 85 610, Endorsing the Rev1sed Ozone Control

Strategy for the Portland-Vancouver Interstate Air Quality
Malntenance Area (AQMA)

7. CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUITON NO. 85 611, for the Purpose of
Adoptlng Solid Waste Reduction P011c1es :

Motlon- ‘.A motlon to adopt the Resolutlon was made by
. . Councilors Waker -and: Gardner at the meetlng of.
. December 5, 1985. :

Motion to Amend: vCouncilor Waker moved, seconded by'Councilor~
: . DeJardin, to amend the main motion by incorporating -
all amendments embodied in Resolution No. 85-611A
. plus the following changes: 1) amending the fifth -
"WHEREAS" to read- "WHEREAS, The policies descrlbed
below will..."; 2) amending policy 1 to read: Lo
"...c) the acceptable cost for recovery [in comp-
liance with state law]..."; 3) amending policy 6 to
read: "b)...accepted at [the landfill] disposal
facilities which do not process waste recovery of-
those materials if more appropriate disposal options
are available..."; and 4) amending pol1cy 10 to
read: "...The [draft] program and. time frame
submitted to the Coun01l are con51stent w1th these .
‘pollcles. :

. ~The Executlve Offlcer explalned the document entltled Resolutlon
~ No. 85-611A included all amendments made by the Council at thelr
;work se551on on . December 12,

Vote on. Motlon to Amend. The vote resulted in°h

Ayes:,'n’ Councilors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,
N Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner

Abéent‘ ‘Counoilors Myers and Oleson
The motlon carrled..

Before the vote was taken to adopt the Resolutlon, Deputy Pre51dlng
Offlcer Waker, Chalrman of .the SOlld Waste. Reductlon Task Force,
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explained the Task Force had worked hard to develop a comprehensive
Waste Reduction Program which reflected a variety of Council v
interests. Implementing the program, he said, would require more
hard work of the Council.. He thanked'Councilors and staff for their
efEOrts. : ' > “ ‘

Coun01lor Hansen said the Waste Reductlon Program was not Just a -
six-month project and explained the process actually started three
- years ago. He said although it represented compromise solutions,
all Councilors would need to work to accomplish its objectives. '

" Vote on the main motion, as amended: The vote resulted in:

Ayes: - Councilors Cooper, DeJardin,. Gardner,‘Hansen,' : ‘
. Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen, and Waker-

. Abstain: Counc1lor Bonner
| Absent° Cohncilors Myers'and‘OIeSOn'
The motion carrled and Resolution No. 85-611A was adopted as amended.

8.- ORDERS .- .

»'8.1 Consideration of Order No. 85-5, in the Matter of Contested
- Case No. 84-2, a Petition for an Urban Growth Boundary
- Locational Adjustment by Portland General Electric et al

Motion: Councilor DeJardin moved to consider thegorder‘at the
meeting of January 9, 1986." Councilor Kafoury
seconded the motion. C

Ayesi-' Counc1lors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen, _ :
B Klrkpatrlck Kafoury, Kelley,.Van Bergen, Waker and
‘Bonner ‘

Absent-; Councilors Myers and Oleson
The motlon carried and the matter was postponed unt11 January 9

9. ORDINANCES

0.

.1 Consideration of Ordinance No. 85-193, Adopting a Final Orderv
: and Amending the Metrp Urban Growth Boundary for Contested Case
No. 85- 4 Foster Property (Second Readlng)

' ‘The Clerk read the Ordlnance a second tlme by t1tle only.,~\
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-Motion: A motlon to adopt the Ordinance was made by
: 5 Coun01lors Kelley and DeJardln on November 26, 1985

J111 H1nck1ey reported staff . recommended acceptlng the Hearings
-Offlcer s Report and adopting the 0rd1nance.

Vote: . “A vote on the motion resulted in:

\Ayes: ‘ ‘”Counc1lors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,
~ . Kirkpatrick, Kelley, Van Bergen and Waker

Nays; ;,.vCouncrlorvaafoury and Bonner
Absent: véonncilors Myers'and Oleson -

The motlon carrled and Ordlnance No. 85~ 163 was adopted.

9. 2 Consideration of Ordinance No.. 85~ -194, for the Purpose of
Restrlctlng the Use of the St. Johns Landfill to Waste

Generated in Clackamas, Multnomah and Washlngton Countles
(Second Readlng) v . '

The Clerk read the Ordinance a second tlme by t1t1e only.

B Motion: A motion to adopt the 0rd1nance was made by Councilors
C K1rkpatr1ck and Kelley at . the meetlng of September 12,
- 1985. - - , _

Motion to Amend: Councilor Hansen proposed the Section 2 of
T the Ordinance be amended to read: "[That] Effective
January 1, 1986, solid waste generated outside of the
-Planning Area shall not be accepted at the St. Johns
" Landfill or Clackamas Transfer & Recycllng Center for
disposal. However,. until June 1,°1986, Metro will
accept waste from outside the Plannlng Area 1if
.(a) waste was delivered to the St. Johns Landfill or
Clackamas Transfer & Recycling Center during the ‘
period of December 1, 1984, to December 1, 1985, and
. (b) there is no solid waste disposal facility in the
county in which the waste was generated. Such waste
"will be accepted only in the quantity delivered _
between December 1, 1984, and December 1, 1985, on a
-monthly basis. Coun01lor Kelley seconded the motion.

Councilor Hansen explained this amendment was' a reasonable response

to the concerns ralsed by those test1fy1ng at the publlc hearlng on
the Ordinance. : :
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At Councilor K1rkpatr1ck'svrequest, Dan Durig responded‘to Councilor

Hansen's proposed amendment. He explained that as a result of
negotiations with Columbia.and Yamhill County representat1ves, staff
had received a letter dated December 19, 1985, from the city of

Washugal stating Yamhill County would work w1th the City to receive

waste at their landfill starting approximately March 1, 1986.

.Between January 1 and March -1, Columbia County haulers‘could dispose

of waste at Cowlitz County Landfill, Lackner Landfill in Clark

:County. Therefore, Mr. Durig did not think the proposed amendment
' was necessary. He stated an amendment would weaken the Ordinance.

Also, he pointed out that just as Columbia County would find disposal
alternatives. more expensive, Metro would find that alternatives to ‘
landfill disposal. would be. more expensive as alternatlve technolo-
gles were developed. S

In response to Councilor Kelley's questlon, ‘Norm’ W1ett1ng reported
that about 3,000 tons of waste generated in Columbia County were
currently being disposed at the St. Johns Landfill per day. Over a
six-month period at this volume, the life of St. Johns would be
extended one and one-half days, he said.

FCounc1lor Hansen questloned the loglc of 1nconven1en01ng Columbla
. County when the result would be extended the life of St. Johns only

one and oOne- half days or less.

‘:Mr. Durig aga1n explalned that to amend the proposed Ordlnance would
_weaken it and that Columbia County had been presented. with reason— ‘
1able alternatlves for their d1sposal problems.-

In response to Councilor Gardner's questlon, Eleanore Baxendale -
~expla1ned the proposed amendment was const;tutlonal, but it would be
:51mpler if the Ordlnance were not amended : : : ;

Vote'on the Motlon to Amend- A vote on the motlon resulted in:

Ayes: - Councilors Gardner, Hansen, Kelley and Bonner _'~ S

.

Nays: Councilors Cooper, DeJardln, Klrkpatrlck Kafoury,
' Van Bergen and Waker

‘Absent: Councilors_Myers and Oleson

‘The motion to amend the Ordinance failed.v

Vote on the Main Motién: A vote on the main motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen, Kirkpatrick, .
- Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen, Waker and Bonner '
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| Abstain: CounCilor Cooper
Absent- Councllors Myers and Oleson

The motion carrled and the Ordinance was adopted.

10. CONTRACTS

-10 1 Con31deratlon -0of a Golden Monkey Loan Agreement Between the

Metropolitan Service Dlstrlct and the City of Seattle for an‘p.
Animal Exh1b1t

¥ .

Gene Leo briefly rev1ewed terms of the contract and announced the

© exhibit would be opening in Seattle on February ‘8, after which the

Chinese delegation would be visiting Portland Mr, Leo invited
~Counc1lors to part1c1pate in these events. R -

Regardlng Item 6(d) of the contract, Counc1lor Van Bergen expressed
concern that SOllCltlng money could cause embarrassment for Metro,
especially if the vendors were selected for future contracts. :
< Mr. Leo explalned this contract prov1s1on .referred to the hospitality
industry's provision of goods and services to the Chinese delegates.
iCounc1lor Van Bergen contlnued to object to the contract prov151on.

‘.Councxlor Kafoury asked ‘how the pro:ect would be financed. Mr. Leo -
replied $56,000 was included for the project in the FY 1985-86

_budget and mid-year transfers. Forty thousand dollars would be
"budgeted next fiscal year, Forty to fifty thousand dollars would be
‘'donated by corporatlons who would serve as co-sponsors'to the - R
project. Regarding expected revenues, Mr. Leo said it was dlfflcult
to project specific amounts. However, he explalned ‘the San Diego’ v
zoo had experienced a 9.1 percent attendance increase after the same
exhibit was installed. If the Wash1ngton Park Zoo experlenced the

same. percentage ‘increase, about $150 000 addltlonal revenues would
,be taken in, he reported.

Motion: "Coun01lor DeJardin moved ‘the contract be approved and
’ Councilor Klrkpatrlck seconded the motlon.

Vote:vn A vote.on the motion resulted in:.

_Ayes:” aCounc1lors Cooper, DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,
o 'Klrkpatrlck Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen and Bonner

Absent- Counc1lors Myers, Oleson and Waker
The motlon carr1ed and the contract was approved.

1
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.11, RESOLUTIONS

ll;l Consideration of Resolution No. 85—613; for the Phrpose of
’ Appointing Solid Waste Industry Members to- the Solid Waste
Policy Advisory Committee (SWPAC)

The Presiding Officer suggested consideration of -this matter be
postponed to the next regular Council meeting in order to give
Councilors time to review staff's recommendations. _

Motion: Councilor Gardner moved to-poStpbne'éonsideration‘of
‘ the Resolution until the meeting. of January 9, 1986."
Councilor Van Bergen seconded the motion.

Vote: 'A vote on the motion resulted in:
Ayes: Councilors<Cobper, DeJardin; Gardner} Hansen,

Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen and. Bonner
Absent: Councilors Myers, Oleson and Waker
.Thé<motion carried and consideration of the iﬁem‘was pbstponed.

12. DISCUSSION OF ELECTION OF 1986 COUNCIL OFFICERS o

In.response to Presiding Officer Bonner's question, no one indicated
.the intent to nominate Councilors other than Waker and Gardner for
the offices of Presiding Officer and Deputy Presiding Officer
respectively. - - . A o L

Presiding Officer Bonner declared a recess at 6:20 p.m. and announc-
ed the Council would reconvene at 7:00 p.m. for .the purpose of
conducting a public hearing on the proposed Tigard site for .the
Washington County Transfer & Recycling Center. Deputy Presiding
Officer Waker chaired the remainder of the meeting in Presiding -
Officer Bonner's absence. ' : 3 :

13. CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-614, for the Purpose of
Designating an Additional Site for the Washington Transfer &
- Recycling Center (Hunziker Street between 72nd & Hall, Tigard) -

Deputy Presiding Officer Waker reported that at the public hearing
- on two Beaverton area sites previously considered by the Council on
September 12, 1985, it was announced that Metro would conduct addi--

- tional public hearings if other sites were considered for the
‘Washington Transfer & Recycling Center (WTRC) . - "He. reported that
since that September 12 meeting, the Tigard site and the Champion
Wood Products site had been brought forward for consideration. The :
hearing for the Champion site would occur on January 9, he said, and
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the Council wouidvthen decide which site should be séiected'fbr'the A

-transfer facility on January 16.. The Deputy Presiding Officer then
-reviewed rules for the public hearing'on»the‘Tigard site. S

Doug Drennen reviewed information about the proposed site as con-
tained in the meeting agenda materials. He first reviewed the =
site's basic characteristics as illustrated in an aerial photo- ‘
graph. ~ He explained. four members of. the WTRC Advisory Group voted L

.. to rank the site with those meriting further consideration by the

Council. Four other members, however, did not think the site merit-

- ed further consideration mainly because of the site's close location
- to the‘Clackamas Transfer & Recycling Center (CTRC). - o

Mr. Drennen thehbreported staff had employed Wi1sey'& Ham to conduct -

@ traffic impact study on the Tigard site. The consultant's study

determined the current level of traffic in the area would not. be
impacted if the transfer facility were built at this site. He
further stated the nearby: interchange met: the minimum traffic safety
guidelines established by the State Department of Transportation.

Gary LaHaie then presented the Advisory Grdup's recommendation. . He: ‘@ -

said the Group -did not agree on whether the Tigard site deserved

- further consideration and as such, decided the Council should hear"

public testimony and make that decision. The Advisory Group also’
concluded no new sites should be considered after the public hearing
on the Champion siteeoccurred. In conclusion, Mr. LaHaie said staff.
: gcted'public far more than the law required and
the selection process had been extremely open. He noted that as -a
result of the public notification process, additional sites were
brought to staff's attention for consideration. . = .

. Deputy Presiding Officer Waker then opened the public hearing and

limited testimony to three minutes per person. He also announced

‘that Councilor Qleson'leﬁt‘thé meeting early due to illness.

'Géraldiné.Bali,fllsis S.W. 91st, Tigard, NPO #4 ChairperSoh, tésﬁj— :

fied NPO #4 was opposed to the site because of concerns about

. traffic. She said residents were very concerned about the safety of

Phil Lewis school students. who had to walk across Hunziker. Street
before and after school, during lunch and during vacation time. She.
asked the Council to consider the children's safety when making
their decision. R < o ST

' Rébert Pierce, 14010 S.W.,High Tor Drive, Tigard, President of the

Tigard Chamber of Commerce, explained the Chamber was supportive of

~a transfer station but did not support the Tigard location on

Hunziker Street because the site was incompatible with nearby resi-“:
dences, 'small business, the planned revitalization of the downtown

area and the Phil Lewis School. ‘Thé,Chambervalso had major concerns
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about potential traffic problems if WTRC were sited at that location.
Further, he said the site was a long distance from the projected
center of waste which was in conflict with Metro's stated siting
objectives.  In conclusion, Mr. Pierce said the Tigard site seemed
the least desirable of all those considered -and urged the Counc1l
not to recommend it for the transfer fac111ty. o

Matt Takahashi, 7610 S.W. Cherry, Tigard,. a student at Phil Lew1s

School, testified he and his brother walked to school. ‘He said that
the road near his school was already busy with traffic. If the
transfer station were built in ‘Tigard, the additional 600 trucks per
day would cause much noise when windows were open in the school
building. The trucks would also create safety hazards on Hunziker
Street because some of those blocks had no sidewalks .for the
children. -Mr. Takahash1 sald the s1te was not a good place to add
more traffic. ~

' Cralg Hopkins, 7430 S.W. Varns, Tlgard Chalrperson, CPO #5 and

member of the Tigard Civic Center Advisory Committee. Mr. Hopkins
testified the membership of CPO 5 unanlmously opposed the Tigard
site because it did not meet Metro's criteria of compatibility, -

‘closeness to the center of waste and traffic impacts. He did not

agree with Gary LaHaie's earlier statement about good public notifi-

cation.  Rather, Mr. Hopkins said staff's notification did not

encompass a large enough area. Several nelghborhoods adjacent to

the site, he said, had not.been. served with n%t1ce of Metro's pro-.
l con51der a more '

.Dav1d Sudtell 7219 S.W. Cedar Lane, Portland, explalned that as

previously announced, his property at the west edge of Hillsboro was
still available for use as a transfer facility site. He then read a
letter from the city of Hlllsboro Planning Department stating that
the zoning for the site was compatible with that of a transfer
facility such as Metro proposed. Mr. Sudtell furnished the Clerk '
w1th a copy of the letter to be entered 1nto the meetlng record.

etty Nitsos, 8465 S.W. H1n21ker, Tigard. At -the request of
Ms. Nitsos, the Deputy Presiding Officer read her statement. She
testified she was opposed to siting a transfer station on the Tigard
site due to severe traffic problems the additional. trucks would
create. She also testified neighboring property values would
decrease and odor problems would result, as had occurred with the
CTRC 1n Oregon City. »

Councilor Van Bergen reported it had been documented CTRC dld not
create bad odors. Rossman's Landfill was the cause of the odor, he
sald ' R - : .
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’Sharon Takahashl, 7610 S.W. Cherry, Tlgard, complalned about the bad |

timing of the publlc hearing. She testified two WTRC Advisory Group

'_‘members living in her neighborhood had testified against the Tigard
" site. She reported the "B" intersection rating was not accurate

considering the probable use. of that intersection by WTRC transfer
trucks. She challenged a transfer truck to maneuver the intersec-

~tion at noon when traffic was heaviest. She also reported a neigh-

borhood resident, Larry Schmidt, owner of Schmidt's Sanitary
Service, told her if Metro sited a station in Tigard, it would not
be providing a true regional service. A Tlgard site, he had said,
would dupllcate about one-third of the service currently prov1ded by

- Deputy Pres1d1ng Offlcer Waker said he also regretted the hearlng

was scheduled a week from Christmas, but adherence to a tight hear-
ing schedule was . necessary because siting of WTRC was several months

‘behlnd schedule.

'Greg Edwards, 7545 s. W. Cherry street T1gard, said he v1olent1y
opposed the Tigard site for WIFRC. He did not agree with Metro's -
- ‘traffic study and challenged anyone to drive through the area durlng .
‘arush hours. : _ _ - ’

fRayiPirkl,‘7745.S.W.-Varns, Tigard,_said he did not object to a site
in Tigard, but he did object to the one now proposed. Mr. Pirkl
" objected to the Hunziker site because it was too close to CTRC, it

would be too near.residences and'incompatible.businesses,'it»was
incompatible with the nearby civic center, traffic problems were
severe and the WTRC Advisory Committee was d1v1ded about the 51te s

’sultablllty.

Larry Hlbbard 13137 S.W. Pacific nghway, Tlgard ‘Assistant Super-

,1ntendent, Tlgard School D1str1ct, submitted a letter to the Council
. ekpressing the District's opinions and concerns ‘regarding the
‘proposed site. He testified the site would create additional = .
. .traffic and pose a hazard to students who walked to the Phil Lewis
School. The school's buses would also be forced to. compete -with
. ‘transfer trucks, compounding existing traffic problems. "He also
-'sa1d the increased traffic would create more noise for the school

students.

In. response to Deputy Pres1d1ng 0ff1cer Waker s questlon, -
-Mr. Hibbard said although the Phil Lewis School was not in an 1deal

locatlon, there were no plans to move the fac111ty.

| Garry Ott, 9055 S.W. Edgewood, Tigard, Acting Chalrperson of CPO #l,'

reported the membership of COP #l1 unanimously opposed a transfer
station-at the Hunziker site. Reasons for this opposition, he said,

~“included difficult access to the site, traffic impacts, incompati-
rblllty to surroundlng re81dences and bu51ness and the Adv1sory
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Group s low ranklng of the- 51te. -He requested the Coun01l delete
the site from further cons1deratlon. : ‘ L

Paul Phllllps, 15075 S. W.ADawn Court, Tlgard State Representatlve,
questioned why the Council would conslder the Tigard site after the
divided vote of the WIRC Advisory Group. Representative Phillips
said he had outlined his specific concerns in a letter to Metro's
Executive Officer. -He said most of his concerns centered around the
- effects ‘the fac111ty would have on an already bad traffic situation
. combined with the hazards posed to pedestrian school children.- :
Finally, Mr. Phillips testified the site was too near the CTRC to be
efficient. " He urged the Council to do what was right and consider
another location for the WTRC.

Ted Mast Vice Pre51dent Applegate Natural Foods, 7805 S. W.__
vHunz1ker, said he was’ worrled about the potentlal for vermin prob-
lems if the transfer -station were located at the Hunziker site. He
said about 90,000 square feet of grocery wholesale business was
‘located in the area. He also thought the increased traffic created
- by the transfer station would cause serious problems for the area.

Councilor DeJardin pointed out the grocery wholesale business could
be analogous to the transfer station. Both 'industries ‘involved
trucks coming into and going out of the area and both could be said
to attract rodents. . However, he said rodents would not pose a ‘
problem at the transfer station because no garbage would remaln in
the transfer statlon overnight. S

In response to Councilor Kelley s questlon, Mr._Mast said the public
did not object to Applegate Natural Foods and Albertson's locating
in their current location. He said he doubted the public knew of
the potential traffic that would be generated as a result of . those
vfood dlstrlbutlon businesses.

Donald Moen, 11395 S.W. Ironwood Loop, Tlgard, stated that although
‘he was the pre51dent of the Tigard Planning Commlss1on, he was not
testifying in that capacity. He worked for Cohen Manufacturlng in
‘Tigard and, as such, was concerned about the poss1ble traffic im-
pacts of the transfer station. He encouraged the Council to listed
to NPO representatives because their comments were. objectlve and
informative. Mr. Moen said the proposed Tigard site. was incom-
‘patible with adjacent residences and bu51nesses, and .the probable
1mpact on traffic would be severe.

-Counc1lor Kelley asked Mr. Moen what he thought the plannlng goals
were for the Tigard site. Mr. Moen said the area in question was .a
difficult one. Zones had been established by evolution, he said,
~rather than by careful planning. - He saw the 51te belng developed '
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for compatlble 1ndustr1a1 use. The transfer station, he said, ‘would
be subject to-a conditional use permit process. In response to
~Councilor Van Bergen's question, Mr. Moen responded a transfer
statlon would be permltted under the current conditional use process.

Thomas Sulllvan, 12105 S. W. 72nd, Tlgard Chairman, T1gard Transpor-
- tation -and Advisory Committee, submitted a letter to the Council
‘outlining his testimony. In addition to the letter, Mr. Sulllvan
-said ‘he was concerned about much traffic converging from diverse -
locations into one area.  He also pointed out when the Dartmouth
extension was completed, Dartmouth and 72nd and Huriziker would be
the easxest way - for traffic from I-5 North to get to Portland

:Tom Brian, 7630 S.W. Flr, Tlgard, said he was concerned about the ,
process by ‘which the WTRC Advisory Group evaluated the Tigard site
~ and: the proposed site's proximity to the Oregon City area.+ He .
questioned why ‘the site, which had received an overall rating of
54.5 points, = had been.forwarded to the Council for further con- .
"sideration. The orlglnal cutoff point for. forwarding sites to the
Council had been 55 points, he said. He also questioned why Metro
would want to 51te any transfer station in a c1ty s downtown area.

Pre51d1ng Offlcer Waker read a letter into the record from Start
Right Inc. Day Care & Pre School, 8485 S.W. Hunziker Street, Tlgard;'
‘signed by Geoff Levear, Secretary. Mr. Levear .objected to the

. proposed Tigard site because the process being used to:select WTRC
..sites was not the "best possible process," the criteria established
for site selection was not the most practlcal and the Hun21ker 81te
possessed severe 11m1tat10ns. L :
'-_Counc1lor Klrkpatrlck read a 1etter into the record from the Palmer

- G. Lewis Company, Inc., 525 "C" Street N.W., Auburn, Washlngton, to
Peg Henwood. The letter noted that although there were some simi-
larities between CTRC and the proposed WTRC, the major d1551m11ar1ty
was the site proposed for WTRC was not compatible with existing ,
surroundings. The potential for creating severe traffic problems 1n‘
the Tigard area was also a problem as well as the proposed 51te s'
prox1m1ty to CTRC. :

There was no addltlonal publlc testimony. A,:
Deputy Pre51d1ng Offlcer announced the Executlve Officer ‘had '
recommended the Council adopt Resolution No. 85-614 which would

' ‘designate an additonal site for the WIRC. He ‘explained that even if
the Council did not adopt Reésolution No. 85-614 and the Tigard site
“were not added to the list of site to be considered, a public -
-hearlng was scheduled for January 9 regarding whether the Champion
site in Beaverton should be designated for additional consideration.
Subject to Counc11 confirmation, a special meetlng would be . held
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January 16 to determine which of the proposed: 31tes should be con-

- sidered for’ acqulsltlon. He said the Council was ‘not deciding at

this meeting whether the site should be further considered.’

An unidentified woman asked whether Counc1lors would v151t all 51tes
under consideration before any final determination was made. Deputy

" Presiding Officer responded the Council would visit the sites.: -She
- also asked when staff's traffic studies of the Hunziker area had’
~been conducted. Doug Drennen replled a. hand count was performed

December 4 between the hours of 6:30 ‘a. m. through 9:00 a.m.,

10:30 a.m. through 2:00 p.m., and 3:00 p.m. though 6:00 p.m. The
count occurred at the intersection of 72nd and Highway 217 and
Hunziker, he sald.. Finally, the woman ‘asked why Dave Sudtell's.
property wasn't considered. Mr. LaHaie of the WIRC Advisory Group

.responded the Sudtell property was about 12 to 15 miles from the

center of garbage distribution. The Group had determined that any.

site more than seven miles away from' the center of waste generatlon
'would not be considered. :

Coun01lor Van Bergen said he was familiar with the Tigard site. He

did not expect a perfect site would be located which would not raise

concerns from nelghbors or -surrounding businesses. He also thought
that because of zoning problems with the Tigard s1te, ‘the ‘City would

have problems. with continued industrial development in the -area.

However, Councilor Van Bergen: explained the problem he had with the
site was that it was not the most approprlate because it didn't meet

with centralized collection location criteria. 'He said he would. ,
reject the site because if condemnation of a site were -necessary, .it
‘would serve Metro's interests to select the best possible site.

Councilor Van Bergen further stated he had objected to staff's
placing earnest money.on the Tigard property and had voted agalnst
that contract at the Council Management Commlttee level.

.Motlon: Counc1lor DeJardln moved the Counc1l adopt Resolutlon.

No. 84~ 614. The motlon dled for a lack of a second.

2Counc1lor DeJardln challenged Tigard to solve their trafflc prob—
lems, saying Metro should not be. ‘penalized or accused of creating
‘and adding to problems that already existed. He apprec1ated the

factual public testimony and said he was swayed by it. He took.

.offense, however, to the argument that the site was too close to

regon City.

_Motion:  Councilor Kirkpatrick moved the site located on
- Hunziker Street between 72nd and Hall in Tigard be
removed from any further consideration. Councilor
Van Bergen seconded the motion. T

R
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Councilor K1rkpatr1ck said the Tigard s1te d1d not meet the test of
the center of garbage. She also hoped that those at the hearing who

spoke so well agalnst the Tigard site would help Metro find a sult-
~able site. :

 Vote: ) ‘A vote on the motion. resﬁlted’in:

3Ayes;j‘ f_Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen, K1rkpatr1ck,._,
C '.'Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen and Waker '

'Absent?7'\Counc1lors Myers, Oleson and Bonner

-The motlon carrled

'wf? Motlon:,‘ACounc1lor Kafoury moved that consideration of a11'-‘
" - additional sites, after the public hearing on the

- Champion site, be closed. Counc1lor Gardner seconded
the" motlon. :

In response to Council dlscu551on ‘about the motion, the'Executlve

Officer said the action, if adopted, would remain 1n effect untll
.‘the Counc1l changed its mind."

_ Vote: A vote on the motlon resulted 1n~f

-Ayes: Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Klrkpatrlck Kafoury,,-
Kelley, Van Bergen and Waker

Nay: ' Counc1lor ‘Hansen |
Hf }i‘AbSent- ‘Counc1lors Myers, Oleson and Bonner ’
FQThe motlon carrled.

‘There belng no further bus1ness, Deputy Pre81d1ng Offlcer Waker .
_:adjourned the meeting at 8 35 p m.

FVRespectfully submitted,

T /////éW

A. Marie Nelson
'Clerk of the Counc11

amn
4990C/313-2
01/15/85



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 7.2

Meeting Date Jan. 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 86-625, FOR THE
PURPOSE OF CONFIRMING APPOINTMENT OF CITIZENS OF
THE COMMUNITY TO MEET WITH THE COUNCIL MANAGEMENT
COMMITTEE TO REVIEW INVESTMENT MATTERS

Date: January 13, 1985 Presented By: Don Cox

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

On January 27, 1983, the Council set the terms of service
for citizens appointed to the Investment Committee at three
years. On that same date, the Council appointed Susan McGrath
and Rebecca Marshall to terms of one and three years respec-
tively.

On July 5, 1984, the Council directed that the committees
of the Council be reorganized and established the Council
Management Committee. The duty of the Committee, in part, is
to "meet with three citizens of the community who are expert
in fiscal and investment matters, appointed by the Presiding
Officer and Chairperson of the Council Management Committee, ‘
subject to Council approval, for the purpose of reviewing existing
investment practices of Metro and making policy recommendations
thereon from time to time to the Council."

The terms of Susan McGrath and Rebecca Marshall have
expired. Susan McGrath and Rebecca Marshall have provided
valuable services to the Committee. The aforementioned citizens
were contacted by phone to ascertain their willingness to serve
as citizen advisory members for another term.at which time they
both consented to serve.

. The recommended appointees are shown in Resolution
No. 86-625. ‘ '

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

' The Executive Officer recommends the Council .adopt
Resolution No. 86-625.

MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE'S RECOMMENDATION

The Council will be advised of the Management Committee's
recommendation at the January 23 Council meeting.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONFIRMING RESOLUTION No. 86-625 .

)

APPOINTMENT OF ‘CITIZENS OF THE )

COMMUNITY TO MEET WITH THE ) Introduced By the

COUNCIL MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE TO ) .Presiding Officer and the

'REVIEW INVESTMENT MATTERS ) Management Committee '
. - ' Chairperson

WHEREAS, Ehe Council of thexMetropolitan'Servideﬁbistrict
(Metro) adopted Resolution No. 84-482 on August 9, 1984; which
| empowered the Counc11 Management Commlttee in conjunctlon Wlth
“three c1tlzens expert in fiscal and’ 1nvestment matters, to rev1ew
ex18t1ng lnvestment practices and make policy recommendatlons
to ‘the Counc1l from time to tlme, and |

WHEREAS It 1s the respon51b111ty of the Pre51d1ng '
' Offlcer and Chalrperson of the Council Management Commlttee to
‘app01nt c1tlzens of the communlty to meet with the Commlttee
»ato ‘review 1nvestment matters- and »
WHEREAS, The terms of service of tme'eitizen'members o
: haﬁe‘expired; and o . | “

: WHEREAS, The Presiding Officervandachaitpereen‘of the
Council Management Committee have determined thatiSusan.McGtath*
and Eebecca Marshall have proviaed valuabie‘setvice'and are
Willing to eerve;'hew}'therefore,' ‘ | | |

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Couneii hereby eonfirms‘the_appointment of .
Susan McGrath to a‘three Year term beginninghdanuary 1, 1986,
‘and Rebecca.Marshall to 'a three year term beginning Janaary'l,

1986.



'ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

. District this ‘*_day.of S -, 1986.

Richatd Waker, Presiding Officer

ﬂ DC:amn



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 8. 1

Meeting Date January 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 86-195 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING METROPOLITAN SERVICE
DISTRICT TAX BASE MEASURE

Date: January 15, 1984 Presented by: Councilor Kirkpatrick
: Don Carlson
Kay Rich

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Policy Framework

Consideration and adoption of Ordinance No. 86-195 is a
significant step towards financial stability for the Metropolitan
Service District in general and the Zoo in particular. The Council
and Executive Officer have been discussing Metro's financial future
for the past two years. Part of this discussion has led to the
promulgation of Long-Range Financial Policies. Financial principles
and policies adopted by the Council of January 26, 1984, (Resolution
No. 84-444) are in part as follows:

"To assist in the achievement of the broad goal of providing
financial stability for Metro, the following general principles
are adopted:

1. Each functional area shall have identified sources of -
revenue; _

2. Each functional area shall prepare a five-year financial
plan; and

3. Any new functions assumed by Metro shall have a source of
funding.

To aid decision-making in each of the functional areas, the
following policies are adopted:

Zoo Operations

X The Zoo shall rely on the property tax for a portion of
its revenues.

2 Approximately 50 percent non-tax revenues shall be
maintained for funding Zoo operations.

3. The Council shall annually review admission fees to assist
in meeting Objective 2 above.

4. The Council shall develop a policy of maintaining a proper
balance between funds used for animal and non-animal
capital improvements and the use of private versus public
funds.



L As indicated in the adopted Master Plan, the priority for

. capital investments shall be the completion of the Zoo's
development and the replacement of non-standard exhibits.

6. It shall be the policy of the Council to provide special
benefits to residents of the region who pay taxes to help
support the Zoo.

General Government/Mandated Services

B O General government and mandated services shall have an
" external source of revenue to cover their direct costs and
to pay their share of support services.

s When specific funds are identified for general government
and mandated services, interfund transfers shall no longer
be used to support these activities.

3. The support services functions of the General fund shall

be totally financed from all Operating funds on the basis
of actual use."

To implement these policies, the Council adopted Resolution
No. 86-617 on January 9, 1986, to submit a tax base measure to the
voters for both Zoo operations and mandated policy and administra-
tive costs of the Council and Executive Officer.

Ordinance Analysis

‘Ordinance No. 86-195 has two major purposes: 1) it submits to
the voters the type and amount of the proposed tax measure, and 2)
it defines the Ballot Title for the proposed tax measure.

In regard to the first purpose, the Ordinance, if adopted,
submits a tax base measure to the voters at the May 20, 1986,
Primary election. The tax base request is for $4,375,000 per year.
The ordinance establishes the use of the revenue to defray
1) approximately one-half of the Zoo's operating expenses, and
2) policy, administrative, and other related costs deemed necessary
by the Council and Executive Officer to carry out the purposes of
the District. The tax base will provide $3,400,000 for Zoo operat-
ing purposes, and $975,000 for policy and administrative and related.
costs of the Council and Executive Officer. Justification for the
amount of the proposed tax base is found in the attached memoranda:
"Updated Five-Year Projections for the Washington Park Zoo, 1985-86
through 1990-91" and "Revenue and Expenditure Projections for
Proposed General Government Fund for FY 1987-88 through FY 1990-91."

In regard to the second purpose, the Ordinance defines the
Ballot Title for the measure which must meet certain statutory
requirements as to form and content. ORS 310.390 requires the
Ballot Title to consist of: a "caption" by which the measure is
commonly referred (not more than 10 words); a "question" which
states the purpose of the measure and is phrased so an affirmative
response to the question corresponds to an affirmative vote on the
measure (not more than 20 words); and a concise and impartial
"explanation" which gives the purpose and reasons for the measure.



The "explanation" must be plainly worded and avoid as much as
possible the use of technical terms and should not advocate a yes or
no vote on the question (not more than 150 words).

As indicated in the Ordinance, the date of the levy election is
May 20, 1986. The Ordinance directs filing of the Ballot Title with
the Director of the Multnomah County Records and Elections by no
later than February 14, 1986, and filing of the Ordinance with the
Secretary of State by no later than March 11, 1986.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Ordinance

DEC:amn
5007C/445-3

01/17/86

Attachments
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TAX BASE MEASURE

BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING

) ORDINANCE NO. 86-195
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT . ) v <

)

)

' Introduced by Councilors
Kirkpatrick and Waker °
THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. Short Title

E

Th1s ordlnance shall be known as the "Metropolltan Service:

District Tax Base Ordlnance and may be so cited and pleaded and

' vshall.be referred to herein as "this ordinance."

Sectlon 2. Definitions

"A. "Council" means the Council of the Metropolltan Serv1ce
',=§istrict.
B. "Dlstrlct" means the Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct and all

- of the land and territory 1ncluded within the boundarles of the,

District.

C. QZoo”‘meansktheeWashington Park %00 of Portland, O;eéon;'
operated by the District under ORS 268;310(5).

D. "Required Regional Policy ActiVitjf means any'pOiicy or
administrativefactivity of_the Council or Executive Officer

neoessary to carry out the purposes of the Metropolitan Service

District Act, chapter 268 ORS.

Section’3; Findings

A. ORS 268.310(5) permits the District to acqulre,'
construct, alter, maintain, administer and operate metropolltan 200 -
facilities."

" B. ORS 268.315 prov1des that "For the purpose of performlng

the functions set forth in subsectxon (5) of ORS 268. 310, ‘the

e,

DR



District, when anthoriied at any properlylcalled election held for
such purpose, shallhhave‘the power to levy an ad valorem tax on all
takablepprOperty within its boundaries not.to»exceed‘in‘any oneryear
one;half of:one:percent'(;OOS)-of the true:caSh value of‘a;iltaxable
'property within;the'houndaries of such district,icomputed‘in
! accordance with ORS 308.207."
c. The Zoo currently receives approxlmately 50 percent of its
' operatlng costs from serial levies that will exp1re at the end of
FY 1987. i |
‘ 'D. . The Zoo, with unique educational and recreational
‘:»offerlngs, is utlllsed by and benefits Dlstrlct re51dents. '
| E. ‘A reglonal fundlng base is necessary to prov1de for part
of the contlnued adequate care,. malntenance and development of the
:3Zoo s an1mal collectlon,.programs and phy81ca1 fac11;t;es, | |
- F. ORS 268.015 declares the purpose of the Metropolitan
Service District Act is "to provide for the consolidation
V‘of.,.regional governments and to establish an elected governing hody
'vand thereby...increaSe the acconntability and responsiveness‘of o
'reglonal government off1c1a1s to the c1tlzenery through the election
process. ' | .
G. ORS'268}030_enahles the'District to he.multi;purpose in
'fnatnre, providing the metropOlitan aspect of-a variety of'public
fserv1ces not adequately avallable through ex1st1ng governmental
agenc1es., , - -

- H. ORS 268.150 establlshes the governlng body of the DlStrlCt‘
'as a Council of 12 members elected from subdistricts. The Counc1l

1s responsible for adoptlng policies, necessary for carrylng out the ‘

'D;strlct's;purpose.



I. ORS 268.180 requires‘that'Distrigt business'be
administered and Distfict fulesland ordihahces be'ehforced by an
elected EXecutive Officer. | ‘ o

Ji .ORSA268.380 to 268.390 requires that the District review
and coordinate local land use plans, adopt and maintain‘an urban
_g:owth‘boundary,'and-perform certain regional planning‘fdnctions and
activities.. o |

K. ORS 268.500 provides that fA district may levy annually an
éd'véquem tax on all taxable property withinlité‘bOhnaari¢s no£ to
exée?d in any one year one-half peréenﬁ f.OOﬁ)_of-the true eash
vélue of all taxablé.property within the boundaries of such
 distric£, éomputed in‘accordaﬁce with ORs:308.207;“

L._ A regional funding base is necessary_tolprovidé>for'
7regﬁiréd‘regional policy activities and'reléted.cdsts of the -
bisf;ict Couﬁcil and Executive Officér to carry out”£hé'pq;pdse,of

the metropolitan service district Act.

_Sectibn:4. Purpose

‘ The.purpoéesvof‘thié'ordinancé’are:_ _ _

':A. 'To provide for part of the_maintehancé andvoperation of
fhe Zoo, and'té provide for required fegionalvpoliéy activities and
”related,COSts of. the Distficﬁ. L | ‘ - |

B. To approve submission of a a tax'base fb be effective oh.
July 1, 1987, to the voters on May 20, 1986.

Section 5. Submission of Tax Base

The Council approves and hereby directs that a tax base of
$4,375,000 be submittéd to the voters.on.nay‘zo,-1986._,The,Council

further approves and‘hereby directs that the tax baée'sﬁbmitted to



fthe voters be allocated $3,400, 000 for Zoo operatlons and $975, 000
for requlred reglonal policy activities. and related costs.' If
approved by the voters, ‘this tax base shall be effectlve July 1,
51987. ST S | |

Seotion 6. Ballot T1t1e

A. The Ballot Title for the tax base descrlbed in Sectlon 5

*SVof this ordinance shall be as follows~

.+ CAPTION: ESTABLISHES TAX BASE FOR ZOO AND REQUIRED REGIONAL .
- (10 words) . POLICY ACTIVITIES.
QUESTION: SHALL THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HAVE

(20 words) A $4,375,000 TAX BASE STARTING FISCAL YEAR 1987 88
S ’ -FOR ZOO AND REQUIRED POLICY ACTIVITIES?

- EXPLANATION:  THIS MEASURE GIVES METRO A $4,375,000 TAX BASE. METRO
(147 words) . DOES NOT HAVE A TAX BASE NOW. THE TAX BASE WILL
S START JULY 1, 1987, WHEN THE CURRENT ZOO SERIAL LEVY
. ENDS. THE TAX BASE PROVIDES $3,400,000 FOR HALF OF
. 200 OPERATING COSTS. THESE FUNDS ALONG WITH GATE
RECEIPTS AND SALES INCOME WILL ALLOW THE Z00 TO. KEEP
ITS CURRENT LEVEL OF SERVICE AND OPERATE NEW .
EXHIBITS. FUTURE Z00O BUILDING WILL BE PAID FOR BY
SERIAL LEVIES, BONDS OR PRIVATE GIFTS. .THE REST OF
THE TAX BASE ($975,000) WILL FUND THE . COSTS OF .
. 'METRO'S ELECTED COUNCIL AND EXECUTIVE IN CARRYING OUT .
DUTIES REQUIRED BY LAW: THESE INCLUDE MAKING AND:
IMPLEMENTING POLICY FOR THE Z00, SOLID WASTE - .
DISPOSAL, TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, URBAN GROWTH
BOUNDARY MANAGEMENT AND OTHER REGIONAL SERVICES "
- ALLOWED BY LAW. SUCH FUNDING WOULD END TRANSFERS OF
MONEY FROM THE - 200 AND OTHER METRO SERVICES TO PAY
THOSE COSTS.,,

B. The above Ballot T1t1e shall be filed with the D1rector of
Records and Elections of Multnomah County not later than
February 14, 1986. |

- Section 7., Submission of Proposal to Secretary of State

i ThlS ordlnance shall be f11ed with the Secretary of State no
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- later than March 11, 1986, to meet publication requirements for the

Voters' Pamphlet.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this . dayof -~ , 1986.

Richard Waker, Presiding Officer

~ ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

DC/gl ,
4962C/406-2
01/17/86
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| TO: Metro Council v MR Date: 'Janilery 10, 1986

From: A. M. Rich, Assistant Zoo Director R%Z
Don Carlson, Deputy Executive Officér

Re: . Updated vae Year PrOJectlons for Washington
' Park Zoo 1985-86 - 1990-91

As the Council is aware, significant operational and -capital 1mprovements have

been made at the Zoo since it became an operatmg division of Metro in 1976
Cap1ta1 1mprovements include: :

_ 1. New Elephant Yard and Crush
2. Primate House Remod'el_
3. New Quarantine Facilities
4, Lem’ur Exhibit
| 5. New MaintenahceFacilities
4 .. 6. Penquiharium Remodel
7. Alaska Tundra Exhibit

These improvements, new special events and promotions, and exceptional weather

- brought attendance to a 21 year high of 814,548 in fiscal year 1984-85.

To keep the Zoo obtaining apprexirhately 50 percent of itS'operating requirements

from .non-tax sources, the Council adjusted admission fees on June 1, 1981 and

again on February 1, 1985. Current fees are $2.50 for 12 years through 64 years,
and $1.25 for youth 3 through 11 years. Children under 3 are admitted free and

_senior citizens pay the same as youth. All people are admitted free after 3:00 p.m.

on Tuesday afternoons. Additionally, there are free days for special groups, such

-as-handicapped, children, and seniors.

A

In May 1984, the voters of the District approved a $5 million per yeer 'serial levy

with $3 million per year for operations and $2 million for capital improvements.
That levy began July 1, 1984 and expires June 30, 1987. Projects to be built with
the capital improvements portion of that levy and funds carried over from the
previous levy are: West Bear Grotto Remodel, Africa Bush Phases I and I, and the
Education/Interpretive Center. An addxtlonal project, the Elephant Museum, will
be funded by prlvate donations.

These addltlonal facilities and mcreases in operatlons have helped the Zoo work
toward these goals :

1. Provxdmg a unique, educatlonal and recreational opportumty
through which the public can see and expenence wildlife in a
naturalistic settmg



2. Contriﬁufing to the perpetuation of animals in the
~ wild by &) learning more about captive and wild .
animals; b) educating the publie regarding conservation.

- 3. Servingas a mefropolitan cultural institution to '
enhance the quality of life in the metropolitan community.

MAJOR ASSUMPTIONS

Adoption. of a tax measure requires a budget forecast to determine future
- expenditures and needed revenue. In order to achieve a reasonable forecast, a
- number of assumptions must be made concerning external factors as well as

Metro's budgetary and fiscal policies. Discussed below are major assumptions

which are used in developing projections and the mix of projected non-tax and

property tax revenues. 3 S : _— : '

' “A. Attendance

- Attendance records ‘have been studied by both Metro and Leland & Hobson.
Because a high correlation was found between historical population. trends in
-Multnomah, Washington and Clackamas Counties and Zoo attendance, population
projections for these jurisdictions have been used to forecast Zoo attendance.
Actual paid and full attendance may be a function of many factors: weather,
regional and local tourism promotions, new exhibits, animal births, special ‘events
(such as Zoo concerts), and the cost of other forms of recreation. Predicting
future changes in these factors, however, is very difficult. Given these
considerations, the forecasting approach selected was. & necessarily simplistic one
which focuses on the single factor of regional population/attendance historical
~trends and projections are shown in the graph below. R ‘ '

: _Pop'u!aliqlgIAt{endance ( in 000s)
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~ Full attendance flgures are derlved from paid attendance projections assuming a
~ constant 80 percent/20 percent. Spht between paid and non-paid attendance. The
figure shows full attendance increasing from 712,766 in 1980-81 to 840,000 in 1990~

91, It should be noted that variables such as those listed earlier could s1gmf1cant1y T

affect these forecasts plus or minus. It is our judgement, supported by studies done
by Leland & Hobson, that the forecasts are prudent for projection purposes.

B. Admission Fees

- Admission revenue forecasts are based on the followmg prehmmary schedule of fee
increases: y S

Effective Date Adult Youth/Seniors

Current Fee $2.50 $L25 -
Januery 1, 1987 $3.00 $1L.50
January 1, 1989  $3.50 $L75
January 1, 1991 $4.00 - $2.00

It is assumed that: adult and youth/semor adm1551ons w111 remam at the hxstorxcal ,
2:1 ratio. . : :

i'C Per Capita Enterprise Revenue Excluding Admissioné

Per capita revenues for food, gifts, rallroad and other services are expeeted to rise
as a result of increased attendance and longer stays in the Zoo because of more -
- things to do and see. The temporary closures of the Bearwalk and gift shop for .
- expansion and renovation may adversely impaet per capxta revenue in the short run.

However, long term per capita revenues are prOJeeted to rise as shown. .

Enterprise Fer Capilce (less admissions) =~ °*
' $2.00 ¢ | |
$250 ¢ —
| $200 o G/
Per Capitas $1.50 0__,,.0_/ '4 o
| c§100
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| D ‘Inflation

Based on a review of local and national economic trends, an inflation factor of 5

- -percent has been built into projections for expenditures and enterprise revenues,
~-excluding admissions. v g : : -

- “E. Personal Services

Forecasts for personnel are based on current staffing levels plus new positions that
will be required for additional programming. This year, an important staffing

- change has been the expansion of the development office. Under the direct ,

supervision of the Zoo Director, the full time development officer and half-time

development analyst will be responsible for fund raising, grants, and continued -

" donation programs such as Zoo Parents and Plant Parenthood, Other Zoo

developments will affect staffing needs as well. New exhibits, increased food

services, more pathways and landscaping will require additional personnel in

Animal Management, Visitor Services and Buildings & Grounds. Higher attendance .

- -levels and new programs will require new personnel in Educational Services as well. .

1t is anticipated that new facilities, coupled with more varied services and events o
and longer stays in the Zoo will aid in achieving the enterprise revenues necessary = .

‘to meet the Council's policy of meeting 50% of operating costs from non-tax
sources. © - : S _ Co ' '

F. Materials & Services

- While certain material and service costs are directly related to Zoo attendance,
‘such as merchandise for resale, others like utilities and those associated with an
- expanding animel collection, may increase costs rapidly than.attendance. If for :
~ some reason attendance declines, enterprise revenues directly related with visitor
services will also decrease, as will associated costs. The graph on this page shows
“actual and projected materials and services costs from 1981 to 1991.
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'G. Capital Outlay

Capital Outlay is pro;ected to increase from $417,419 in 1985-86 to $507,491 in
1990-91. With the increased capability for faclhty maintenance and contract
management, the Zoo plans to carry out the proposed faclllty mamtenance
improvements contamed in Exhlblt A,

H. Policy Assumptlons

The following policy assumptions are mcorporated in the Zoo budget forecast for
the next five fxscal years. - -

1. That property taxes collected will fund approxlmately flfty .
percent of operatlon and maintenance costs (personal services,
materials and services, capital outlay, and transfers to the ' '
- Insurance, Building and Support Services Funds). Conversely, that non-
"~ . property tax revenues - principally enterprise revenues - will
fund the other approximately fifty percent of these same costs
- and that the Council will annually review admission fees to meet
this objective. The table below shows the non-tax revenues as a
- percent of operations and maintenance as found in the projections.

Projections . 85-86 86-87 . 87-88  88-89 '89-90 '90-91
Operations o ' . -
‘& Maint. $6,297,123 $6,881,680 $7,224,980 $7,621,364 $8,041,647 $8,512,023
Costs, incl. B ‘ S o
Insurance, Support

Services and

Building Fund

- Transfers

Non-Tax : ' ' ' ' ’ ' v ‘
Revenue -$3,058,142 $3,352,430 $3,755,269'$4,089,l444 $4,’464,32.5: $4,874,450 :

| 49% | 49% 52% 54%  56%  57%

2. That the Zoo's budget will provide for an unappropriated balance
each year sufficient to assure cash flow from July 1 to tax o
collection time in November and that the budget will also provide
a contingency line item equal to 3% of projected operating costs
including the transfers. While the 'contmgency is listed, itis - =
.assumed not to be spent and is included i in the followmg year's
fund balance.

3 That revenue i in excess of operating needs will be transferred '

to the Capital Improvement Fund to assist with the 1mp1ementatlon" N

of the Zoo Master Plan.

4, That the Counecil will approve for 1mp1ementatlon a sequence of
Priority II projects found in the Zoo Master Plan and a. method
 for funding them. '



5.  .That the Council will allocate $3.4 million of the tax base,
established for 1987-88, and its six percent growth to the Zoo.

' FIVE YEAR OPERATING NEEDS

" "The five year needs for operating the Zoo are shown in Tables I and II. ‘Table I

- provides a summary of the expenditure requirements for the Zoo's six operating
divisions: Administration, Animal Management, Buildings and Grounds, Educational
- - Services, Public Relations, and Visitor Servieces. Table Il summarizes the resources

- needed for operating the Zoo. Detailed information on requirements and resources
s provided in Exhibits B and C respectively. . e

Expenditures

. -Personal Services - As indicated in Table I, Personal Services is the largest:
category of expenditure for operating the Zoo constituting an average 52% of the
- four principal expenditure categories. It is projected that Personal Services will
- increase at an average rate of approximately 7% per year through FY 1990-91. |
~This increase is attributable to inflation and projected increases in the number of
positions in Animal Management, Buildings and Grounds, Visitors Services and
‘Education.’ R o : ' L

- While the West Bear Grotto exhibit will not require new keeper positions when it
opens-in 1986, the opening of Africa Bush in 1987-88 will require an additional
Keeper. In 198990, with the completion of the final phase of Africa Bush, another
keeper position will be required. This is because the Africa Bush exhibit will house

~ - 'more species of animals in & more complex facility than presently is true of the

- ‘paddocks area. o ‘ -

- In Buildings and Grounds there will be a need for at least an additional five
- positions. These positions will help keep up with additional service demands :
__created by increased attendance, more special events, and new facilties which will -
' be more complex and labor intensive for maintenance and upkeep. These will -
include the major capital projects that are scheduled from 1986-87 through 1990-91
(Elephant Museum, West Bear Grotto, Education/Interpretive Center, Africa Bush

I, 1, and II). '
" Visitor Services and Education will also be impacted. Visitor Services will need to
expand its workforce as the Africafe and picnic area come on line to serve more

" visitors and the Education/Interpretive Center will allow the Education Division to

schedule more classes and increase its graphies operation. Increased revenues from
- .these sources are anticipated to more than offset costs. .

- Materials and Services - Materials and Services expenditures are the second largest

- item in operating the Zoo. :This category constitutes an average of 30% of the
operating budget and is projected to increase at an average rate of about 8% per =
year through 1990-9L ' This is attributable primarily to projected inflation plus
increases for utility costs for new facilties and merchandise for resale to an
increasing number of visitors. : : ' :

Capital Outlay - Capital Outlay is projected to increase from $417,419 in FY 1985-
86 to $507,491 in 1990-9L The increase reflects the necessary facility maintenance
scheduled in Exhibit A. However, capital outlay is only 6% of the Zoo's operating
 budget. ' , . ' : :



Transfers to the Insurance, Support Service, and Building Funds = The Insurance
Fund Transfer pays that coverage for direct Zoo services such as liability insurance
for the railroad and its proportionate share of other insurance requirements. The
support service transfer is for the purchase of services from the District's support

- service divisions. Included in support services are budget, accounting, personnel,

- data and word processing and printing. This transfer is based on a cost allocation

plan which distributes central service costs to the direct service departments.

These costs are based on the present allocation policy and projected to increase

~according to-anticipated inflation at a rate of 5% annually. Actual future costs
- could vary plus or minus if the policy is modified. (If general government functions

_do not obtain their own source of funding, the transfer will increase by -
approximately $200,000 beginning in 1987-88.) This category also includes a
proportionate cost of the building housing these funetions. :

Revenue

Table II shows projected operating revenue for the Zoo from FY 1985-86 to FY
1990-91. It is anticipated that the Zoo's enterprise revenues (admissions, food and
‘concession sales, railroad fees, ete.) will increase from $2,758,750 in 1985-86 to
$4,684,250 in 1990-91 to support the expenditures projected in Table 1. Although
part of this increase will come as a result of the number of Zoo visitors increasing
and staying in the Zoo longer, it will be necessary for the Zoo to adjust the prices
charged for its services, including admission fees. The Council should review .
‘admission fees annually and it should be noted that admission revenue projections
are based on increases in fees on January 1, 1987, 1989, and 1991, Patrons will be
receiving considerably more value for their fees as projects noted earlier are
-completed. ’ ' S “

_ The tax figures shown in Table II are the amounts required to balance the projected
budgets. : :



. |b. For fiscal years: 1985-86 and 1986-87, .includes: qeneml fund transrer. K

-~
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oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo Ol.l!.l.l..'o'i.tooo.'....llQoooltlllnolniOOOCCOICIIOQCOQOIOOOtIl.'.lt000.000.0‘...0.0-..'0'n"conc.l .
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Visitor Services :

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
S0 a0 0000000000T 0000000000 r0000 iErectenrerietestesectecsneesssensssssslocacsoscsnssonsos
ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
boootococ-oco-oooaso.ca-oao-c.nc..otlooocaooo'oon.l tessscssssescsursene

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

oooooooooooooooooooooooo

.
oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

A0 W2 .*.3.3.‘? ...... ?.5.‘?‘:.!.3.@ ......... ?.?.'....‘.‘.5.‘? ...... 830,723
30,846 5 ... 673,484....... 721,383 %775, 452,
Aot 28092 5L ? 2328 ?.Q;.?.?.’. ......... ? 2 ..5.?9..

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
.

B Iq.t.qJ..al.l.m.v.!atqna ..... ,..4.19,.?.?9 ....... ,056,293 6, §$.‘!:.§3§... ..?.?.‘.*2;.‘.3.3??. ..7.,.9.99,.5?9..
. Ifiié}iiéff}éiiéiI{é}ﬁifiIIIZIIIZIIZIIIIZIIIIII.IFI?IIé?ofiﬁiiéf]ﬁIIIIIE?II&I@I—I&?IIIIIIIIIFIS'IIéféiﬁéﬁéﬁIIIIZIZE?II@I@I-I&?IIIII.'Ir-i?IIéféfféﬁéﬁfiﬁfi'E?ﬁié@ﬁiéiiif
Bullding Fund 128,023 30 840.0 L 33,034 134,624
..Support Services Fund {7488, 054 1 512, 457 1 :tu ..5.@9 ........ W32y 14417453, 951 A7, 435
e iBURGRCE 234,208 ;.. 288,764 [ 273,383 1 268,444 ;... 308,229 1 320,450
e SO TONE 6,297, 123 £8)001,880 17,724,980 1 621, 36416, 041 1597..18,812,023
IIIIIIIIIIIé?éﬁriiihﬁéﬁéﬁribﬁ'vﬁiﬁfIIIIIII?II.ZIIiIéIé;Iﬁi?iI'I’IIZIZIIIII’IIIIIIIISIIIIIIIIIII’IIZIIIIIIIIII’.ZZI??? Ifs}iﬁiﬁiIIIIIIIfci{i'Iéé%é.ﬁfiﬁﬁféé?af;ﬁ;’{éfiiﬁ |

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
.
oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

..Jransfer to Capital Fund . 438, 883

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

o 0 -
9000000000000 000000000000000000000000003000000000000000 8

31, 359 i 358,751 E 344 639

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

0. 187,813 330,892

..::::fﬁiﬁi:éi@énéﬂé@%.“3}.?5‘?.'5}.?‘?:'?:...:::;.ﬁlé;.?t?:f:.::.:::'::::.::::}.?:?:lfé’(é?if:é:35}.*.3:@.9.}:'3:535::f??}:fi‘?é;:ii:i:
; 5@:@5@5335’3::::::::::::.::::Z::::::.::.::::f:::.::::N ':':::'::::::::':5:::':'::::::::f:?:.::.::::::f:::::::::::::::::
Personadl Services . ...1. 3,227,067 : 3,535,317 :° 3,799,523 : 4 4,007,481, 4,232,544 4,477,591 |
Materials & Services - : 1,804,292 : 2 :.Q@.Qr..e.?‘?.....?. 2270 ..9.5.‘? ....... 1.§?§r.§‘.*.5......g..§§§;.3§§....2.:.§?§ 1,488
Capital Outlay . ... 117,419,5,...432,120 : 438,392 : 460,310 i ?.@.3.' 1324 1 .507,491
Transfer, to Bullding Fund: 126,023 : 56,166 : 31,223 : | 36,440 :  ...33 33,034 i .34,524
Transfer to Support Svesi . 488,054 : - 5.!.2.;.?.5.? ....... 1!'. .§’.5.3. ....... 332,144 -0 453,751 : 476,439 |
Iransfer, to Insurance 234,268 ;. 256,764 i 273 § .........Brﬁ.‘?." ...... ?’.‘.3.5.:.?.?.9.. 520,490

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
e




. 1 Exnsite

JANUARY 15, 1985 o i ZO0 OPERATING FUND i OIS |
ererereeeearteenarrnns eveerenreeitieievenn o BETAILED EXPENDITURE PROJECTIONS .- . & . SETIUUTURR SRUURRRU |
Attendance i 754,000 i 775,000  : 795,000 : 810,000  : 825,000 : 840,000
................. i, BE-BB 1 86-87 . : 87-88 i  88-89 . :  89-90  :90-91 .
reverinneeenanssenaiaieseisiinnnenses ...PROJECTED :PROJECTED :PROJECTED :PROJECTED :PROJECTED :PROJECTED
o Administration Lk
i ENSONA] SvCS, 237,495 : .. 257,901 : ..273,324 : .. 288,423 : . 302,617 i 317,748
Cereideeeas Materials & Sves.: 248,800 : 250,735 i 221,272 i 232,336 : 243,953 : 256,151
eerreenerenrenns Capital Qutlay: . .. 5,139 : . 20,000 : . ..5,666 : . ..5,949°: .. 6,246 : .....6,598
eeeereeeraeseneens ....5ub-Total: -°491,434 i 528,236 : 500,262 : 526,708 : . 552,816 : 580,457
....Animal Management i Eeeeeenes e ree e s eresessssbaressesssseassesraseasesteseseesaseneses iresaenensnnesenes
rereeaeeesaaend Personal Sves.: 1,125,498 : 1,195,568 : 1,278,293 1,329,203 : 1,416,228ai1,487,039
reeerareead Materials & Sves.: 217,700 : 228,585 : 240,014 : . 252,015 : .. 264,616 : 277,847
ceverresiasnneinns Capital Qutiay: . 18,800 : ... 19,740 : ..20,727 : .. 21,763 : ...22,851 i . 23,994 .
eeereeereesreenaeens Sub-Total: 1,361,998 : 1,443,893 : 1,539,034 : 1,602,981 : 1,703,695 :1,768,880
Buildings & Grounds S N . R : : : ~

oo PETSONGT Syos. {14,365 § T 041, 371b! 1,605,193 1 1, 084,827¢: 1,147,375 1,238, 164d)"

o .
oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

e capital Outlayi ' 341,500, i 358,575 i 376,504 i 395,329 i 415,095 i 435,850
|Sub=Total .o 1,821,015 : 2,134,398 : 2,347,326 : 2,493,034 : 2,627,138 :2,808,950
..Educational Services e eerenre e eresseeresresrenteaeseernenns SO
eeevrearaans Personal Sves.: =~ 358,728 : 391,128ei 413,393 i . 437,112£ - 458,910 : 481,855
eeeennes Materials & Sves.: 13,423 :........ 79,094 5. 85,049 : ... 91,301 ... ,97,866 i 102,759
N TR Capital Qutlay: WA500 : L8728 s 4,961 :........5,209 : 5,489 :. 5,742
eerreeieearene e .Sub-Total: 43I 6,851 .:...... 474,947 i 503,403 i . 533,622 i 562,245 : 590,356
....public Information & e e e reeeeeriseasisbeereniassrieneninnastesiesdens eveveniobenresseniasseseses
rererinieerrenns Personal Sves,: | 95,391 :...103,345 i 107,481 : 111,779 : 116,250 : 122,062
ceeeieonesed Materials & Sves,: ..116,230 : 122,042 : 128,144 : 134,551 : . 141,279 : 148,343
ceereerreriereen, Capital Qutlay: . . . 22,000 : . ..2,326 i 2,44z : 2,564 ;.  .2,692: 2,827

Sub-Totali . 233,621 i 227,713 i 238,067 % 248,894 % ..260,221 i 273,232 |
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c. Adds | FTE Gardner : verersterrinnecsnnnnees et ieesereserensenaresetesssnsnnne teereenane e iereseesnesansane 2 reerreesneessrens
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EXHIBIT C

Gosb e ss st e eeduanersane st s ansess et aessiantaret st eranatonesencatsssiesaehessetsianeatacesesteesesesater e reasiatsiecssetessscetonstomesont ettt setases

265 REVENUE PROJEGTIBNS | O O S
L Attendance I L RN AT R 8.‘?9..999..
Fiscal Year | | ...85-88 8687~ iB7-gg  ia@e-g9 " 189-90 0=
Neveeeerereeieee  PEOJECED ff'.".‘?l‘???ﬁ?’.......P.F.?J.’?E?ﬁ‘.’.......E!‘.‘?J.‘?E'f.’i?’........P.!‘.‘?J.‘?E?QF’.......RE‘.?J.‘?R??.?‘ .....

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Fund Batance 1,812,828, 11,250,961 1| 737,711, 1[609,000 : | 800,000 : £09,000.
If%i%ﬁéélfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁIfffIIZIIZIIIIIIIIIIIZIﬁﬁéfﬁbﬁi}%ﬁﬁbﬁéﬁt}]ﬁﬁﬁ?}ﬁI@iiiéﬁfbﬁc}kiﬁIZII]@ZIIBI#Z&?II@I@@IIIIIﬁﬁi?ﬁéﬁiﬁféféﬁdﬁﬁﬁIﬁﬁsﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁéﬁiﬁééﬁéﬁﬁIbfﬁﬁ?ﬁéﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁé&élﬁ
ENTERPRISE REVENUES &
Admissions {260,700 1 T,438,6004 1,598,400 ‘...?5.6...5.!%....'....9.?.6..8.59....2....'.9.‘!...2.‘?%
Food Service/Vending i 860,000 : 971,800 : 1,146,724 : 1,249,929 i 1,377,750 i1,537,200
GiftShop i 319,300 : 395,300 i 461,100 i 526,500 : 577,500 i 617,400
Railroad " 241,300 0 248,000 262,400 267,300 : 260,500 i 294,000
Rentals 15,100 5 15,500 : 15,900 i 16,200 : 16,500 : 16,800
Sale of Animals i 15,000 ;" 10,000 ;15,000 10,000 : 10,000 : 15,000,
Education Fees i 44,850 i | 58,850 : 68,750 i 78,000 i 86,250 : 96,000
Miscellaneous i 2,800 i 3,000 0 3,150 i 3,310 3,475 i 3,850
SUB-TOTALENT, REV. | 2,758,750 | 3,128,450 | 3,869,424 | 3,909,749 : 3,200,825 i4,604,250
|interest insoms T g .?Ié?iiﬁﬁﬁIIIZ11.9.3....8.3911.11II.I..@I!.;Z.ZI@I.I.I ...... 8,800, 1T as G, T ds 00
|bonations T 45,000 ;- 47,250 0 49,615 ;" 52,095 | 54,700 i 57,400
Grants from Gav, i 50,000 § 25,000 25,000 ¢ 25,000 25,000 25,000
Miscellaneous i 45,828 | 47,900 1 50,000 : 52,800 1 55,000 58,000
SUB-TOTAL T 299,392 i 223,980 i 185,845 . 179,695 : 184,500 i 190,200
TOTAL REVENUE 7,986, 967 7 619,391 : 7, 824 980 8,221,364 8, 809 160 :9, 442 915

...................................................................................................................................................................
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-METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 5§27 SW HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 503 21 1646
Providing Zoo, Transporlation Solid Waste andolher Regional Servloes

Date: : January 17 1986

'ff_To: v o Metro Counc1l

.'Rlck Gustafson, Executive Offlcer
,‘From: o Donald E. Carlson, Deputy Executive Offlcer

© Regarding: Revenue and Expenditure Projections for Proposed
o ' General Government Fund for FY 1987-88 through
FY 1990 91

This memo is a revision of information prov1ded to the Executlve
“Officer and Council by memo dated July 11, 1985. As indicated in
that memo the General Government Fund would be created by splitting
"the current General Fund into two separate funds - General Govern-
ment and Support Services. : :

’The proposed deflnltlons of the two funds are as follows.

s i General Government Fund - Included are. those general
~government activities and costs which are requlred of
Metro by statute such as the cost for the Council

(ORS 268.150), Executive Officer (ORS 268.180), Urban
Growth Boundary and coordination services (ORS 268.380 to
268.390), Boundary Commission dues (ORS 199. 457) and
electlons.

. -Support Serv1ces Fund --Included are’ those central service
activities provided to the various departments of Metro
which can be allocated or charged to the receiving depart-
ments on the basis of use or benefit. Examples are legal,

accounting, - budget, personnel, data proce581ng and public
affalrs serv1ces., :

ThlS structural change was 1ncluded in the Counc11 adopted f1nanc1a1
‘policies (Resolution No. 84-444) with the specific definitions
prov1ded to the Counc11 in the memo dated May 30, 1984.

The major. assumptlons in maklng the pro;ectlons 1ncluded in thlS
memo are as- follows-



*  Timing - The structural change would be effective when a
- new revenue source is obtained. If property tax revenue
- is sought it is assumed the levy would commence - w1th
- FY 1987-88 (at the end of the current Zoo ser1a1 levy).

-+ Base Budget Data - The base. date used in these. progectlons”
.is the proposed supplemental budget -for FY 1985-86.

. Inflation  and COLA Factors - A 5 percent annual inflation
" factor was utilized for the Personal Services and -
' Materials and Services projections except for those items
" which ‘would reasonably be estimated to be constant. A
4 percent COLA adjustment for Personal Services was -
~utilized for the FY 1986-87 projections along with the
final 2 percent Pay Plan "catch up" 'adJuStment., The
. fringe rate for FY 1986-87 and beyond was projected at
32 percent whlch 1s al percent 1ncrease over FY 1985 86.

. PROPOSED GENERAL GOVERNMENT FUND

_-Expenditures

" Table 1 provides expenditure projections for the proposed General '
Government Fund. -Included in Personal Services are 2.0 FTE for the
Council and 5.0 FTE for Executive Management (includes-the entire
Deputy Executive Officer p031t10n). The General Counsel p051tlon is
not included in this fund but is included in the Support Services
Fund. The Materials and Services categories are basically the same
for FY 1985-86 and FY 1986-87. For FY 1987-88, and beyond, this
category for the Council is 1ncreased substantially\because'of money
added to cover election_ expenses: ($50,000). The Executive Manage-
ment Materials and Services category includes the Boundary Commis-
sion dues ($7,500), and voluntary NARC dues ($7 500). For several
years these expenditures have. been included in the Finance and- :
‘Administration Department budget (in proposed Support Services Fund)
‘but for this purpose are defined as costs of General Government.
‘The Capital Outlay items are for poss1b1e furnlture replacement in-

. FY 1987 88.

,Three transfers to other funds are 1ncluded to recognlze the adopted
~Council policy ‘that the proposed General Government Fund shall pay
~'its proportionate share of central administrative costs. These
central service costs are proposed to be budgeted in the following
‘funds -~ Support Services, Building Management, and Insurance. A
_descrlptlon of each of these funds is as follows.

s 'Support Serv1ces Fund - Exh1b1t a-1 provides expenditure

- - ' projections for the proposed Support Services Fund..
Personal Services for this fund total 27.6 FTE. Included
‘are -all current (FY 1985-86) Finance and Admlnlstratlon,
‘and -Public Affairs positions as well as the General '
'Counsel pos1t10n in Executlve Management.n -




Materials and Services projections are similar to those
currently budgeted except that election costs, Boundary
Commission dues, and NARC dues have been deleted and

" included in the General" Government Fund estlmates for
FY 1987 88 and beyond. ~

Capital Outlay amounts are pronected for p0551b1e furni-

. ture replacements. An amount for contingency has been
shown at approximately 3 percent of the total fund. This
fund should be managed to have very little, if any, carry--
over each year since it is an 1nternal operatlng fund with
no outs1de source of revenue.

Exhlblt A-2 shows a potentlal allocatlon of these Support
Services costs to the various operating funds for
FY 1987-88. The FY 1985-86 cost allocation plan database
was utilized for the projected allocation. The allocation
percentage (14.5 for General Government, 22.1 for IRC,
35.7 for Solid Waste, and 27.7 for the Zoo) were used to
allocate Support Services costs for FY 1987-88 through
FY 1990-91. - o .

- Building Management Fund - Exhibit B-1 provides expendi—

" ture projections for the Building Management Fund. ' The
purpose of this fund is to budget and account for all
costs associated with operatlng Metro's office’ quarters.
Information included here is from a December 9, 1985, memo
titled "Revised Building Management Fund Budget for :
"FY 1985-86 and 1ll-Year Projections." Personal Services
include approximately .5 FTE of the Support Services

Supervisor (Bu11d1ng Manager) and .5 FTE for a Maintenance .

Aide. The major costs of the building are in Materials.
and Services including the bulldlng lease and utility
costs. .

Exhibit B-2 shows the formula for allocation of Building
Fund costs to the various operating funds. The formula is
based on actual square footage used by each operating
department. The proposed ‘Support Services Fund department
space (pooled space) is allocated on: the ba51s of the
‘Support Serv1ces Fund allocation.

Insurance Fund - Exh1b1t C provides revenue and expendl—
ture projections for the proposed Insurance Fund. The
purpose of this fund is to budget and account for Metro
insurance expenses including premiums, commissions, deduc-
tibles; related studies and costs deemed appropriate by
the Council. Revenues to the fund shall be transfers from
the operating funds on the basis of a cost allocation
plan. The contingency category is proposed to be built up
over the five-year period as a "reserve" to cover a large
deductible amount ($100, 000 per occurrence) for agency
liability insurance. : '
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'ffThe transfer to the Intergovernmental Resource Center Fund - (IRC)

- reflects the projected General Government Fund costs for Urban
Growth Boundary management and regional service coordination func-
tions. Exhibit D provides the detailed projected costs for

'FY 1987-88. The projections for FY 1988-89 through FY 1990- 91 were

- 1ncreased 5 percent annually.

“The- Unapproprlated Balance 1nc1udes suff1c1ent funds to cover the
General Government's proportionate share of a potential building
lease penalty payment. A provision of our Master Lease Agreement

" requires the District to pay a penalty if Metro defaults on the

.. Agreement. Based on the Bulldlng Management Fund Cost Allocation
Plan the General Government Fund's share of this 11ab111ty 1s as -
follows- .

“FY 1987- 88, $43,51o;a
FY 1988-89,. $28,625;

FY 1989-90, $17,175; and
FY 1990-91, $5,725.

‘Revenue

Table 2 provides revenue projections for the proposed General
-Government. Fund. Progectlons are for the FY 1987-88 through

FY '1990-91 period only since that is the ant1c1pated start of this
proposed new fund. The principal revenue sources are a beginning
‘fund ‘balance (consisting of the prior year contingency and Unappro-
priated Balance) and property taxes. The property tax estimates

. reflect the amount of revenue needed to balance the budget for that

year. To obtaln the amount needed for the initial year (1987 88)

5~_requ1res a tax levy of $975,000. Based on past experience with Zoo

levies, current year tax proceeds are progected at. approximately 90
percent of the kevy. A $975,000 levy in 1987-88 would produce
approximately $877,500. Assuming that the 6 percent increase is
‘taken ‘each year and a portion of prior year taxes are collected. A
$975,000 base amount would produce- approx1mate1y $104,000 more than

.~ ‘the four year total tax needs shown in Table 2. 'This estimated

‘amount is only 2.7 percent of the total four year projected need.
- Given the difficulties of looking into the future, a proposed
$975 000 base amount appears to be reasonable. :

. DEC/amn
4927C/406-5.
‘01/20/86



TABLE 1

" PROPOSED GENERAL GOVERNMENT FUND
SUMMARY EXPENDITURE PROJECTIONS
FY 1987-88 TO FY 1990-91

Current
Budgeted Projected : . : :
General General Proposed New General Government Fund’
: ) Fund Fund ‘ Projected Expenditures
Expenditures : 1985-86a 1986-87 1987-88  1988-89 - 1989-90 1990-91
Council .
Personal Services = 70,247 75,031 78,783 82,722 86,858 91,200
Materials & Services . 58,420 61,320 114,386 117,605 120,985 124,535
Capital Outlay . 0 -0 3,500 ' 0 0 0
Subtotal B ) ‘ 128,667 136,351 . 196,669 200,327 . 207,843 215,735 .
Executive Management
‘Personal Servicesb 224,585 249,396 261,866 274,960> 288,707 303,142
. Materials & Services - . 21,830 . 33,900 50,595 53,375 . 56,245 59, 205
Capital Outlay ' 0 0 5,000 ‘ 0 0 - ‘
Subtotal ‘ 246,415 283,296 317,461 328,335 344,952 362, 347‘
Transfers/Contingency
and Unappropriated Balance
Transfer to Building Fund } - - 57,662 67,297 61,007 63,758
Transfer to Insurance Fund ' - - 19,290 - 20,051 - 20,846 - 21,673
Transfer to Support Services Fund - - 215,528 ~ 223,028 233,592 244,687
Transfer to IRC Fundc . _ - .= 147,990 155,390 163,160 171,318
Contingency ' - C - - 75,000 - 75,000 75,000 75,000
- Unappropriated Balance S ‘ : - 43,510 28,625 17,175 5,725
- Subtotal . . - - 558,980 569,391 570,780 . 582,161
Total Expenditures = ' - 1,073,110 1,098,053 . 1,123,575 1,160,243

|
|

a . Based on proposed mid-year budget adjustments.

P Includes all current positions except General Counsel which is included in proposed Support
-~ Service Fund (see Exhibit A-1l).
"€ Projected amount for Urban Growth Boundary and Regional Service Coordination functions.
'Detazled costs for these functions as currently budgeted in the IRC Fund.
DEC/sts
4927C/406-5

01/13/86



TABLE 2

, PROPOSED GENERAL GOVERNMENT FUND

‘SUMMARY REVENUE PROJECTIONS
. FY 1987-88 TO FY 1990-91

~1990-91

' Revenue 1987-88" 1988-89 1989-90
Beginning Balance 180,000 118,510 103,625 92,175
Interest - 16,000 13,000 10,000 10,000
Taxes’ 877,110 966,543 1,009,950 1,058,068
TOTAL REVENUE 1,073,110 1,160,243

-DEC/srs _
4927C/406-4
01/13/86

1,098,053

1,123,575



EXHIBIT A-1

PROPOSED SUPPORT SERVICES FUND
SUMMARY EXPENDITURE PROJECTIONS

FY 1987-88 TO FY 1990-91

Current
Budgeted = Projected : B ‘
General - General Proposed New Support Services Fund
o Fund ~ =~ Fund - = Projected Expenditures
Department 1985-86P 1986-87 1987-88 1988-89 - 1989-90 -1990-91
Executive Management :
Personal Services? 61,322 65,498 68,772 72,210 75,820 79,611
Materials & Services 4,415 4,635 4,867 5,110 5,365 5,633
Capital Qutlay 0 0 1,000 0o 0 0
Subtotal 65,737 70,133 74,639 77,320 81,185 85,244
Finance & Administration:
Accounting ' . ‘ - o
Personal Services o 220,816 235,010 252,760 259,098 272,053 285,656
Materials & Services - ' 30,503 - 32,075 33,679 - 35,363 . . 37,13 38,988
Capital Ogtlay : 0 0 3,000 0 ' 0 0
Subtotall S 251,319 267,085 '289,439 _.‘294,461 309,184 324,644
Management Services : . R . . l,
Personal Services 265,093 296,438 311,260 ' 326,823 . 343,164 360,322
Materials & Services ] 240,165 254,000 219,450 230,422 241,943 254,040
Capital Outlay : B 0 : 0 3,000 - 0 : 0 -0
Subtotal - 505,258 550,438 533,710 - 557,245 585,107 614,362
Data Processing ' ‘ . s
Personal Services 120,088 128,270 134,684 141,418 148,489 155,913
Materials & Services T 73,460 108,500 111,925 115,521 - 119,297 123,262
Capital Outlay ) 4,450 0 . 2,000 0. 0 0
Subtotal® - : 197,998 235,770 '248,609 256,939 267,786 ) 279,175
Public Affairs
- Personal Services 250,487 267,458 - 280,830 . 294,872 309,616 - 325,097
Materials & sérvices-~‘ ) . 44,990 47,200 49,560 52,038 - 54,640 57,372
Capital Outlay : . : 9,350 - 0 4,000 0. . 0 0
Subtotal - L. 304,827 314,658 334,390 346,910 . 364,256 . 382,469
Contingency ,
Subtotal . . o 50,000 50,000 - 50,000 50,000
’ ' ’ 50,000 50,000 - 50,000 50,000
Total'Support Services ‘ = : .
Fund _ : ) : 1,530,787 1,582,875 1,657,518 1,735,894
Total Allocable Costs . S :
(See Footnote ‘c) . : _ 1,487,757 - 1,538,125 1,610,978 1,687,494

Includes General Counsel position providing legal services to otganization.

Based on proposed mid-year budget adjustments.

€ Includes direct costs primarily charged to grants in IRC for Pixel computer operating costs.
The followlng estimated amounts are not included as allocable costs in the annual cost
allocation plan (See Exhibit C for 1986-87 estimated allocation plan): 1985-86 - $39,033;
1986-87 ~ $41,375; 1987-88 - $43,030; 1988-89 - $44, 750; and 1989-90 - $46 540; and 1990-91 -
$48,400.

o



EXHIBIT A-2

B ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF SUPPORT SERVICES FUND COSTS
FY 1987- 88

General

Operating Fund Allocations

2poes not include $43,030 estimated as direct charge to grants for Pixel operating costs.

329,495 (22.1%)

Support Service Fund Total
Functions Amount - Government IRC Solid waste - Zo0
' Legal Services 74,639 (1003) 18,660 (25.08) 18,660 (25.08) © 18,660 (25.08) 18,659 (25.08)
Accounting 289,439 (1008) 6,947 ( 2.4%) 29,523 (10.28) . 143,851 (49.7%) 109,118 (37.7%)
Management Services 533,710 (1008) 75,253 (14.1%) 153,708 (28.8%) 1&9,439 (28.08) 155,310 (29.1%)
Data Processing 205,5793(1008) 25,492 (12.4%) 18,9133( 9.28) 91,688 (44.68) 69,486 (33.88)
Public Affaité 334,390 (1008) . _81,926 (24.5%) _97,641 (29.2%) 109,680 (32.8%) 45,143 (13.5%)
Subtotal 1,437,757 (100%) 208,278 (14.5%) 318,445 (22.1%) 513,318 (35.78) 397,716 (27.7)
Contingency 50,000 (100%) 7,250 (14.58) 11,050 (22.1%) 17,850 (35.7%) 13,850 (27.7%)
- ToTAL 1,487,757 215,528 (14.5%) 531,168 (35.78) 411,566 (27.7%)

Total estimated

~..Data Processing costs is $247,325 (see Table 2) and IRC total estimated share of Data Processing costs for

'1987-88 is $61 825.

_ DEC/srs
4927C/406-2
01/13/86 :



EXHIBIT B-1

T ,BUILDING MANAGEMENT - FUND PROJECTIONS -

Current

FY 1985-86'TO FY 1992-93

2Annual transfer amounts for each fund will be based
complete minor deferred items

STo complete carpeting.

dro paint the building and do modest touch-ups (e.g

eAssqmes all remaining space is leased and

reduced as would broker fees,"

. JS/srs
4666C/227-14/15

839,522.

.+ paint,’ carpet patching). : .
1nc9me producing by FY 1987-88. If Metro growth occurs lease income wquld be

on the cost allocation plan.

1985-86 Proposed
Category Budget 1985-86 1986-87 1987~-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Resources ) . ‘ .
Leases 121,250 40,450 191,881 245,069¢ 248,600 252,200 297,500 302,750 308,805
Parking 43,316 38,875 r. 44,100 46,300 48,615 51,045 53,600 56,280 59,100
Miscellaneous . : 0 15,855 0 0 0 1] . [\
Transfers . o .
General 226,320 33,820 } . a a ‘a
Zoo 79,452 126,023 452,9522 251,7993 293,8732 266,4062 278,418 288,788 296,198
Solid Waste 196,031 298,954 /- ; : )
IRC 173,153 275,150 )
Total 839,522 829,127 688,933 | 543,168 591,088 569,651 629,518 647,818 664,103
" Requirements
Personal Services S : S o
Support Services Supervisor 15,650 20,866 15,954 11,167
Maintenance Aide ) 3,353 3,353 3,418 3,589
Secretary S0 4,059 0 -
Merit 760 848 175 590
Fringe 6,126 9,029 6,245 4,758
Subtotal ) 25,889 38,155 26,392 20,104 21,109 22,165 23,273 24,437 25,659
Materials & Services ) : ‘ o L
Taxes 21,429 33,000 40,407 42,427 - - 44,549 46,776 49,583 52,558 55,711
Electricity 57,600 66,000 69,300 72,765 76,403 . 80,223 . C : T
- Gas . 25,900 . 44,400 © 46,620 48,951 - © 51,399 53,968 143,428 150,599 158,129
Water . 1,350 1,980 2,079 2,182 2,292 2,407 - ) -
Telephone . 10,000 10,000. : 0 ) - ] : 0 .. 0
Maintenance & Repair 15,500 20,050 21,052 22,105 23,210 24,371 25,590 26,869 - 28,212
Contractual Services 114,200 88,150 77,345 48,846 51,288 53,853 56,456 59,373 62,342
Insurance 5,900 0 0 0 0 -0 .0 i
Lease - Building - 341,188 356,392 . 234,388 234,388 234,388 234,388 234,388 282,117 282,117
Advertising 0 1,000 300 . . --300 300 300 - 500 500 500
Supplies ‘0 1,000 1,050 - 1,100 - 1,150 1,200 1,300 1,365 1,433
Subtotal Materials & . ‘ . i . . : . . =
) Services 593,067 © - 621,972 492,541 473,064 484,979 497,486 511,245 573,381 588,444
-Capital Outlay _ o : . S . _ .
Leasehold Improvements - Metro 146,320 . 0 - - 25,000P 0 35,000C .0 45,0008 ‘0 0
Leasehold Improvements ~ Tenants 0 - 119,00 70,000 0 0. L] 0 0 .0
Subtotal - . : c 146,320 - 119,000 95,000 - ] 35,000 -0 S - - :
Contingency ._74,246 © 50,000 75,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 .
Total Requirements 829,127 - 688,933 543,168 591,088 569,651 629,518 - 647,818 664,103



EXHIBIT B-2

‘ PROPOSED ALLOCATION OF BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND COSTSa

. Specific

Function Footage

Solid Waste 4,104‘
~IRC ' 5,252
' General Government 3,966
Zoo - __ 0
Total 113,316

Support Services
(Pooled Costs)

Accountlng
"-Management Services
Public Affairs
. Data Processing
- General Use
' Shower
Lunch Room
Reception
Elevator Lobbies
Storage
Coffee Space
Total"

'aAllocatlon based .on FY 1985- 86 bu1ldlng use flgures.

FY 1987-88
" ' "Percentage
Pooled S (Cost -
Footage = Footage Allocation)
3,828 - 7,932 33.0%
2,370 7,622 31.7%
1,555 5,515 22.9%
2,071 _2,971 12.4%
10,724 24,040 100.0%
tSduare Feet
1,080
2,700
2,349
o621
72
972
432
1,620
716
162
10,724
" Pooled

-costs allocated on basis of: Support Serv1ces Fund cost allocation

‘v,percentages (see Exhibit A-Z)

SOlld Waste °

IRC .
General Government
Zoo :

DEC/srs
4927C/406-3
01/07/86

35.7%
22.1%
14.5%
. 27.7%
160.0%



EXHIBIT C

- INSURANCE FUND,

IVE-YEAR PROJECTION
WITH GENERAL GOVERNMENT FUND

89-90

90-91

a . .Actual was $290,300, Bndget reflects $6,503 credit.
b 86-87 has $270,000 premium not including property.

- .5 percent each year. 85-86 property is $33,149.

This amount is inflated at
Adding Bear Grottos and WIRC

_..‘1ncreases it by 27 percent to $44,204 including 5 percent inflation ($28.5M value).
C ... Assumes $3M Zoo improvements per year through 90-91.

- 88-89 = $297,625 base plus $58,968 ($34.5M value).

©89-90
. broker commission.

~ 90-91 = $328,187 base plus $72,687 ($40.5M value).
d  Assumes average annual claims paid of $15,000.

€  Assumes five claims paid with $400 average -adjuster costs plus $1 000 for adjuster on
~,,vno pays. .5 percent inflation. ' _

, 48000/427-2
01/17/86 -

$283,500 base plus $51,288 property ($31.5M value).

$312,559 base plus $312, 559 base + $67,303 ($37. 5M value) premium paid includes_f

C

85-86 86-87 87~-88 - 88-89
‘Resources a : ‘ - _ L
Beginning Fund Balance $ 0 $ 13,350 $ 45,000 $ 75,000 . $105,000 $135,000
Transfer From: S t o i S : o
. IRC Fund 31,344 33,821 19,999 . 20,473 21,267 21,959
SW_Fund 54,185 65,769 62,826 - 65,433 67,493 69,474
Zoo Fund 234,268 256,764 273,323 288,444 . 305,229 320,018
General Government .0 : 0 - 19,290 20,051 20,846 - 21,570
Interest 1,350 4,500 7,500 10,500 . 13,500 16,500
Total $321,147 $377,204 '$427,938 - $479,901 : $533,335 $584,521
Requirements ' a b c . 'c‘» (o
.Insurance ' $283,797 $314,204 $334,788  $356,593 $379,862 $400,874
. Contractual Services 6,000 3,000e ‘3,150 3,308 3,473 . 3,647
Contingency (Reserves) 31,350 60,000 90,000 - - 120,000 150,000 180,000
Total - $321,147 $377,204 ' $427,938 $479,901  $533,335 $584,521



'PROJECTED BUDGET FOR URBAN GR
: ‘ AND

EXHIBIT D |

WTH BOUNDARY

' REGIONAL SERVICE COORDINATION SERVICES

'DEC/srs .
© 4927C/406-3
01/13/86 -

Current 4 4
- ’ . Budgeted - Projected = Projected
Category FTE 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88
Personal Services . IA | o
 "IRC Administrator .25 11,762 12,468 13,091
Senior '‘Analyst- - .50 15,798 16,745 - 17,415
Analyst 3 1.00 26,291 27,868 28,983
Secretary .50 8,008 - 8,488 8,828
Subtotal 2.25 61,859 65,569 68,317
‘Merit @ 4 & - - 2,733
-Fringe @ 32% - - 22,736
‘Subtotal . - - §3,735
Overhead @ 45% - - 42,204
Total Personal Services - - ':135,990
;Materials & Services
.Tfével | , - - .;4004
Meetings & Conferences - = 600
Ads & Legal Notices - - 1,000
Contractual Services - - 10,000
Total Materials & Services 12,000
TOTAL FUNCTION 147,990

- e
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Memo

METI ROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W.HALL ST., PORTLAND, OREGON 97201-5287 503 221-1646
Prowdmg Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Serwces

Date: January 21, 1986
To: Don Carlson
From: Jill Hinckley

Land Use Coordinator

Regarding: Postponement of Council Consideration of

Contested Case 85-2 W e 512,

After the agenda for the Council January 23 meeting was
printed, we received an exception to the Hearings Officer's
Report on Contested Case 85-2, which was included in that
agenda. In order to minimize the amount of last-minute
materials being presented to the Council, we have set
consideration of this matter over until the next Council
meeting (February 13th).

JH:gpw

“M%



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 8.2

Meeting Date Jan. 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 86-196, ADOPTING

A FINAL ORDER IN CONTESTED CASE NO. 85-2 (TUALATIN
HILLS) AND AMENDING THE METRO URBAN GROWTH
BOUNDARY IN WASHINGTON COUNTY AS PETITIONED

Date: January 6, 1986 Presented by: Jill Hinckley

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Tualatin Hills Church has petitioned the Metropolitan
Service District (Metro) for a locational adjustment of the Urban
Growth Boundary (UGB) to add approximately two acres at the southeast
corner of Norwood and Boones Ferry Roads in Washington County, as
shown on Exhibit A. The church is located on the property. A fire
hydrant is needed to provide adequate fire protection. The city of
Tualatin will provide water to the site only after annexation and
will only annex land that is within the UGB. Both Washington County
and the city of Tualatin Tualatin support petition approval.

Metro Hearings Officer Beth Mason conducted a hearing on the
petition on October 21, 1985. Only the petitioners participated. A
property owner who had not claimed the certified hearings notice
requested, and was granted, an opportunity to comment after the
hearing was closed. His letter in opposition to the petition was
received on November 22, 1985.

The Hearings Officer found that the petition satisfies all
applicable Metro standards and recommends that it be approved. Her
report is attached as Exhibit B. No exceptions to her report were
filed.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

Staff has reviewed the Hearings Officer's Report and is satis-
fied that it includes findings that adequately address all applicable
standards. Accordingly, the Executive Officer recommends that the
Council accept the Hearings Officer's Report and adopt Ordinance
No. 86-196.

JH/srs
4565C/445-2
01/10/86



BEFORE .THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A FINAL ORDER
AND AMENDING THE METRO URBAN GROWTH -
BOUNDARY FOR CONTESTED CASE NO. 85-2: .
TUALATIN HILLS CHURCH

'ORDINANCE NO. 86-196

N’ N Nt

THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT.HEREB¥.ORDAINS:
 Section 1. The.Council of the Metropolitan Service.DistrictA |
hereby. accente and adopts as the finalibrder in‘Contested Case .
- 85-2 the Hearings Officer's Report and Recommendatlons in
Exhibit B of thls Ordlnance, wh1ch is 1ncorporated by thlS reference(
- Section 2. The Dlstrlct Urban Growth Boundary, as adopted by
,OrdinanCe No. 79-77, 1s hereby amended as shown 1n‘Exh;b1t A of this
:.Ordlnance, whlch is 1ncorporated by thlS reference.
Sectlon 3. Partles to Contested Case No. 85~2 may appeal thls

Ordlnance under Metro Code Sectlon 2. 05. 050 and ORS ‘ch. 197.

ADOETED by .the Council of the Metropolitan:Service District

this day of __ » 1986.

Richard Waker, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

"Clerk of the Council

"JH/srs
4965C/445-2"
01/10/86
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. TUALATIN HILLS CHRISTIAN CHURCH,
~INC.; CONTESTED CASE NO. 85—2

EXHIBIT B

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT .

IN THE MATTER OF A PETITION

)

FOR AN URBAN.GROWTH BOUNDARY ) IR

LOCATIONAL ADJUSTMENT BY ). HEARINGS OFFICER'S FINDINGS
) OF FACT AND PROPOSED ORDER
) : : :

ThlS recommendatlon is submltted to the Counc1l of the

Metrooolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct as a result of a petltlon for 1oca—

tlonal adjustment to. add to the Urban Growth Boundary approx1mately
1.80 acres located at the southeast corner of the 1ntersect10n of
SW Norwood and Boones Ferry Roads, adjacent to the Clty of Tualatln

Planning Area. ' A map of the prooosed change is attached as _'

~"Attachment B".

A hearlng was held upon the completed petltlon on

_October 21, 1985, before Hearlngs Offlcer Beth Mason; testlfylng

were Jill Hinckley, Metro staff, Richard Ligon, attorney for the -

applicant, Minister Loren Doty, representing,the‘appliCant}s In

addition, written remarks were received as follows, and were

entered as exhibits into the record:

Exhibit 1. _Petltlon ' ;
Exhibit 2., 7-9-85 Letter from Rlchard ‘Ligon’
Exhibit 3. Comment from Service Provider -
. : Sherwood School District .
Exhibit 4. ' Comment from Service Provider -
‘Tualatin Rural Fire District
Exhibit 5. Comment from Service Provider -
' City of Tualatin
Exhibit 6. 7-8-85 Letter from City of Tualatln
Exhibit 7. 8-1-85 Letter from City of Tualatin
Exhibit 8. 8-28-85 Letter from Washlngton County
with attachments :
Exhibit 9. ' Section maps of vicinity (4)
Exhibit 10. 10-16-85 Memo from Jill Hinckley :
Exhlblt 11. Mailing list w1th return cards and copy of
Notice

_Pagel - HEARINGS OFFICER'S FINDINGS OF FACT AND PROPOSED ORDER _Case.NO,

'85-2

xmmmnsmmdq

81965 W ua'\"mvd Suite 310 .
Beaverton, Oreg n 97005 .
Telephone (503) 64! 7990
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" Exhibit 12. Pictures of site and surrounding area
N - marked A-M
- Exhibit 13. 7~12-85 Letter from City of Tualatin
Exhibit .14. 10 16—~ 85 Letter from Chet Hill Insurance Inc.

2t the close of the hearing onvOctober 21, l985; the

hearings officer kent the record open to receive additional testimony

ffrom the City of Tualatin regarding whether the property could be
fserved in an emergency situation by a fire hydrant located Within

 the Urban Growth Boundary, when the subject oroperty was not Within

the Boundary._ In a subsequent telephone conversation with Janet

Young, Dlanning director for the City of Tualatin, the hearings

officer was adVised that it is the policy of the City that even

in an emergency Situation, property outside of the Urban‘Growth,‘

'Boundary}'and‘outside'of the‘City's service area, would not be

entitled to'serVice.

In addition, the record was re—opened at the’ request :

of Mr. William Moore,va reSident in the’ area, who did not claim‘
his'notice of the hearing,and,who wanted an opportunityvtO‘comment
:on the application. Mr. Moore's letter was receiyed bynthe'hearings
:officer'on‘Noyember 22, 1985.v The applicant was given an opportunity

Vfor rebuttal but declined to comment on- Mr.‘Moorevs letter; that

-letter was marked and received into the file as:
‘ Exhibit 15. 11-19-85 Letter from\William_G, Moore

_FINDINGS OF FACT

Tualatin Hills Christian Church, Inc., applied for a

:locational adjustment to the Metropolitan Urban Growth Boundary,

for property 1ocated at the southeast intersection of SW Norwood

*Page 2 - HEARINGS 'OFFICER'S FINDINGS OF FACT AND PROPOSED ORDER Case No.
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and Boones'Ferry'roads, property:more specifically described as

Tax Lot 109, 2S1- 35D, ‘Washington County, State of Oregon, property

;-approx1mately 1.80 acres in size. The property ;s-presently 1mproved‘

w1th a church bulldlng, there is no farming on the property. The

orooerty is presently served by a septlc tank, w1th adequate capac1ty

--for the next few yvears, and is w1th1n.2500 feet of;the nearest sewer

‘trunk line. Additional sewer trunks<are'planned~for_the area,

adjacent to the subject'property‘on Noruood and Boones Ferry roads.

Water is prouided to the Subject property hy:priVate well;,and the

‘nearest water main"Which could serve the property'is,in the nen
level system presently about 1250 feet east of the church. ' The

fchurch cannot connect to the water line in NorWood'Roadvadjacent to

its site because that line is part of the City's "B" level system:

' and is designed to serve properties'atlan~elevation lower than that’

- of the church. :

There are no natural hazards 1dent1f1ed in the area by

7the comprehen51ve olan, nor .are there any natural or hlstorlc

resources in the area. - The three service prov1ders who commented '

on the appllcatlon, Sherwood School DlStrlCt Tualatln Rural Flre

‘Dlstrlct and C1ty of Tualatln, all recommended approval of the
’ adjustment.“ The Clty of Tualatin p01nted out several hurdles

»AWthh the church must overcome prlor to water service belng

avallable to the 51te, 1nc1ud1ng annexatlon and the cost of running

' the line from the source, but w1th those warnlngs to the appllcant,

:dld not object to the apollcatlon for adjustment.

.
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1. ' APPLICATION OF STANDARDS TO ‘FACTS

2 ‘ The relevant standards for approval of lacatlonal
3 adjustment to the Urban Growth Boundary are found in Metro Code
4 83. 0l. 040(a), (d) (2) and (4) (3)
-5 Metro Code 83.01. 040(a) provides as follows.
-6 - (a) As requlred by subsection (b) through -(d) -
T of this section, location or adjustment shall
T be consistent with the follow1ng factors:
. (1) Orderly and economic prov151on
8 of public facilities and services. A
locational adjustment shall result in
-9 ..a net improvement in the eff1c1ency of
C . S - public facilities and services, 1nclud1ng
10 AP A but not limited: to, water, sewerage,
' o - storm drainage, transportation, fire
11 ' o ’ . protection and schools in the adjoining
S . areas within the UGB; and any area to - -
12 ‘ ' - -be added must be capable of being served:
C ‘ C . ~in an orderly and economical fashion.’
3 ' Water. The applicant states that a
coe : waterline is located in Norwood Road
14 '~ “adjacent to the site. However, the City
ST of Tualatin indicates that the church
15 ... . cannot hook up to this line because ‘it is
. ... =" = designed to serve property at a different
S U I .+ pressure level. The nearest line at the
: T-V;' o - proper pressure level would have to be v
17 - . « - extended 1250 feet to the site (Attachment C)
e ‘The City has indicated that this line would
8 ‘have adequate capacity 1f extended to- the '
' B a - site.
19 - . ".The Clty of Tualatln has 1nd1cated that )
S o existing and planned major water facilities
20 Sl - ~ are adequate to serve the site when an )
LT L . appropriate line is extended to the site
21 - ' o ~© . . (at the church's expense.). A net 1mprovement‘
o o T in efflclency would result. :
22 . S . Sewer. The nearest sewer line is located
SR ‘ - 2500 feet from the site. The church does
23 R : " not need to connect ‘to the 'line'at this time.
A . _ The City of Tualatin reports that this line
24 -~ would have adequate capac1ty if extended to
R e the site.
25 : ‘ o * The City of Tualatin has indicated that existing
R S : and planned major sewer facilities are adequate
26 - - : ‘ to serve the site. A net ‘improvement in

efflclency would result.
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‘Storm Dralnage. There are no major storm = 1.
drainage facilities currently serving the :
site. . Since the site is developed, no '
additional fa0111t1es are needed at this
time.

.- No new major storm dralnage facilities are
required by the site. No change in efficiency
would result. o | _ S
Transportation. The property is located
at the corner of Norwood Road and Boones
Ferry Road, both designated as arterials.

.The City of Tualatin indicates that the
existing fac111t1es are: adequate to serve

. the site. . :

Since the ex1st1ng roads are adequate to.
serve the 51te, no change in eff1c1ency would

“result.

Fire Protection. The property is w1th1n the
boundaries of and is currently served by the
Tualatin Rural Fire Protection .District.
Church officials have stated in their application
that the fire district has requested that they :
obtain 01ty water in order to .improve flre
protectlon for the site. .

The site is currently served by the Tualatln
Rural Fire Protection District. If the site

were ultimately connected to city water, a

- net improvement in efficiency would result.
Schools. Since the site is developed with a

" non-residential use, school’facilities are-
not required. _
Since the site is developed w1th a non—re31dent1al :
use, no change in efficiency would result.

-t

4

W 0 T G on e

I~ e e

-

'(2) Maximum Efficiency .of Land Uses. Consideration
shall include existing development densities on
the area included within the amendment, and
. whether the amendment would facilitate needed
~ development on adjacent existing urban 1and.

[S) o) [ —
-0 © o)

The . adjustment is not needed in order to enable ex1st1ng urban 1and

N
[\

to develop.

(3) Env1ronmenta1 Energy, Economlc and Soc1al
Consequences. Any impact on reglonal transit

corridor development must be p051t1ve in any

T . _ 7 limitations imposed by the presence of hazard
25 . . or resource lands must be addressed. -

'26///
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1 See page 3, ll. 16—18- ‘also, no 1dent1f1able 1mpact ‘on other factors.
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. that:

(4) Retention of. Agrlcultural Land When a
petition includes land with class I through
IV soils that is not irrevocably committed
to non farm use, the petition shall not be
approved unless it is factually demonstrated-

- Retention of the agrlcultural land
would preclude urbanization of an
adjacent area already inside the
urban growth boundary, or ‘

- Retentlon of . ‘the agrlcultural land
would prevent the efficient and
economical ‘provision of. urban’ services.
to an adjacent area 1n51de the UGB.

”The property is 1rrevocably commltted to ‘non farm use as it is occupled '
by an ex1st1ng church bulldlng, the property 1s de51gnated AF—lO. This

standard does not apply.

(5) Compatlblllty Proposed Urban Uses Wlth
Nearby Agricultural Activities. When a proposed

”.adjustment would allow an urban use in proximaty
‘to ‘existing agrlcultural activities, the

justification in terms of factors (1) through' (4).

‘'of this subsection must clearly outweigh the
- adverse impact of any incompatibility. ‘
‘The property is iocated Within the 1arge'eXCeption area With_noflarge-f”
'scale agr1cultural act1v1t1es in the v101n1ty. |

| jMetro Code‘§3.01.040(d) (1) not appllcable.

' Metro ‘Code §3.01(040(d)_(2) requlres as followsé]

For all other.additions,,the proposed UGB must
be superior to the UGB as presently located__,
based on a con31deratlon of the factors in '
subsection (a).

The minor addltlon must include all 51m11ar1y

' 'situated contlguous land which could also be

appropriately included within the UGB as an

i addltlon based on the factors in subsection (a)

26 Other 1and contlguous to thesubjectproperty is not in need of
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inproved water service for fire protectlon,.as there are no contlguous
public: uses, and no need to include any addltlonal ‘land for thls
partlcular publlc use.' Therefore, there is no s1m11ar1y'51tuated
contlguous land whlch could also be approprlately 1ncluded w1th1n the
UGB as part of this adjustment. |

i Metro Code §3,01.040(d)}(3).prOVides as follows:
Additions shall not-add ﬁore_than 50 acres of
'land to the UGB and generally should not add

more than. 10 acres of vacant land to the UGB.
Except as provided in subsection (4) of this

| “subsection, the larger the. proposed addition,
- the greater the differences shall be between
the suitability of the proposed UGB and suitability
of the existing UGB, based upon con51derat10n
- of the factors of subsectlon (a) of this section.
This 1.80 acre site is currently deVeloped with a church bUilding and
‘there is no vacant-land on the site available for other uses. |
'_Metro Code §3,01.040{d) (4) -is not applicable.

CONCLUSIONS

Based upon the above findings of‘faqt; the'Hearings‘
Officer concludes as follows: o | |
' (1) The proposed urban growth boundary would be superlor
to the urban growth boundary as presently located..- | |
(2) The inclusion of the subject property in the proposed
amendment is aporoprlate because 1t is cons1stent w1th the appllcable |

code lelSlonS, and there is no other 51m11arly 51tuated property

which can approprlately be added.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based upon the above findings of fact and conclusions,.

the Hearings Officer recommends approval of the'petition for the
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‘1'urban grOWth boundary‘locational adjuStmentfto include Tax Lot'109

t’ ' .
2 as requested by petltloners and as recommended by the Clty of Tualatln;

and Washlngton County. In addltlon, the Hearlngs Offlcer recommends
adoptlon by the. Metro Counc1l of the proposed order submltted herew1th

‘or an approprlate ordlnance.

Dated.thls 17th day of De

““m%r
- IR R R I

j 9;i;vd_ - ;.Hearlngs Offloer
w0/
_~ 11'-"/@'/'./‘//'
w2/l
13 - |
4
15
16
17 .
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STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 9:1, 9.2

Meeting Date Jan. 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NOS. 86-623 AND 86-624
APPROVING A SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET, CREATING THREE NEW
FUNDS, AND AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 85-562

Date: January 24, 1986 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Two resolutions are presented toward adopting a Supplemental
Budget. First, Resolution No. 86-624 amends the Appropriations
Schedule and creates three new funds. This is presented for consid-
eration at this time, but is not intended for adoption until after
the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission (TSCC) reviews the
proposal. Second, Resolution No. 86-623 approves transmittal of the
Supplemental Budget to the TSCC. A Supplemental Budget is necessary
due to unforeseen circumstances that require changes in our
financial planning. TSCC review is required under Oregon Budget Law
because new funds are being created and, in some cases, the total
fund appropriations are increased. Specific reasons are detailed in
the Executive Officer's Budget Message along with a list of budget
changes.

Additional explanation of the proposed budget changes follow:

General Fund

Verbal commitments totaling $22,800 have been made by three
entities to provide funding for a Regional Parks Study. An
additional $10,000 is anticipated. It is proposed that the
‘study be conducted by temporary help at the Analyst 2 level
under the direction of the Deputy Executive Officer. The
proposed Supplemental Budget includes $8,250 for the study in
this fiscal year. A work plan will be submitted prior to
commencing the study.

Building Management Fund

Considerable effort has gone into preparing the revised
Building Management Fund budget. The new figures are more
accurate because they are based on six months experience
managing the building. Also actual figures are available for
sublease income and improvements costs.

This fund does not include any insurance costs. The costs have
been calculated, charged to the operating funds and are to be
paid directly to the new insurance fund to avoid double



transfers. Building-related insurance costs are $10,092.

Solid Waste Operating Fund

There are three major types of budget changes in this fund
related to SB 662 requirements. These are:

1. An enhanced Waste Reduction Program effort ($147,200).

2. Elimination of the Landfill Siting program and transfer
of responsibility to DEQ. $861,000 from disposal fees
will be disbursed to DEQ on a monthly basis for siting
work. The Debt Service Fund loan has been reduced by
$20,000 as have planned expenditures for principal and
interest for landfill siting engineering work.

3. Funds will be set aside at the rate of 50¢ per ton for
rehabilitation and enhancement of the area around the
landfill. This is estimated at $322,000 for FY 1985-86.
Since the legislation does not specify how or where the
monies shall be spent, some work remains to detail the
implementation of SB 662.

The currently adopted budget assumes WTRC operations begin in
May 1986. No change is proposed in the budget regarding WTRC
schedule at this time.

'EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends the Council adopt Resolution
No. 86-623 approving the proposed FY 1985-86 Supplemental Budget and
forwarding the approved budget to the TSCC for public hearing and
review.

JS/gl
4761C/435-6
01/14/86



;EXECUTIVE_OFFICER'S‘BUDGET'MESSAGE.

I am pleased to forward to the Metro Council the proposed FY 1985-86
Supplemental Budget. A supplemental budget 1s necessary due to the
follow1ng c1rcumstances- : ,

1.

A dramatlc change in ‘the insurance market greatly impacted
Metro's premium costs and level of deductibles. The
magnitude of the change requires a change in financial
planning including the proposed creation of a new fund (ORS
294.480(a)). :

Metro has been an active participant in the Reglonal ‘
Committee on Convention, Trade, and Spectator Facilities in
progress for the last few months. It was anticipated in
the budget process .that Metro would serve as a funding
coordinator for technical studies paid for by Committee
members.. - While this has all come to fruition, the CTS
Committee wants the resources managed so as to provide a
separate accounting of cash balances, interest earned and
expenditures made. This is best accompllshed by creatlng a
new fund. The need to create a new fund is a pressing
necessity not foreseen when the budget was prepared (ORS
294. 480(b)).-

Senate Bill 662 was put into law after the budget was
adopted. This requires Metro to provide monies for the
rehabilitation and enhancement of the area in and around

o the landfill where user charges have been collected. The

- provisions of this legislation could not have been .
~ascertained when the budget was prepared and a- change in
.flnanc1al planning is requlred (ORS 294, 480(c))

It is necessary to increase approprlatlons for the General
Fund to pay for increased costs in Metro's share of

‘improvements at the new ‘location and for a new reglonal

parks study . program (ORS 294, 480(a))

It is necessary to. 1ncrease approprlatlons for the Zoo
Operating Fund for unanticipated insurance costs. . It is
also needed to allow pursuit of ‘a Golden Monkey ‘exchange

“with China which became ‘a possibility after the budget was

- adopted (ORS 294.480(a)).

All other budget and appropriation changes are proposed to be
accompllshed under ORS 294.450.

The proposed budget . document dlsplays ‘the current budget (including
all revisions authorized to date), proposed revisions and the -
resulting proposed budget. Only line items with proposed changes
are shown in detail. Those accounts with no changes are shown in
the aggregate as "All Other Accounts." The Appropriations Schedule
'is in a similar format with the revisions, if any shown by category.



No changes are proposed-  in the following‘funds:‘ Sewer AssistanCe,
_Transportation Technical Assistance, Criminal Justice Assistance,
St. Johns Methane Recovery, and St.\Johns-Final Improvements.g'

Several new f1nanc1al management pol1c1es are proposed in
- conjunction with the budget changes. These are detailed in the :
attachments to Resolution No. 86-624. These policies relate to the
management ‘of the three proposed new funds, the Bulldlng Management"
Fund and -the General. Fund. : L ,

The follow1ng major budget changes are proposed-

¢.General Fund |

’ Resources,y;
1. 'ReCOgnize the actual beginnlng fund balance which - .
is needed for 1nsurance and bulldlng costs. ... - .$24,520.

2.  Revise various revenues to reflect actual 1ncome .
and revised. transfers.v . U o R v$(8;474)

3. ‘Increase contract services for funds to be .
received from local governments and the‘state~
for regional parks study ($32,800) plus other . -
-minor contracts revenue 1ncreases ($3 700) . - $36,500

: Requlrements :

4. Reduce Executlve Management contractual serv1ces, SR
will not be spent this year. S © $(10,000)

5. Aadd 35 FTE Analyst 2 (temporary) for .work on -l ,
"'reglonal parks study. , . . '$8,250

6. Reduce Flnance & Admlnlstratlon due to delayed ,
hiring of Personnel Officer and Senior Accountant. ‘
Also, .25 FTE Secretary will be- rebudgeted in .the o
-Bu1ldlng Management Fund. : o - $(21 266) -

T Delete Flnance & Adm1n1strat10n, Management
., Services, Materials & Services for insurance. . .
.. All insurance costs w1ll be budgeted in a new -~ .
vfund._ A \ - o SN $(30,227)

'8.s‘Add1Metro Building improvement costs under . .- '
Capital Outlay, Finance & Administration.v" g $264,000

9. Reduce Contlngency to cover addltlonal bu1ld1ng» A -
_ costs. e o S : . s o -$(89,052)



10. - Reduce the General Fund transfer to the Bu11d1ng
Fund and instead pay ‘for Metro's building
~improvements costs in the General Fund. Increase
the transfer to the IRC to cover part of IRC's
share of building costs. Rebudget $10,000
previously authorlzed for CTS work ‘from IRC to ' v
" new CTS fund a , - $(69,159)

‘Net Change in Fund . $52,546
IRC Fund | . |
Resources _

1. Increase the transfer from the General Fund for
v1nsurance and building- operatlons. S $1l3 341

2. Contract Service Revenues orlglnally budgeted
in IRC to be deleted and rebudgeted in the new. . .
CTS Fund. : | e o $(300,000)

'Requirements

3. Reduce Materials & Serv1ces due to under-"'- o : :
Iexpendltures. S R -."jf:” - $(10,000)

4. Increase. transfers out for insurance (+31 344) R
and building operatlons (+101 997). . . RO $133,341

5, Delete Materials & Serv1ces contractual : . o v
services to be: rebudgeted 1n the new CTS Fund ' $(310,000)

Net Change 1n Fund ': - $(186,659)

vBuilding ManagementbFund
. Resources

1. Reduce enterprise revenue to reflect revised
projections. Increase transfers from Zoo, ‘
S0lid Waste and IRC for additional operating -
costs. Reduce the transfer from the General
Fund and rebudget Metro improvement costs . .~ = .
- in the General Fund. R o0 $(10,395)

- Requirements

2. Increase Personal Services to provide for tenant :
. conStruction management and ‘secretarial support.  $12,266

3. Increase Materials & Services" for revised SR :
. operating costs. . SRR $28,905



4. Decrease Capital Outlay to provide only for
~tenant improvement costs. .Metro 1mprovement oo
costs are proposed to be budgeted in the General

Fund ."' , ‘ - - $(27,320)
‘5.'tReduce Contlngency to cover costs. . : .0 Ly $(24;246)
Net Change in Fund : ,' $(lO,395)

700 Operating Fund
‘Resources‘

-~ 1. Recognize a portlon of the unbudgeted beglnnlng.

' fund ‘balance needed primarily for additional :
- insurance costs and .the Golden Monkey exchange _
pro:ect. ‘ , _ : -~ $166,391

Requ 1 rements

2. Incredse Vls1tor Serv1ces Personal Serv1ces for : C
underbudgeted seasonal workers. ‘ o $27,139

3.. Reduce Admlnlstratlon Materlals & Serv1ces for - .
. insurance. ‘All insurance costs are budgeted in .
@ new fund. , . $(100,000)

4. Increase Admlnlstratlon Mater1als & Services‘ - R
- for the Golden Monkey exchange pro:ect. - - $56,000

5.Z'Increase transfers to the General Fund for COLA'
" ($3,209) to the Building Management Fund for _ _
. -additional operating costs ($46,571) and to the ’ .
. new Insurance Fund for related costs ($234»268). $284,048

6. Reduce Contingency- to cover the above costs but S -
: retalnlng $100 000 for future needs. ~ - '$(100,796)

Net Change in: Fund R 1.]$166,39l

o Zoo Capltal Fund d:

, l. ~Increase the West Bear Pronect to reflect actual ‘ 3
© . . costs. v : : o7 1. $100,761 -

L 2. 'Reduce ‘Africa Bush due to less expendltures th1s SR
- .year. - B . $(333,261)

3. Increase the G1ft Shop remodel to reflect »
.. necessary . change orders. - - . ‘_; .. $37,500

4. Reduce m1scellaneous 1mprovements as they appear S
unneeded. _ B : . ..$(25,000)



Add a new project to upgrade the electrlcai

5. y
capacity. . This prOJect has been approved by ST R
the Council. _ TR $220,000

o . Net Change‘indrunda .. =0=-
Solid Waste Operating Fund | |
1. 'Delete all but $2,300 of original Landfill Sltlng
_ -program Materials & Service per SB 662.,’ Lo $(109 200)
. 2;4vAdd $1.00 per ton 1andf111 51t1ng fee. - “\5' *#\ $861,000.

3. Reduce St Johns Materlals & Serv1ces by amount
of $1.00 per ton to be paid from Landflll Sltlng S
program. . _ J $(611 000)

4. TPer SB.662 1ncrease the Waste Reductlon program S

- ($62,200) and the System Plan ($15 000) ', o 877,200

5. 1Increase capltal outlay for the yard debrls | R '

_ program. ' S 870,000
6. Revise. transfers out as follows-75; - PR
a. Increase to General Fund for COLA (+14 116)
but reduce for insurance to be budgeted 1n new . =
fund (-13, 299) . _ e $817
b. Increase- to Cap1ta1 Fund for added CTRC . L .
improvements.. . e L ‘l"$118,000
C. IncreaSe to Reserve fund per. audit. RE | '~$145,000
-d. Decrease to Debt Service for Wlldwood debt C
not 1ncurred. . } o , ~ $(20,000)
"e, ,Establlsh transfer to Rehabllltatlon and ‘ V .
- Enhancement Fund as .required: by SB 662 TN
-~ subsidy. from St. Johns’ Dlsposal. ”._ - §322,000
£. Increase to Building Management Fund for ;f B
add1t10nal costs. ' _ _ - $102,923
- g. Establish transfer to new Insurance Fund for |
’ related costs. N $54,185
7. 'Reduce contlngency to cover all changes descrlbed :
,.above. : , ($1,010,925)
| Net Change in Fund

',1—0—.



‘ SOlld Waste Cap1ta1 Fund .

1.  Add CTRC ' 1mprovements. - f“ ‘{v R $118;000
2. Delete'W;ldwood engineering costs. o $(430,000)

Net Change in Fund - $(312,000)

Solld Waste Debt Serv1ce

Decrease costs related to WlldWOOd._ | . i $(20,000)

Net Change 1n Fund S $(20,000)

'St. Johns Reserve. Fund .

Increase transfer 1n from the operatlng fund per

_audit.  All-funds go 1nto unapproprlated balance.f‘5 '$l45;000‘

Net Change in Fund :_ o $145,000

Rehabllltatlon and Enhancement Fund

Create a new fund for fees to be collected in accordance :
with SB 662. - o - 7 S $333 270

: Convention, Trade,~and'Spectator Facilities (CTS) Fund

. This new fund is needed to account for the CTS Pool
of Common Resources which Metro is managing and to

~satisfy project part1c1pants regardlng separate ‘ S :
accounting of funds. R $400,000

Insurance Fund

.AThls new fund is proposed as a cost center for all
insurance related expenses. -This change is recommend-
ed 'due to the drastic increases in- premiums and the )
deductibles . (self-lnsured retentlons) now requlred.‘ $321,147

. JS/srs :
¢ 4944C/227-3
; 01/14/86
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'BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING THE
FY 1985-86 SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET

) RESOLUTION NO. 86-623

) : § L
AND TRANSMITTING THE APPROVED ) Introduced by the

)

)

. BUDGET TO THE TAX SUPERVISING AND - Executive Officer
CONSERVATION COMMIS?ION : '
\ WHEREAS, ‘The Council convened as . Budget Commlttee has ‘
rev1ewed the Proposed Supplemental Budget- and held a publlc hear1ng
on the proposed Budget on January 23, 1986,‘and con51dered overall
.'1ssues affectlng the FY 1985-86 Supplemental Budget- and |
' WHEREAS, Pursuant to Oregon Budget Law, the Counc1l convened.
as Budget Commlttee must approve the FY 1985 86 Supplemental Budget
ﬁand sa1d approved budget must be transmitted to the Tax Superv181ng
:and Conservatlon Comm1551on (TSCC) for pub11c hearlng and rev1ew-
know, therefore, B | -
BE IT RESOLVED, R
_ ~1l. That the Proposed FY 1985 -86 Supplemental Budget as
amended by the Counc1l convened as Budget Commlttee, whlch is on df
flle at the Metro offlces, is hereby: approved. | f
_ 2. That the Executlve Offxcer is hereby dlrected to submlt
ithe Approved FY 1985 86 Supplemental Budget to the TSCC for publlc

hearing and rev1ew,

ADOPTED by the Counc1l of the Metropolltan Serv1ce D1str1ct

this day of , 1986.

_ " Richard Waker;.Presidfng Offioer
JS/srs/4761C/435 -4 | | o
01/14/86



. BEFORE THE. COUNCIL OF.THE .
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING :
RESOLUTION NO. 85-562, REVISING
APPROPRIATIONS AND CREATING A
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT
FUND, AN INSURANCE FUND, AND A
CONVENTION, TRADE, AND SPECTATOR
FACILITIES (CTS) FUND :

' RESOLUTION NO. 86-624

Introduced by the"
Executive Officer

e s Nl ? e S

WHEREAS,‘Varlous condltlons exlst whlch had not been ascer--
talned at the t1me of the preparat1on of the FY 1985 86 budget and a
change 1n f1nanc1al plann1ng 1s requxred- and

WHEREAS, The Multnomah County Tax Superv151ng and Conserva—v

tlon Comm1ss1on (TSCC) held its publlc hearlng S ’ 1986

7on the Supplemental Budget of the Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct

(Metro) for the fiscal year beglnnlng July l, 1985, and endlng

‘.:June 30, 1986, received and acted upon, as reflected 1n the budget*7

:and 1nuthe'Schedule of Appropriations; and

WHEREAS, Recommendatlons from.the TSCC have been recelved
‘and acted. upon, as reflected in the. budget and in the Schedule of
_ Approprlatlons, now, therefore, . |
BE IT- RESOLVED, | v ,

: 1. That Resolution No. 85-562, Exhibit A" FY 1985-86
'fBudget and Exh1b1t B Schedule of Approprlatlons are hereby amendedvl
as shown 1n Exhibits A and B to this Resolutlon.

2. That an Insurance Fund is hereby created for agency
1nsurance expenses 1nclud1ng premlums, deductlbles, commlss1ons,
"'related studies and costs deemed approprlate by the Council.
Revenues shall be 1nterest and transfers from operating funds in

accordance w1th the Cost Allocatlon Plan. In the‘case‘of ellmlnation'



[ RS

collected. .

JS/srs o
4761C/435-4
01/14/86

rof thls fund, the balance shall be returned to the operating funds'

in proportlon to amounts pa1d minus c1a1m5fpa1d.

3. That a Conventlon, Trade, and Spectator Fac111t1es
(CTS) Fund is hereby created to ‘fund the study of CTS opportun1t1es

1n conjunctlon w1th other public bodles.: Revenues shall be

contrlbutlons from participating agenc1es and“1nterest.“ In the.case
-'of ellmlnat1on of thlS fund the balance shall be returned to the

"part1c1pants in proportlon to the amount orlg1nally pa1d.

4; That a Rehab111tat10n and Enhancement Fund is hereby

'vcreated to fund rehabllltatlon and enhancement of the area in and

'around the landf111 from whlch service or user fee charges have been

5. The flnan01al management pol101es speclfled 1n Exhlblt Cc

fare hereby establlshed.

bADQPTED by‘the"Council ofvtheTMétropolitan,Service,District

’this . day”of~'i ' .;~ , 1986.:

Richard C.‘Waker
" Presiding Officer



FY 1985-86

EXHIBIT A

Supplementa1 Budget

' GENERAL FUND REVENUE:

Total Resources

Js/srs _
4754C/227-1
01/14/86

3,011,508

- .:Current ' .. . Proposed
'Budget Revision = ' Budget
Resources
Fund Balance-Beginning . 505,000 24,520 - 529,520
.Contract Services - 2,200 36,500 38,700
- Interest on Investments 108,000 (13,000) - 95,000
- Miscellaneous 1,500 500 2,000
Transfer from Zoo : o S
Operating Fund _ 484,815 3,209 488,024
" Transfer from Solid Waste , ' o EE
- Operating Fund 644,475 817 - 645,292
All Other Accounts 1,265,518 ‘ 0 1,265,518
52,546

3,064,054



GENERAL FUND -

COUNCIL.

Cdrrént

Proposed °

Personal Services.

Materials & Services

‘Total

JS/srs
4754C/227-2
01/14/86 |

‘Budget: ~ Revision

70,247 | 0

58,420 - 0

128,667 0

Budget
70,247

58,420

128,667

Ex 22

L T3



GENERAL FUND'

. EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT

Js/srs’
4754C/227-3
01/14/86

Current Ch ‘ Propésed
©. —Budget = Revision ~_ Budget
Pefsdnal,Sé:vices S : |
Temporary 0o - - 7,500 - 7,500
_'Xiingeh T 57,507 -750. ¢ .~ 58,257
a ‘Other Accounts. 197,106 T 197,106
o o . 354,613 7,250 767,863
Maéériais & Services L R TR TR -
- Contractual Services - .- 20,000 (10,000) 10,000
. All Other Accounts 16 ,245 : : 0 16,245
,Tota; o . 36,245 ‘ - (10,000) 26,245
Capital Outlay' 1.-0‘ B : o 0 0
Total Department 290,858  (1,750) 289,108



Sy
. "“4

. GENERAL FUND

~ FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION

JS/srs oo
'4754C/227 4
01/14/86 ‘

Accounting
"Cur:ent : . ;Propbééa
Budget - Revision Budget

Peréoqal Services .' : - l: - D
“Senior Accountant 56,330 (4,636) - - 51,694
Accounting Clerk 1l 14,390 (2,000) - 12,390
Merit 6,748 (264) 6,484
Fringe _ 54,384 (2,100) 52,284 .
All Other Accounts 97,964 0 . 97,964
Total 229,816 - 79,000y 220,816
Materials & Services 30,503 0 30,503
'Total Division' 260,319 (9,000) - 251,319



. GENERAL FUND

‘ gFINANCE.&'ADMINISTRATION
- Management Services

'JS/srs »
4754C/227-5
01/14/86 -

221,507

,Currént,‘ ; _— Proposed
Budget Revision Budget
Personal Services N y S
Secretary 19,192 (3,838) ‘ 15,354
- Personnel Officer 32,328 (4,760) - . 27,568
_'Fiinge-- - 65,586 (3,309) 62,277
- All Other Accounts 152,109 S 152,109
Subtotal . L 277,359 (12,266) ‘255,093
Materials & Services g B | .
- Insurance- - 30,227 (30,227) -0
All Other Accounts 240,165 S 240,165
Subtotal 270,392 (30,227) 240,165
Capital Outlay - . ' : _ '
Leasehold Improvements 0 - 264,000 - 264,000
Subtotal | 0 264,000 364,000
Total Division 547,751 . 769,258



- GENERAL FUND

- FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION

Data.Processing

Current

Proposed

Budget Revision’ Budget

Personal Services | 120,088 0 ~,f120;088«
Materials & Servic9é 73,460 0 '73}460.
Capital-Outlay . 4,450 0 4;456"
Total 197,998 0 197,998
‘JS/srs |

4754C/227-6

01/14/86



GENERAL FUND
- PUBLIC AFFAIRS

01/14/86

- Current , Proposed
L . Budget Revision Budget
- Personal Services 250,487 0 250,487
Materials & Services 44,990 50 . " 44,990
‘Capital Outlay 9,350 Q - 9,350
Total 304,827 0 304,827
JS/srs.
4754C/227-1



GENERAL FUND

TRANSFERS & CONTINGENCY

Current

L

) : : - Proposed
‘Budget Revision - Budget
Transfer to Building ' ' - o |
Management Fund 226,320 (192,500) - 33,820
- Transfer to Intergovernmental ' y T " L Lo
- Resource Fund 811,248 113,341 924,589 "
gransfer.to-CTS Fund .0 10,000 : - 10,000
- Contingency 163,719 (89,052) 74,667
Total - _ 1,201,287 .. (158,211) »I,533,573’-
'Unéppropriated‘Fuhd 3 s if SO o
- Balance o 79,801 _0 79,801
Total General Fund 3,011,508 52,546 3,064,054

JS/srs
4754C/227-8
01/14/86

o .



BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND -

Revised

‘ : Current :
Description Budget Revision Budget
Resources . L '
Rental & Lease Income 121,250 (80,800)*'v 40,450
Parking Fees 43,316 (4,441) 38,875
Miscellaneous ) -0 15,855 15,855
- Transfer from General Fund . 226,320 (192 500) 33,820
Transfer from Zoo Operating - . 79,452 46,571 126,023.
Transfer from SW Operating 196,031 102,923 298,954
Transfer from IRC 173,153 - 101,997 275,150
Total Resources 839,522  (10,395) 829,127
Personal Services o - B
Secretary ' 0 4,059 4,059
Support Servs. Sup. 15,650 ~ 5 216' - 20,866
Maintenance Aide 3 353 - o - 3,353
Merit 760 ‘ 88 848
.~ "Fringe" : : 6,126 2,903 _9,029
Total Personal Serv1ces 25,889 . 12,266 38,155
Materlals & Services ' ,
‘Advertising 0. 1,000 1,000
Supplies S0 701,000 1,000 .
Real Property Taxes. 21,429 - 11,571 33,000
Utilities - Electric 57,600 - 8,400 - 66,000
;. Utilities - Water 1,350 630 - 1,980
Utilities - Gas 25,900 18,500 - 44,400
Telephone ' 10,000 S0 10,000
Maintenance & Repalr-Bulldlng - 15,500 4,550 20,050
Contractual Services A 114,200 - (26,050) . 88,150
Insurance - A 5,900 (5,900) 0
Lease -~Building, - 341,188 15,204 356,392
Total Materials.& Services 593,067 - 28,905 371f§72_
Capital Outlay : : .
Leasehold Improvements 146,320 (27,320) -~ 119,000
Total Capital Outlay 146,320 (27,320) 119,000
" Transfers & Contingency L o R
Contingency 74,246 (24,246) .50,000
Total Transfers & Contingency : 74,246 (24 ,246) 50,000
Total Fund 839,522 (10,395) 829,127
JS/srs

4754C/227-9
01/14/86




INTERGOVERNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER |

Current

~ Proposed

4754C/227-10
01/14/86

Budget " Revision . Budget
Resources N ‘ ’
‘Contract Services. 437,760 (300,000) 137,760
Transfer from - : AR
‘General Fund 811,248 113, 341 924,589
All Other Accounts' 115,263~ . . 1,115,263 .
. Total 3,364,271  7186'359)"‘ 2,177,612
Requlrements_
Personal Services 910,360 0 910,360
| Matérials &(Sefvices v - g o o
- Contractual Services 514,300 -.{(320,000) - 194,300
All Other Accounts 57,500 ' .o - - _57,500 -
Subtotal ' 571,800 .  (320,000) - 251, 800
"Capltal Outlay 3,800 | 0 3, 800
'Transfers o » o o - -
- to Building Mgmt Fund 173,153 -101,997 : 275,150
g §$ Insurance Fund 0 © 31,344 . . 31,344
ALl Other Accounts - 654,107 - . 0 - 654.107
‘ Subtotal 827,260 - 133 ,'3_4'14‘ : 'g'm’
- *Contlngency 51,051 | 0 ,'f | 51,051
Total . 2,364,271 (186,659). . 2,177,612
“JS/srs



Z00 OPERATING

Current n ~ Proposed

.Budget Revision . Budget
 Resources ' ."v |
' Beginning Fund Balance 1,670,348 166,391 - 1,836,739
'All Other Accounts - - 1,983,477 - - 0 7,983,477
Total . . S ' 9,653,825 166,391 9,820,216
Requirements | 'v |
Administrative L : e ETT
Personal Services | © 237,495 0. 237,495
Materials & Serv1ces ' v S R
Travel 8,000 - 6,000 14,000
. Meetings & Conferences - 4,800 - 3,000 - - 7,800
. Printing 7,900 10,000 17,900
Telephone 43,200 - (7,000) 36,200
- Postage 11,000 5,000 16,000
- Office Supplies 11,600 - .20,000 31,600
Contractual Services - 26,800 15,000 . 41,800
. Insurance R - 100,000 (100,000) . o 0
. 'Miscellaneous i 3,400 . 4,000 7,400
All Other Accounts - 76,100 0 _16,100
- Subtotal. 292,800 - (44,000) 248,800
Capital Outlay 5,139 ) 5,139
~Total : v535,434‘ (44,000) 491,434
Animal Management o o
Personal_Services _ - 1,125,498 0 1,125,498
Materials & Services 217,700 0 217,700
Capital 0utlay ' 18,800 0 - 18,800
Total 1,361,998 0 + 1,361,998
Bu1ldlngs & Grounds : R
Personal Services 814,365 .0 814,365
A gaterlals & Services, 665,150 LY 665,150
.Capital Outlay 341,500 0 . 341,500
Total 1,821,015 0 = 1,821,015
' Eddcational Services o S L
Personal Services 358,728 0 . 358,728
gaterlals & Services: 73,423 -0 73,423
apital Outlay 4,500 0 4,500
- Total 436,651 0 - 436,651
Public Information o o
- Personal Services - 95,391 0 95,391
_gaterlals & Services 116,230 0 116,230
apital Outlay 22,000 . .0 22,000
Total 333,621 0 7337621



-~ Z00 OPERATING

‘Total. Zoo Operating

\-Js/srs :
~4754C/227‘ll/l2
-01/14/86 :

9,653,825

166,391

‘(continued)
Current . . Proposed
Budget Revision Budget
Visitor Services o :
Personal Services . : : : P
" Visitor Serv1ces Workers—Food 155 196 25,000 ~ 180,196
Filnge o . 97,126 2,139 99,265
~ All Other Accounts 316 129 0 316,129
. Subtotal 568,451 77,139 . 535,590
“Materials & Serv1ces 482,989 ' 0 . 482,989
Capital Outlay 25,480 ' o . _.25,480
Total . o 1,076,920 27,139 1,104,059
Transfers : B L
‘To General Fund 484,815 73,209 - 488,024
' To Building Fund - 79,452 46,571 126,023
To Insurance Fund 0 234,268 .. 234,268
To Zoo Capital - - 2,448,123 0 2,448,123
Total : . 3,012,390 - 284 048! 3,296,438
Sontlngency | ~ 200,796 (100, 796) .. 100,000
' napproprlated Balance 975,000 0 - 975,000
9,820,216



. Z00 CAPITAL

Current

4754C/227-13
01/14/86

: ‘ PrOposeai
Budget Revision Budget
Resources . 8,695,602 0 8,695,602
' Requirements | ‘ o
West Bear - 2,232,221 -.100,761 ... 2,332,982
Africa Bush 1 & 2 2,300,000 (333,261) . - 1,966,739
Gift Shop : . 100,000 - . 37,500 ... . 137,500
‘Misc. Improvements 210,000 © (25,000) 185,000
Electrical Upgrade 0 220,000 220,000
All Other Accounts’ . 3,853,381 ' 0 3,853,381
Total ' 8,695,602 0 8,695,602
Js/srs .



o -

B SOLID WASTE OPERATING FUND

RESOURCES
“Current’ Pfdbéééd;‘
Budget: Rev151on - Budget
‘Disposal Fees - Commercial' - 5,835, 600 (861, 000) 4;974}600
Disposal Fees - DEQ - .861,000. 861,000
All Other Accounts 8 137 420 - 0 - 8,137,420
o .0 13,973,020

JS/srs
ﬁ4754C/227 14
01/14/86

13, 973, 020



SOLID WASTE OPERATING FUND

wCurrentv

JS/srs
+4754C/227-15
01/14/86

| .~ Proposed
Budget Revision __Budget_
‘Personal Services ﬂ924;643 S0 924,643
Materials & Services , x ‘ . T o )
Payment to Other Agencies 793,500 218,000 1,011,500
Contractual Serv1ces . - 6,320,125 2,200 " 6,322,325
Printing - 44,700 (1,000) -~ - - 43,700
- Postage - 9,250 (1,000) - 8,250
" Maintenance & Repalrs - Equip. 23,750 (200) + 23,550
.~ ‘All Other Accounts 626,155 - 0 - __ 626,155
Subtotal Materials & Serv1ces 7,817,480 218,000 - 8,035,480
,Capltal-Outlay, o | P
Equipment & Vehicles " 44,000 70 000' T 114,000
All Other Accounts = . 128,890 128,890
Subtotal Capltal Outlay- 172,890 70 000 242,890
Transfers . ﬁ .
. To General Fund 644,475 L ‘817 645 292
~To Building Management Fund 196,031 - 102,923 . 298,954
To Debt Service Fund 1,321,950 - (20,000) 1,301,950
. To Insurance Fund - 0 54,185 - ,54,185
To SW -Capital Fund 100,000 118,000 - 218,000
" To SW Reserve Fund R 333,000 145,000 478,000
To Rehab. & Enhancement Fund -0 322,000 322,000
All Other Accounts . 650,000 . 0 650,000
' qubtotal Transfers _ 3,245,456 722,925 3,968,381 .
fContlngency 3 : 1,749,218  (1,010,925) 738,293
"Unapproprlated Balance | 63,333 0 63,333
Total -Solid Waste o : o L _
' VQperating Fund . 13,973,020 0 13,973,020



. SOLID WASTE OPERATING- FUND .
MANAGEMENT & ADMINISTRATION

(For Information Only)

Proposed

JS/srs :
~4754c/227- 16
01/14/86

. Current _
.-Budget Revision ~ Budget
Personal Services 88,979 0 88,979
Materials & Services 36,160 0 ~ 36,160
Capital. Outlay 17,090 0. 17,090
- Transfers : ‘ . R _ -
- To General Fund 322,475 - 457 322,932
. To Building Fund . 96,031 57,636 153,667
~-To Debt Serv1ce 363,004 0 363,004
- To Insurance s 0 30,332 30,332
Subtbtal'Transfers’ .-786,510 . - 88,425 874,935
Contingency o 220,142 (174,185) - 45,957
Unapproprlated Balance - __.63,333 o 0 63,333
. Total Program | 1,212,214 . (85,760) . 1 126 454



. . ST. JOHNS LANDFILL
.- (For Information<0n1y)

..Current

Js/sts .
4754C/227-17
01/14/86

C Propdséd
Budget Revision Budget
| Personal Services 253,860 | 0 ’253,860>
Materials ‘& Serv1ceé _ ' ' L e
Payment to Other Agencies . 759 900 o (611,000) 148,900 .
All Other Accounts 4,546[925 ' .0 .. 4,546,925
Subtotal Materials & Services 5,306,825 (611,000) 4,695,825
Capltal Outlay . : ‘ R ';';i ,-'
Equipment & Vehicles 12,000 70 000 » 82,000
~-All Other Accounts 34,000 0 34,000
Subtotal Capital Outlay ,'46,000"; 70 000 - 116,000
‘Ttansfers‘ Lo T - - . ﬂ, ¢~‘,;j ’f_
- To General Fund 161,000 188v o 161,188
.To Building Fund -~ 50,000 23,673 . .73,673
- To Reserve, Fund "333,000 145,000 478,000
- .To Insurance. - 0 - 12,639 . 12,639
To Rehabilitation & Enhancement 0 322,000 322,000
.~ All Other Accounts 852,873 - 0 ' 852,873
iSubtotal Transfers 1,396,873 503,500 - 1 900 373‘
Contingency 912,982  (685,740) __ggnggg
Tbgal Program 7,916;540 ~(723,240)

7,193,300



CLACKAMAS TRANSFER & RECYCLING CENTER
(For Information Only)

'«Cufrent

Proposed

'-JS/srs
_4754C/227 18
101/14/86 -

Budget ‘Revision Budget
Personal Services 130,875 0 - 130,875
Materials & Services 1,831,650 0 1,831,650
Capital Outlay - 41,800 L0 ",[41;8001
[Transfers~ 4 : L o ,..C
To General Fund 97,000 172 97,172
© 'To-Building Fund . 30,000 -21,614 51,614
- To  SW Debt Service 281,073 0 . 281,073
To SW Capital - 100,000° 118,000 - 218,000
- To Insurance ‘ _ 0 11,214 11,214
Subtotal Transfers -508,073 | 151,000 659,073_
Contlngency D _ 272,052, (151,000) - _ 121,052
Total- Program o 2,784,450 o 0 2,784,450



WASHINGTON TRANSFER & RECYCLING CENTER
(For Information Only)

Current - S © . Proposed
Budget Revision Budget
vPersbnal Services .- S 121,358 0 . 121,358
Materials & Services . 266 ,250 -0 266,250
Capital Outlay - 64,000 -0 - 64,000 .
Transfers ’ - 534,000 0 534,000
Contingency . o 344,042 - 0 . __ 344,042
0. 1,329,650

Total Program R . 1,329,650

JS/srs
4754C/227-19
01/14/86



. Current

g WASTE REDUCTION .
" (For Information Only)

"~ Proposed

' Js/srs

4754C/227-20
01/14/86 |

377,548

Budget ~ Revision Budget
Personal Services 146,003 0 146,003
‘Materials & Services ) e
Contracutal Services 187,625 62,200 - - 249,825
All Other Accounts 39,920 o0 -+ 39,920
" Subtotal Materials & Serv1ces . 227,545 62,200 - 289,745
Capital Outlay 4,000 0 4,000
Total Program 62,200 439,748



SYSTEM PLANNING

- (For Information Only)

Current

JS/érs _ :
4754C/227-21
01/14/86

54,286 .

. Proposed
Budget Revision " Budget
Personal Services ' , - .
Solid Waste Director 6,707 -1,258 - ...1,965
. Operations Manager , 2,241 ‘1,354 3,595
- Engineering Manager - 16,817 0 16,817
.~ Solid Waste Coordinator . - 0 - 6,448 6,448
- Solid Waste. Englneer 1,977 1,412 ;3,389
Analyst 1 1,894 ° S0 -1,894
- Community Relations 7,828 7,828 - 15,656
. Program Coordinator 757 o0 o 757
Public Information Speclallst - 3,288 - 2,190 +. 5,478
Analyst 2 . . - _ 36,162 6,576 42,738
Secretary. 3,244 973 - 4,217
Administrative A551stant - 597 - 797 . 1,394
Waste Reduction Manager 9,936 0 .-9,936
Office Assistant 1,168 .0 - 1,168 -
Merit : 3,705 1,153 4,858
Fringe’ 29,860 9,297 .39,157
'Subtotal Personal Serv1ces 126,181 39,286 - 165,467
Materlals 5 Serv1ces B o S :
‘Contractual Services 26,500 15,000 41,500
‘All Other Accounts . 11,050 - 0 11,050
Subtotal Materials & Services 37,550 .15,000 = -~ 52,550
Total Program © 163,731 218,017



LANDFILL SITING

" _ (For Information Only)

Proposed

‘JS/srs
4754C/227~ 22
O;/l4/86

188,887

‘Current : .
Budget Revision Budget
Personal Services . S
Solid Waste Director 3,913 (1,258) 2,655
Operations Manager 5,387 (1,353) 4,034
- Engineering Manager 1,147 S (D) 1,146
- Senior Analyst .- : 11,538 . (6,448) 5,090
Solid Waste Engineer 1,412 . - (1,412) 0
- Community Relations o 7,828 (7,828) 0 .
" Public Informatlon Spe01a11st, 2,192 - (2,192)y - - 0
. Analyst 2 ; : 6,575 (6,575) - 0
- Secretary : 1,135 . © (973) - 162
4.Adm1nlstrat1ve A351stant -~ 995 (796) 199
Merit ; 1,685 (1,153) 532
Fringe i 13,580 (9,297) 4,283
Subtotal Personal Serv1ces 57,387 (39,286) . 18,101
Materials & Serv1ces o .
Contractual Serv1ces . 75,000 (75,000) -0
© Printing - 1,000 (1,000) - 0
Postage : 1,000 : (1,000) 0
Maintenance & Rena1r~ _ 200 . - (200) - ..+ 0
. Payments To Other Agencies 32,000 829,000 - 861,000
‘All Other Accounts . 2,300 - - 0 2,300
. Subtotal Materlals & Services 111,500 751,800 - . 863,300
Transfer to Debtlserv1ce 20,000 (20,000) . 00
,Total'Program 692,514 881,401



SOLID

WASTE CAPITAL FUND

01/14/86

Current o Proposed
- ‘Budget Revision Budget
Resources | |
DEQ Loan Proceeds 5,730,000 - (430,000) 5,300,000
Ti?nsfer‘from SW Operating 100,000 . 118,000 - 218,000
A Other Accounts 165,000 0 165,000
Total ' 5,995,000 (312,000) 75L3§3;UUC
‘Capital Projects |
CTRC ‘. | Cl R
Buildings: 67,000 83,000 150,000
. Improvements 45,000 35,000 80,000
Landfill Siting : o o - :
Engineering Services 430,000 (430,000) " 0
- All Other Accounts 5,453,000 . _ 0 5,453,000
Total ’ 5,§§5,000 (312,000) 5,683,000
Js/srs |
4754C/227-23



SOLID WASTE DEBT SERVICE FUND

 Current Proposed

- Budget . _Revision .Budget
,Res¢urcesv‘ . -
Transfer from SW Operatlng : 1,321,950 | (20,000) : 1,301,950
Total : 1,321,950 - (20,000) _‘I,3UI,950
Requiréments, L '
'DEQ Loan Wash. Co. : o
Transfer Station and ' S R L
. Landfill Siting . , 470,000 -+ - (20,000) _ 45%,808
All Other Accounts : 851,950 . _ 0 __ 851,950
‘ : 1,321,950 (20,000) - 1,301,950

' JS/srs
4754C/227~ 24
01/14/86



- ST, JOHNS RESERVE FUND |

Current :  Proposed

Budget Revision = Budget
ReSources'
Transfer from SW Oper. Fund ~ 333,000" 145,000 478,000
All Other Accounts 624,700 - 0 624,700
Total 957,700 145,000 = 1,102,700
Requirements | |
Unappropriated Balance 957,700 145,000 - 1,102,700
Total . 957,700 145,000 1,102,700

JdS/srs
. 4754C/227-25
lOl/l4/86 o



- .REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT FUND

Current

' Total o

‘ Proposed -
~ Budget Revision Budget

Resources ‘ o
Transfer from SW- Oper.-Fund-‘ 0. 322,000 322,000
Interest 0 11,270 11,270
Total . 0 333,270 333,270
' Requ1rements‘< _ . e
Payment to Other Agen01es 0 ~333,2f0‘~," 1333?270
0. - 333,270, - 333,270

'vJS/srs
4754C/227-26-
'01/14/86



CONVENTION, TRADE, AND SPECTATOR FACILITY FUND

‘Current

. Proposed

01/14/86

Budget ~ Revision Budget
Resources
Contract Services , -
Portland Development Comm1551on 0 40,000 - 40,000
. City of Portland 0 40,000 . 40,000
- . Multnomah County 0 25,000 - 25,000
-~ Clackamas County ’ 0 20,000 20,000
Port of Portland 0 10,000 - ' 10 000 ‘
" Greater Portland Visitors " S e
and Convention Association, Inc. 0 2,200 2, 200
" Portland Exposition - Recreation S ‘ ‘ '
". Commission , : 0 15,000 - 15 000
~ Washington: County 0 -20,000 20,000
- State of Oregon - Economic v o B
Development Department 0 100,000 100,000
.-, Other . 0 - - 97,800 - 97,800
~ Interest 0 20,000 - 20,000
Transfer from General Fund [N 10,000 . - 10,000
.Total 0 - 400,000 400,000
-Requirements )
Contractual Services 0 302,200 302,200
Contingency 0 97,800 97,800
Total 0 . 400,000 400,000
JS/srs
4754C/227-27 .



~ INSURANCE FUND

 Proposed

Total

. JS/SI’S .
4754C/227-28
01/14/86 '

Current .
Budget Revision - Budget
Resourcee‘
Transfer from: . ' ' _
- IRC Fund 4 o 0 31,344 - 31,344
~ Solid Waste Fund -0 54,185 54,185
Zoo Fund 0 234,268 234,268
Interest 1] - 1,350 _ 1,350
eTotal 0 321,147 321,147
;Requlrements | | '
 Insurance 0 283,797 283,797
" Contractual Services 0 6,000 . . 6,000
Contingency (clalms reserve) 0 31,350 - .31,350
: 0 321,147 ,321,137



EXHIBIT B

SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS =~

GENERAL FUND

~Council . .

'~ Personal Services
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay

Subtotal

‘Executive Managément

" ‘pPersonal Services

Materidls & Services.
- Capital Outlay
Subtotal

‘Finance & Administration .

Personal Services
- Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Subtotal.

Public Affairs
Personal Services
Materials & Services

. Capital Outlay
Subtotal

General Expense
Contingency
Transfers - -

Subtotal

Unappropriated Balance

Total General thdeequirements $3,011,508

.- Revised

- INTERGOVERNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER FUND

. Personal Services
"Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers '
Contingency

~ Total Intergovernmental Resource

Center Fund Requirements

$2,364,271

Current _
Appropriation Revision Appropriation
$ 70,247 -0- $ 70,247
58,420 -0- 58,420
~0- -0- -0-
$128,667 ~o- $128,667
$254,613 - 8,250 $262,863
36,245 (10,000) 26,245
S =0= B T
$290,858 ~{1,750)  $289,108
$ 627,263 (21,266)  $605,997
374,355 (30,227) 344,128
4,450 264,000 268,450
$1,006,068 212,507 31,218,575
$250,487 -0- $250,487
44,990 -0- 44,990
9,350 -0~ 9,350
$304,827 —=0-  $%304,827
$ 163,719 . (89,052) - $ 74,667
1,037,568 (69,159) . 968,409
§1,201,287 $(158,211) 351,043,076
$79,801 ' -0-  $79,801
 $52,546  $3,064,054
$ 910,360 $  -0- § 910,360
571,800 (320,000) 251,800
3,800 C o -0- 3,800
827,260 - ‘133,341 960,601
51,051 . =0— 51,051
- ($186,659)

$2,177,612



Current : , Revised’
e o Appropriation _ Revision  Appropriation
" BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND | |
- Personal Services o $ 25,889  $ 12,266  §$ 38,155 -
- Materials & Services ~ 593,067 28,905 621,972
- Capital .Outlay , ' 3 146,320 (27,320) 119,000 -
Contingency _ 74,246 (24,246) - 50,000
Total Bulldlng Management : ' : o
~ Fund Requ1rements _ : $839,522. $(10,395)  $829,127
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL’ASSISTANCE FUND V 4 | v
‘Materials & Services $86i817 -0~ - $86,817
Total Transportatlon Technlcal Assistance = g ,“"‘
Fund Requ1rements o $86 817 ' -0~ $86,817
R CRIMINAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE FUND : |
Materlals & Services $3,500 -0~ $3,500
Total Criminal Justice Assistance o . R :
: Fund Requlrements ' v $3,500 -0- - $3,500
- .SEWER ASSISTANCE FUND | N ’ '
" Materials & Services = $1,445,665 -0-  $1,445,665
Total Sewer Assistance o | ' o . -
, Fund Requ1rements $1,445,665 -0~ $1,445,665
ZOO OPERATING,FUND |
‘Personal Services . - L $3,199,928 - $ 27;139 ~ $3,227,067
- Materials & Services o . 1,848,292 (44,000) 1,804,292
;'Capltal Outlay - . - 417,419 -0~ . 417,419
: Trangfers_ - 3,012,390 © 284,048 3,296,438 _
Contingency ) _ : 200,796 (100,796) 100,000
Unapproprlated Balance 975,000 S == 975,000
'Total 700 Operatlng Fund - _ _ o - :
: Requlrements v | - $9,653,825 °  $166,391 © $9,820,216
Z00 CAPITAL FUND
Capltal PrOJects S $5,872,221 " =0 $5, 872 221
Unapproprlated Balance. ' 2,823,381 =0- . 2 823, 381
Total Zoo Capital Fund : 5 | -
Reaulrements o ' $8,695,602 -0-

: $8;695,602



Current . ' Revised
Appropriation = Revision Appropriation

INSURANCE FUND

. Materials & Services . -0- $289,797 - $289,797.

Contingency ' -0- v 31,350 - - __ 31,350

Total Insurance Fund Requlrements - =0- - $321,147 - $321,147

SOLID WASTE OPERATING FUND

Personal Services $ 924,643 : -0= $ 924,643

Materials & Services 7,817,480 © 218,000 8,035,480
. Capital Outlay . ' . 172,890..~ - 70,000 242,890
Transfers : - . 3,245,456 © 722,925 © 3,968,381
Contingency - 1,749,218 (1 010,925) - 738,293

Unapproprlated Balance 63,333 -0- .- 63,333

Total Solid Waste Operating : S o
- Fund Requirements $13,973,020 .. =0-. $13,973,020

SOLID' WASTE CAPITAL FUND

;Capital,Projects ) $5,892,000 - (312,000) $5,580,000
‘Transfers . B 103,000 - el U 103,000

Total Solid Waste Capital . - S . T
Fund Requirements $5,995,QOO (312,000) $5,683,000

_SOLID WASTE DEBT SERVICE FUND

Materials & Servicesf '$1,321,950 - 420}000) $1,301,950

Total Solid Waste Debt Service : . | | : |
: Fqnd Requirements . $1,321,950 = (20,000) $1,301,950

ST. JOHNS RESERVE FUND

 Unappropriated Balance $957,700  $145,000  $1,102,700

Total St. Johns Reserve Fund . Co o o
Requlrements. . . $957,700 $145,000 $1,102,700

ST JOHNS FINAL IMPROVEMENTS FUND

Capital Projects = $ 535,000 . -0- $ 535,000

~ Contingency 150,000 - ; -0- 150,000
Unappropriated Balance , 759,000 =0- 759,000

Total St. Johns Final Improvement '
-Fund Requirements . $1,444,000 ~0- - $1,444,000



Current -

Revised *

'01/09/86

R R | "Appropriation Revision Appropriation
~ST. JOHNS METHANE RECOVERY FUND ‘.‘
* Personal Services $ 29,503 -0- $ 29,503
. Materials & Serv1ces 46,024 -0~ 46,024
Contlngency - ~ 60,473 -0- . _.60,473
Total‘St.,Jghns Methane Recovery . . R
Fund Requirements $136,000 -0- $136,000
" REHABILITATION &-ENHANCEMENT FUND
Materials & Services ~0- 333,270 . $333,270
{Tétal Rehabilitation & ‘ , o - p-‘:‘ S
vEnhancement Fund Requirements ~-0- 333,270 $333,270
" CONVENTION TRADE, AND SPECTATOR ' |
— FACILITY FUND .
' Materlals & Servicesv -0- .$302,200 '$362,200
r Contmgency | =0- 97,800  __97,800
" Total Conventlon Center, Trade and
.. Spectator Fac111ty Fund ’ e o
Requlrements -0- - $400,000 $400,000
JS/srs
4666C/227—2/5



EXHIBIT C

'FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT

Insurance Fund

1.. The Insurance Fund is established to account for and manage
1nsurance costs on a centralized basis.

2. Resources shall be transfers from operating funds based on the
Cost.Allocation Plan, interest and fund balance. Interest

.~ earned on reserves and beginning fund balance shall be used to
offset transfers.

3. Requirements shall include premiums, commissions, insurance
, related studies, claims process fees and deductlbles. '

4. Metro will ma1nta1n deductibles (self 1nsured retentlons) for

some coverages as part of a risk management and cost savings °
. strategy. In FY 1985-86 the deductible amounts will be funded

in accordance with the Cost Allocation Plan at an amount equal
to 'or greater than the value of the highest annual claims paid
(currently $30,310 for FY 1980-81). 1In subsequent years, the’
claims reserve shall be funded at that level plus any beglnnlng
fund balance amount.: The goal shall be to have a. $150 000
insurance reserve by FY 1989- 90

5. The basis of accounting for this fund shall be‘modified_accrual.

CTS Fund

1. Revenues'to this fund shall be 1nvested”in;accordance with Metro
investment policies and practices. Interest earned shall be
used for CTS related work. If work is completed or discontinued
before all funds are -expended, the balance including interest

‘shall be returned to part1c1pants in proportlon to the amount
originally pald. , .

2. The basis of accountlng for this fund shall be modlfled accrual

Rehabilitation and Enhancement Fund

1. The Metro Council shall determine where and how expenditures
will be made from this fund in accordance w1th SB. 662 and
. Resolution No. 86-620. : x

2.  The basis of accounting for this fund shall be modified accrual.

Building Management Fund

1. Front end costs for tenant leasehold improvements occurrlng‘in
- FY .1985-86 will be paid by the Bu1ld1ng Management Fund ‘and
covered by transfers and lease income.



6.,

- -offse

~All operating'costs‘will be allocated to operating funds

(including General Government when created) ‘based on square
footage utilized and pooled costs as shown in the Cost

.Allocation Plan,

,Tenant.improvements costs will be aliocated'tétoperating funds

on the same basis as operating costs. .Subsequent lease income

‘willireduce transfers needed from these funds.

Ehtergrisé revenue (lease and parking income) will be a direct

‘ to operating costs and will: be utilized prior to- :
Operating Fund transfers each month. In FY 1985-86 a General
Fund transfer will be utilized only as needed to cover transfers

from Contingency.

' Expansions . or remodelling required for specific departments.wiil
- be paid-by the benefitting department in the year the work is

completed. The extent and nature. of improvements will be
compatible with and at the same standard as other Metro space.

'Through-management of the Building Managementhund arZero'bddget E
.fund balance will be maintained to minimize interest earnings.

JS/sfo :‘. S
4666C/227-32/33 =
01/09/86 .



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 9.3

Meeting Date January 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 86-622 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF APPOINTING CITIZENS TO THE METROPOLITAN
SERVICE DISTRICT'S BUDGET COMMITTEE

Date: January 9, 1986 Presented by: Ray Barker

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

As part of the budget review process, the Council will appoint
seven citizens to the Budget Committee (five new appointments and
two reappointments). Councilors and citizens will have equal voting
rights in shaping the FY 1986-87 budget and making recommendations
to the full Metro Council.

On January 16 the Council Management Committee reviewed the
resumes of 10 citizen nominees. Seven candidates were selected from
the list of nominees submitted by Metro Councilors, the Executive
Officer and from individuals responding to Metro's news releases
(see attached list).

In an effort to have broad, balanced representation on the
Committee the experience, locatlon, ethnic and sex makeup of the
group was considered.

The Management Committee recommended the following citizens for
appointment: Trudy Bothum, Michael Burns, Becky Charles, Dan
O'Leary, Robert Phillips, Norman Rose and Alice Schlenker.

In addition, the Management Committee recommended that a citizen
from East Multnomah County be appointed as an alternate member of
the Committee. There were no applicants from that area. An attempt
will be made to have a candidate by the January 23 Council meeting.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends appointment of the citizens
selected by the Council Management Committee.

RB/srs'
4887C/445-2
01/21/86



APPLICANTS for BUDGET' COMMITTEE

Name & Address Metro District o - Nominated By

‘1. Trudy Bothum S | . Responded to one of
‘2115 S.W. Leewood Drive - ‘ ' ~Metro's news releases
Aloha o T : : '

2. Michael Burns - ' 4 o 'j‘ ' "
13455 S.W. Brittany Drive : S '
Tigard .

:3. Becky Charles 2 o : "
) 625 S.W. Meadow Drive ‘ ' _
Beaverton
4. Dave Heinzel , ' 2 B
- 6225 S.W. '190th- Avenue
Aloha

5. Henry Kane _ i 2
. 12077 S.W...Camden.Lane
Beaverton .

6. Dan O'Leary , ' 3 - ."‘Councilof‘oleson'
3320 S.W. Underwood Drive S ' o :
Portland ' :

7. Robert Phillips 11 ' Executive Officer
4106 N.E. 15th_ ' :
Portland

8. Norman Rose 1 . Executive Officer - .
2855 N.W. 153rd Avenue . : o
Beaverton

9. Roger Ross 4 ' '  ,Responded to one of
6845 S.W. Ventura Drive _ ) -+ Metro's news: releases
Tigard ' : - : : :

10. Alice Schlenker - .4 - councilor Kirkpatrick
’ 257 Iron Mountain Blvd.’ ' : L
Lake Oswego

1-16-86



T

- SERVICE DISTRICT'S BUDGET

» BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE.OF APPOINTING RESOLUTION NO. 86-622
CITIZENS TO THE METROPOLITAN L o
Introduced by the

Presiding Officer

Nl e Nt

COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Citizens of the Portland region have served on the.

Metropolitan Service'District's Budget<Committee.during'the:budget

review process for fiscal years 1983~ 84, 1984-85 and 1985-86; and
WHEREAS, Citizen members of the Budget Commlttee ‘have

provided‘a valuable service in helping shape prev1ous budgets

' and in making recommendations to the Council of the Metropolitan

Serv1ce District; and

WHEREAS, The Counc1l de51res to 1ncrease the number of .

“c1tlzens from the Portland metropolitan area serv1ng on the Budget

Commlttee from five to seven; now, therefore,
| BE IT RESOLVED,
That the follow1ng seven individuals are hereby app01nted

to serve on the Budget Committee during the budget rev1ew process-

-~for'FY'1986-87- Trudy Bothum, Mlchael Burns, Becky Charles, Dan

' 0 Leary, Robert Phllllps, Norman Rose and Alice Schlenker..

RB/srs

. 4887C/445-2
01/21/86



. |  APPLICANTS for BUDGET' COMMITTEE %1%

Name & Address Metro District

1. Trudy Bothum 1
2115 S.W. Leewood Drive
Aloha

2. Michael Burns 4
13455 s.wW. Brittany Drive
Tigard ,

3. Becky Charles 4 2
625 S.W. Meadow Drive
Beaverton

4. Dave Heinzel 2
6225 S.W. 190th Avenue
Aloha

5. Henry Kane 2
12077 S.W. Camden.Lane
Beaverton

6. Dan O'Leary 3
. 3320 S.W. Underwood Drive '
Portland

7. Robert Phillips ‘ 11
4106 N.E. 15th
Portland

8. Norman Rose 1
2855 N.W. 153rd Avenue
Beaverton

9. Roger Ross : 4
6845 S.W. Ventura Drive v
Tigard

10. Alice Schlenker 4

257 Iron Mountain Blvd.
Lake Oswego

1-16-86

Nominated By

Responded to one of
Metro's news releases

Céuncilor'OlesQn
Executive Office;
Execﬁtivé Officer
‘Responded to one of

Metro's news: releases

Councilor Kirkpatrick



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPOINTING )
CITIZENS TO THE METROPOLITAN )
SERVICE DISTRICT'S BUDGET ) Introduced by the
COMMITTEE ) ) Presiding Officer

RESOLUTION NO. 86-622

WHEREAS, Citizens of the Portland region have served on the
Metropolitan Service District's Budget Committee during the budget
review process for fiscal years 1983-84, 1984-85 and 1985-86; and

WHEREAS, Citizen members of the Budget Committee have
provided a valuable service in helping shape previous bddgeta‘
and in making recommendations to the Council of the Metropolitan
Service District; and

WHEREAS, The Council desires to increase the number of
citizens from the Portland metropolitan area serving on the Budget
Committee from five to seven; now,’therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the following seven indiniduals are hereby appointed
to serve -on the Budget Committee during the budget review process
for FY 1986-87: Trudy Bothum, Michael Burns, Becky Charles, Dan

" O'Leary, Robert Phillips, Norman Rose and Alice Schlenker.

RB/srs
4887C/445-2
01/21/86



Resumes for

BUDGET COMMITTEE CANDIDATES



January 5, 1986

Ray Barker

Metropolitan Service District
527 S.W, Hall

Portland, OR 97201

Dear Ray:

Thank you so much for returning my call last Friday regarding
my interest in becoming involved in Metro's budget committee,

I am a concerned citizen with "great" aspirations to be
involved in City Council work sometime in the future, However
for now I'm interested in learning the various processes
needed to make public decisions, I feel I will bring
experience to the budget committee with my background of

10 years in the banking field and 5 years community service
work, My banking experience includes branch management and
financial counceling, I am currently the immediate past
president of Altrusa International, a professional women's
organization and past district govenor of Toastmaster's
International, For further details I've enclosed my resume’
for your review, I am currently a home-manager active in
my community and looking forward to new opportunities that
will allow me to use my managing and financial skills,

Thank you for your consideration in this matter, I look
forward to hearing from you soon,

Sincerely,

\ DAt s
Trudy B, Bothum
2115 S,W, Leewood Dr,

Aloha, OR 97006
503-649-7147



OBJECTIVE:

RELEVANT WORK

RESUME'
DoTHUM
TRUDY B. FORFSON .
2115 S.W. Leewood Drive, Aloha, OR 97006
(503) 649-7147

An opportunity to use management and leadership skills within the
scope of Personnel Administration in a financial institution, with
future goals of career advancement and personal growth.

EXPERIENCE:

Managerial positions and other professional activities within the
banking industry have provided me with an excellent exposure to

many aspects of Personnel Administration. These include full
responsibility for staff management; the ability to work within
corporate guidelines and objectives; a working knowledge of corporate
Pension & Profit Sharing plans; and four years teaching experience

as an instructor for Portland Community College teaching bank

related courses. Coordinated Affirmative Action Program with

Personnel and Senior Management.

EMPLCYMENT HISTORY:

6/82 to
1/84

1/79 to
6/82

2/80 to
2/84

6/75 to
9/78

EDUCATION:

Far West Federal Bank, Portland, OR

TITLE: Sr. Financial Counselor

Contact maturing certificate owners to retain balances. Process
involved coordinating, mailing & telemarketing efforts. Provided
financial counseling in all area's of the banks investment services.

Far West Federal Savings, Portland, OR

TITLE: Branch Manager

Managed branch staff which included training, time management,
motivation, hiring, staff evaluations, etc., to insure that corporate
objectives were met. Handled applications for home improvement and
home equity loans.

Portland Community College, Portland, OR

TITLE: Instructor

Taught bank related courses to Savings & Loan employees through IFE
program. Courses included Introduction to Savings Association Business,
Teller Operations and Savings Accounts.

American Savings & Loan, San Jose, CA
TITLES: Branch Manager, Internal Auditor, Operations Officer, Teller

Two years accumulated college credits towards a business degree
Completed 42 hour course for Oregon Life Insurance License

Currently completing program through Portland State University for
certification in Personnel Administration. To be completed in
June, 1985.



Resume'
‘Trudy B. Fortson

Additioha] Courses/Seminars:

Human Relations in Business .
Supervisory Management
" Savings & Loan Business
~Marketing
Time Management :
Savings Administration

OUTSIDE AFFILIATIONS:

Altrusa Club of Beaverton, OR - A professional service organization
Positions Held: Treasurer (2 years), and President for 84-85

Institute for Mdhageria]v& Professional Women

Toastmaster's International
Positions Held: District Govenor

REFERENCES AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST



13455 SW Brittany Drive
Tigard, Oregon 97223
January 7, 1986

Mr. Ray Barker

METRO

527 SW Hall .

Portland, Oregon 97201

Dear Mr. Barker:

As per our conversation of yesterday I have chosen to apply
for a position on METRO's 1986 Budget Committee and enclose a
copy of my resume for your and the Board's review.

As I mentioned to you I have previously served, though some time

ago, on the Beaverton School District's Budget Committee. Additional-
1y, I have had extensive experience in the field of finance. I believe
my skills would be of value to METRO.

I laok forward to hearing from you and trust in your favorable con-
sideration of my application. '

Sincerely,

Al O . B

Michael H. Burns

enclosure



Name:
Address:

Telephone:

EDUCATION:

WORK
EXPERIENCE:

Michael H, Burns
13455 SW Brittany Drive, Tigard, Oregon 97223
(503) 643-6086 Message and Evenings '

Bachelor of Science degree from Oregon College
of Education (now Western Oregon State
College) in Economics and Business _
Administration, with a History minor.

Participant in Oregon Bankers Association
seminar for the use of personal computers for
loan analysis.

Participant in Robert Morris Associates (Oregon
Chapter) seminar for the handling of problem

credits.,

Completion of Evaluating Business Ventures, a
business analysis program offered by U. S.

. Bank.

1985 to Present: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation. I am serving as a Commercial
Account Officer in the Major Asset Department
of the Division of Liquidation. In this
position I am responsible for coordinating

- the action taken on assets acquired from

defunct banks, and assist in the closing

of banks as required by state or Federal
authorities. This position requires detailed
financial analysis of credits and involved
communication with outside and FDIC legal
counsel, along with the actual debtors.
Additionally, I serve as an alternate member o
the Portland Credit Review Committee. =

1983 to 1985: Lewis and Clark State Bank. .

I served as Vice President/Credit Administrator
for the Bank. In this capacity I was
responsible for the entire loan portfolio of
the Bank, totaling approximately $24 million
This responsibility was discharged via the
review of loans in excess of the credit
limits of junior officers, analysis and
coordination of action for problem credits
(sometimes with outside counsel), coordination .
of loan participations, assisting in the ;
planning of Bank goals and programs, assisting
in loan development, and general credit
analysis, to name some areas.



Lewis and Clark Bank serves the SE Portland,
Lake Oswego, and Lake Grove markets and is
geared to the needs of the professional-
affluent. As part of its management

team, I assisted in returning Lewis and

Clark Bank to a profitable footing after
several disappointing years and helped

to reestablish a base for quality loan growth.

1981 to 1983: National Bank of Alaska. I
served as the Assistant Manager of the Kenai
Branch after having previously served in the
same capacity at the Kodiak Branch.

National Bank of Alaska is the largest
commercial bank in the State of Alaska; Kenai
is the state's o0il refinery center. The Kenai
Branch is an active commercial loan center for
the bank; loan balances, excluding credits
later booked in other profit centers, were in
the low eight-figure range.

My duties included the origination and
processing of all types of credits with an
emphasis on commercial loans. I was involved
with both long and short term real estate
credits, provided support to the branch real
estate and consumer loan officers, made
customer calls, assisted in the preparation of
the branch budget, administered employee
reviews, assisted other branches in the
preparation of Small Business Administration
packages, and supervised flooring inspections,
to cover some areas.,

My duties in Kodiak were similiar but with a
greater emphasis on fishing related credits.
While in Kodiak I conducted two American
Institute of Banking seminars; Introduction to
Banking and Beginning Investments.

1975 to 1981: United States National Bank of
Oregon., I began as a participant and later
graduate of the bank's Work/College Scholarship
Program. I last served as a Commercial Loan
Officer at the Oregon City Branch and as
Documentation Officer for the Oregon City Unit
Market Group. I also served at Center and
Lancaster Branch (Salem) as a Loan
Officer/Satellite Branch Supervisor.

INTERESTS: Sailing Numismatics
Gardening Model Railroading



COMMUNITY
INVOLVEMENT:

Past Member, Kodiak, Alaska Chamber of
Commerce. ' .

Past Member, Kenai, Alaska Chamber of Commerce.

Past Member, Kodiak Historical Society.

Former Member, Beaverton (Oregon) School
District. #48J Budget Committee.

Former Page to State Senator Victor Atiyeh.

Ex-advisor to Explorer Post #781, Portland,
Oregon (sponsored by lst National Bank
of Oregon). ' ,



Januvary 7, 1986

Metropolitan Service District
§27 S.W, Hall
Portland, Oregon 97201

Attn: Mr. Ray Barker

I wish to submit my name for consideration of an
appointment to the Metro Budget Committee.

I am presently serving on the Wolf Creek Highway
Water District Budget Committee. This last June (1985)
I was re-appointed to serve a three year term as well as
Budget Committee Secretary.

As a homemaker, my time is relatively free to Spend
as much time as needed to fulfill my obligations to any
committies I might serve on.

I have found citizen involvement in my community a
rewarding experience over the years through Jaycee projects,
Elks programs and the Water District Budget Committee.

If you need further information, please feel free to
‘contact me, Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,

Becky S. Charles

625 S.W, Meadow Drive

Beaverton, Oregon 97006
646-6707



"

RESUME

642-5112

Paul D. Heinzel (Dave) PHONE

6225 S. W. 190th Avenue — Aloha, Oregon 97007

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

Self-Employed From: May 1983
To: Present
Bingham-Willamette Company From: July 1981
2800 N. W. Front Avenue To: April 1983
Portland, Oregon 97210 Title: Mfg. Engineer/Mfg. Planning

JOB DESCRIPTION: Price material and labor. Verify bill of material and schedule
work order release. Determine planning for fabrication,
assenbly, Q.A., packaging and shipping. Coordinate pump
requirements with Sales and Engineering Departments.

Self-Employed From: July 1980
To: July 1981

Building-rework contracts: electrical, telephone and general modification.

Tube-Lok Company From: January 1980
1645 S. E. 17th Avenue To: July 1980
Portland, Oregon Title: Chief Estimator

JOB DESCRIPTION: Develop learning curve applications and bid forms and procedures.
Review labor standards, capital equipment and facilities

requirements.
Hughes Helicopters From: September 1978
Centinela & Teale Street To: July 1979
Culver City, CA Title: Member of Technical Staff III

JOB DESCRIPTION: Department Administrator. Set up configuration control and cost
control. Coordinator computer input and represent Department at
all levels of management for computer support. Set up and
control test equipment requirements.

Bingham-Willamette Company From: November 1973
2800 N. W. Front Avenue To: September 1978
Portland, Oregon 97210 Title: Mfg. Engineer/Mfg. Planning

JOB DESCRIPTION: (Same as #2 above for period July 1981—April 1983.)
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® GAF . ' From: February 1972
Progress, Oregon ' To: November 1973
: : Title: Sen. Scheduler

JOB DESCRIPTION: Machine load 50 injection mold machines, three shifts a day,
seven days a week. Schedule and coordinate material and mold
support based on sales forecasts. :

® Raytheon Company M.S.C. _ From: August 1968

4347 Raytheon Drive : To: September 1971 .
Oxnard, CA Title: Senior Cost Analyst (Mfg.)/

Cost Estimating '

JOB DESCRIPTION: Develop process sheet, historical information, etc. for
manufacturing direct labor, methods, tooling and inspection
support. The application of learning curve techniques and
subsequent pricing for production rates. Make/buy analysis
and estimate at complete type activity. Represent Manufactur-
ing at management reviews. Set u production line and tooling
for electronic assenbly. o '

® North American Rockwell Corporation From: March 1960
Downey, CA ' To: August 1968 : N
Space, Roketdyne & Autonetics Div. Title: Manufacturing Change Analyst
' Senior Scheduler Leadman

JOB DESCRIPTION: Included the following:

Project Coordination. Coordinate manufacturing of assigned command/service
modules. Handle parts and tooling problems, support schedules ;3 perform project
analysis; represent Manufacturing at all levels of management. g o

‘Manufacturing Cost Analysis. _Develop and coordinate manufacturing costs for quote

- on proposals. Develop, implement and maintain man hours control function for
manufacturing fabrication and support departments. Coordinate proposal effort.
-Provide analysis between budgeted and actual expenditures in campliance with
established plan for budget control. Develop monthly departmental labor loads.

'Project Administration. Perform change control on the imprbved M:inute(rnn:Program.
Develop master schedules and plans. Evaluate all engineering changes with
- Manufacturing and Material. Have personal contact with all levels of management.

Scheduling/Planning. The loading for MRP production control of CPC's, IC's, CR's
and systems. Responsible for the activities of production control, campletion
reports on '"net for us" actuals versus scheduling requirements. Supervision of
fifteen men and women in the Scheduler-Sr./Planning Clerk classifications.

Fabrication and Test Department. Design and produce visual assenbly aids.
Supervise functional test rework group replacing defective caomponents. '

. REFERENCES FURNISHED UPON REQUEST.




HENRY KANE

ATTORNEY AT LAW
12275 S.W. 2nND
P.O. BOX 518 AREA CODE 503
BEAVERTON, OREGON 97075 TELEPHONE 646-0566

December 29, 1985

Mr. Ray Barker

Council Assistant
Metropolitan Service District
527 S.W. Hall Street
Portland, OR 97201

Dear Mr. Barker:
Pursuant to the article published in the December 28, 1985 Hillsboro Argus

titled "Metro seeks budget helpers," the undersigned resident of Metro
volunteers to serve on the Metro budget cammittee.

My background includes the following: I was a candidate for the original
Metro board of directors, have a "minor" in business admistration from
the University of Oregon, and as indicated by the letterhead, am a member
of the Oregon State Bar.

I have extensive background in public and administrative law, including
service as executive secretary to Oregon legislative interim committees
on public welfare and small business, respectively, consultant on welfare
to the Legislative Fiscal Committee, and six years (1963-69) as an Oregon
Assistant Attorney General.

Since the mid-1970s I have served as City Attorney for the City of Banks
and in that capacity have detailed knowledge of ORS Chapter 294, county and
municipal financial administration, and related statutes governing budgets
and public expenditures.

My long-time interest in the success of Metro prompts this application,
and T think I can make a contribution.

P.S. Same years ago a number of my suggestions were incorporated into
the Metro statute, e.g., authorization for regional library services
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EDUCATION:
1955 Graduate
1959 Graduate
1963 Graduate
PROFESSION:
MEMBERSHIPS:

1963 to present

1963 to present

1979 to present

APPOINTMENTS:

1974-1975

1976-1977

1980-1984

RESUME

DANIEL E. O'LEARY

Gonzaga Preparatory High School
Spokane, Washington

Gonzaga University
Spokane, Washington

Northwestern College of Law at ; i

Lewis & Clark
Portland, Oregon

Lawyer

Oregon State Bar Association

(1) Member of the Oregon State Bar
Board of Governors (1977-1980)

(2) Vice president of the Oregon State
Bar Association (1979-1980) :

American Bar Association

American College of Trial Lawyers

Attorney General's Advisory Comm1551on
on Public Contracting

Law Improvement Committee, Oregon
State Legislature

Commission on Judicial Fitness

(1) Vice chairman (1984)



RESUME
(For: Metropolitan Service District 1984-85 Budget Committee)

Robert E. Phillips
4106 N.E. 15th
Portland, OR 97211

Home Phone: (503) 287-2951
Work Phone: (503) 378=6868-
Aug-3511 Ext.- 9/

EDUCATION:
Master of Social Work
Portland State University, 1975

Bachelor of Science
Oregon State University, 1973

Division of Continuing Education, 1976-78
Budgeting Systems, 1976
Management by Objectives, 1977

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATES:

Certified for Leadership Training in Community Development
Block Grant and Department of Engergy Programs: conducted by the
National Citizen Participation Council, Inc., April 21, 1979.

BUDGET EXPERIENCE:

Portland Police Budget Advisory Committee
1974-79, 1982-85 Vice-Chairperson

Portland Human Resources Budget
Advisory Committee
1979-80 Vice-Chairperson

Portland Youth Service Centers Budget
Advisory Committee
1980-81 Chairperson

Multnomah County Mental Health Budget and Program

Advisory Board
1983-84

CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT:

Chairperson, Greater N.E. Police Precinct Council
Second Vice-President, Portland Branch N.A.A.C.P.

EMPLOYMENT :

Deputy Director, Governor's Affirmative Action Office



Norman C. Rose
2855 NW 153rd Avenue
Beaverton, OR 97006

Home phone: 645-1858
Bus. phone: 229-3514

Having been a member of the school board of the Beaverton School District
for 13 years and, thus, automatically having been a member of the budget
committee for this same period of time, I am well acquainted with the budgeting
process and terminology associated with the budgets of local government
agencies. The last Beaverton School District budget was for $70 million plus, a
reasonably good size budget,

It is recognized that the budget committee is not a policy making committee,
but rather has the function of providing an informed, arms-length review of the
expenses and revenues. This review is to help ensure that the budget is
reasonable for carrying out the council's policies. I would bring to the budget
committe a supportive point of view, would not expect to be a rubber stamp but to
be rational in my positions, and would devote the time needed to understand the
budget and its implications. I have a good feel for numbers, pay attention to
details, can identify and define problems, and can recognize viable solutions -
characteristics which should be of value to a budget committee member.

In the year in which Mr. Gustafson was elected to his present position, I
ran for for a position on the council of the MSD. Obviously, I was not
successful. Of possible interest was that my position then was to support the
MSD not to dismantle it - a position I still hold.

At present I am a professor of chemistry and an assistant dean at Portland
State University. We have lived in the Beaverton area for 18 years. I have been
active as a volunteer in youth and church activities.



6845 SW Ventura Dr
Tigard, OR 97223

January 12, 1986

Mr Ray Barker

Metropolitan Service District
527 SW Hall St.

Portland OR, 97201

Dear Mr Barker,

To follow-up on our recent telephone conversation I am
herewith submitting an application for a position on the Budget
Committee of the Metropolitan Service District as recently
announced in the Oregonian., Attached is a resume of my
qualifications.

My interest in serving the Metropolitan Service District is to
learn more about this agency, how it serves the people of the
tri-county area of Oregon, and to continue its service to these
people.

To aid the Council in making committee appointments and to
avoid any conflict in scheduling of future meetings my prior
meeting commitments are as follows: all Thursdays from January 16
through February 20 and the third Thursday of each month
thereafter; January 22, January 27 through 30, March 27 and 28,
and April 18.

If there are any questions about this application please call
me at 221-3762 or write to me at the above address.

Sincerely,

Roger L Ross



RESUME
as of January 1986

Roger L. Ross Home Phone: (503) 245 6842
6845 SW Ventura Drive Business: (503) 221 3762
Portland, OR 97223 FTS 423 3762

Personal Data

Birthdate: January 28, 1936 Height: 510"

Birthplace: Knierim, Iowa Weight: 200

Wife: Carol Children: Leslie, 23
David, 21
Paul, 19

Community Service

Elected Commissioner, Metzger Water District, 1977 to date; Commission
chairman, 1981 to 1984; Also as Secretary and Treasurer

Appointed to Unified Sewerage Agency Advisory Committee, March 1985 to date
Elected Chairman of USAAC June 1985-date

Bible Study Fellowship Discussion Leader, 1976-80

Church (1965-80): served as congregation Vice President, chairman of the
Board of Elders, Deacons, and chairman of both the Finance
Committee and Stewardship Committee

Conduct both group leadership and retirement planning seminars for service
organizations, 1978 to present.

Military
No military experience
Education
FORMAL:
Institution Location Years Major
University Tacoma, WA 1954-56 Physics
of Puget Sound
U of Washington Seattle, WA 1956-59 Meteorology
U of Miami Coral Gables, FL 1964 Radar Meteorology
U of Washington Seattle, WA 1973-74 Adv. Hydrology, Ecology
Portland State U Portland, OR 1981-83 Public Administration
INFORMAL:
IBM Train Ctr Seattle, WA 1962 FORTRAN Programming
NPD Portland, OR 1963 Snow Hdrology
USAE BERH Washington, DC 1967 Hydro Engr w/ Reser Planning
HEC Cincinnati, OH 1971 Water Quality in Rivers and
Reservoirs
OPM Seattle, WA 1975 Basic Management
OPM Portland, OR 1979 Self Esteem & Productivity
OPM Portland, OR 1979 Management of Time
OPM Portland, OR 1980 Generating People Power
OPM Portland, OR 1980 Understanding and Managing
Human Behavior
OPM Portland, OR 1982 Superv. & Group Performance
DEGREES:

B.S. in Meteorology and Climatology, 1959, University of Washington
Masters of Public Administration (MPA), Dec 1983, Portland State Univ.



MEMBERSHIPS, AWARDS, AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS ' » .

American Meteorological Society (AMS), Professional Member, 1960-date

Oregon Chapter, AMS, 1977 to date; Offices held: Councilor 1979, Treasurer
1980, Vice President 1981, President 1982 and 1986

Amerlcan Geophysicl Union, Member, 1965-date

,Western Snow Conference, Member, 1972-date

Commendatlon, USAE CERC, Washlngton, DC, 1961
Suggestion Award, USAE Seattle, 1971

Special Act Award, USAE Portland, 1983 R
Superior Performance Award, USAE Portland, 1984

- Authored Technlcal Article, ASCE, Boston, MA, 1968, Hydrology Conference
- Authored Technical Article, AGU, Tucson, AZ, 1978, Hydrologlc Network
De51gn Conference

WORK EXPERIENCES

1961-1968 As a Meteorologist for the US Army, Corps of Engineers (USAE)
in the Seattle District: prepare and review the meteorological portions
of reports and design memos, make storm studies, make water temperature
studies of Corps reservoirs and develop and use a mathematlcal model of
water temperatures in a stratlfled reservoir. :

1968-1974 The following duties were added to those already descrlbed
above. Plan and design an automatic hydromet data telemetry system for
the Seattle District projects and coordinate their development with
other agencies. Write reservoir regulation manuals for large
multipurpose federal and nonfederal dams and reservoirs. . Determine a
method of defining frequency curves for tidal data. 1Issue operating
instructions to project personnel for the regulatlon of multipurpose
dams in both snowmelt and rain flood regions, and coordinate project
operation with both federal and nonfederal agencies as well as
downstream users. :

1974-1975 The follow1ng duties were added to those described above.
Review water quality programs and make recommendations to Section Chief
on their implementation. Review technical. aspects of complex computer
ecologlcal models and make recommendations for their improvement, manage
water quality studies in saltwater 1ntru51on, dlssolved gas saturation,

- and river and reserv01r ecology.

1975-1981 As a GS- 12 meteorologlst for the Corps of Englneers in' the North
Pacific Division Office in Portland: manage the Division’s hydromet data
automation program, including planning, budgetlng, funding, interagency
coordination, specification writing and review; represent the Division
office on interagency committees and task forces to coordinate various
proyects and to obtaln their cooperatlon.

1981-date. As a GS -13 Meteorologlst for the North Pac1f1c Division office.

Work a581gnnments include supervising the work of 1-3 junior engineers
and technicans in performing hydrometeorological studies, developing

runoff forecast procedures, and evauluating hydrologic computer models.
Consult with other agencies, districts, and OCE on special technical and
administreative studies and problems. Oversee the development of the
branch budget and its four sections, plan the expenditure rates,
evaluate the monthly cost trends, and advise both Branch and Division
management of excessive expenditures. 1In the absence of the Section
Chief serve as Acting Section Chief (GS-14).



January 13, 1986

CORKY KIRKPATRICK
0 COUNSELOR

7 SW Ha
oRTLAND, TR 97201
DeAr Corky:

ENCLOSED IS THE RESUME YOU REQUESTEDI. IT WAS DEVELOPED FOR A
SPECIAL PURPOSE SO HOPE IT CONTAINS ADEQUATE INFORMATION FOR

YOU.

CURRENTLY, [ am A MEMBER OF THE PorRTLAND CiTy CLUB, AVMERICAN
RKETING AssoCIATION, PORTLAND CHAPTER, LAKE OsweGo CHAMBER

BR CoMMERCE, BOONES FERRY ERICAL CLUB AND PORTLAND
OFESSIONAL CHAPTER OF OMEN IN COMMUNICATIONS, [HIS

ASSOCIATION INFORMATION PROVIDED, AND I SERVE

ON THE CLackamas County Dome OUNDATION, AND CHAIR THE

PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE,

3

I APPRECIATE YoU THHKING OF ME WITH REGARD T T METRO
BUDGET COMMITTEE, I'LL AWAIT THE BOARDS DECISION, AND
DO APPRECIATE CONSIDERATION,

KIND REGARDS,

%@QL_

ALICE SCHLENKER



ALICE L. SCHLENKER
257 Iron Mt. Blvd.
- Lake Oswego, OR 97034

OVERVIEW:

503/636-1413
OBJECTIVE: Public Relations position on the corporate level
A : utilizing my experience in public broadcasting, _
the political arena, special projects coordinating,
and marketing. ' :
BACKGROUND Experienced professional public relations manager
SUMMARY: with a strong background in community relations,
writing and speaking, promotional activities,
media relations, and general public relations:
‘for non-profit organizations and institutions.
SPECIAL: Coordinated all departments and éctivifies relating
to Good Samaritan Hospital & Medical Center School
of Nursing Education Closure (program, activities,
publications, slide program, video program, food,
. promotion). June 1985. - : '
- EXPERIENCE :
I have managed community relations programs and

projects since 1970 involving detailed planning
and implementation and each public relations -

‘effort resulted in a more positive, informed

public perception.

MEDIA .& MEDIA RELATIONS

Public television producer for six years producing
magazine format and investigative programming.

‘On-air talent, script writing, research, directing.

Leadership conference management for community wide
programs on disabled persons and substance abuse

in Lake Oswego for the Lake Oswego Review. , ;
Launched statewide needs assessment study for Washington
Educational Network utilizing several media techniques
to gain public input and to promote as part of a
statewide marketing plan the goals and objectives

of public television broadcasting.

Coordinated Good Samaritan School of Nursing Education
Closure activities with Corporate Communication
Department. - )

- PROMOTIONAL ACTIVITIES

Past President, Portland Chapter Women in Communications,
Inc., and several other organizations--served as
president and developed promotional programs for
marketing efforts which have included,



Alice Schlenker
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PROMOTIONAL ACTIVITIES CONTINUED--

recent '""Briefing Breakfast' for Clackamas
County Dome Foundation as part of an overall
promotional package i.e. developing press
releases and researching information, placing
articles in various publications, developing
schedule for speaking engagements, television
and radio interviews, and news coverage.

WRITING/EDITING

Oversaw the publication of a monthly newsletter for
a non-profit organization. This included redesigning
the publication to meet a higher professional criteria.

Have written television documentaries, weekly programs,
and Good Samaritan School of Nursing Closure video-
tape script.

Served as press aide for Congressional candidate writing
speeches, brochure and position papers.

I currently write public service announcements, ads,

prepare press kits, articles, fact sheets, brochures

as needed for client. 1In addition, I can develop

and write public relation plans to meet organizations
marketing objectives.

HEALTH CARE EXPERIENCE

Experienced first hand Good Samaritan's committment

to treatment and care of the patient, and developed
excellent working relationship with numerous departments
to fulfill expectation of the administration.

Interviewed numerous people about health care issues
as part of my regularly scheduled segment on television
programs for several years.

EDUCATION:

(GOVERNMENT:

B.A. Degree, Mass Communications, Marylhurst
College, 1975

- Have taken numerous professional development

classes in writing, strategic planning, and marketing.

ELecTED Lake Osweco CiTy CounciLor - 1982-1984




Aliée Schlenker
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EMPLOYMENT PUBLIC AFFAIRS DIRECTOR, KSPS-TV, Spokane, Washington,

HISTORY: 1970-1976 | o | o

~ PROJECT DIRECTOR, Washington Educational Network, |

1978-1979 | .
PRESS AIDE, Lynn Engdahl for Congress, 1979-1980
LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE DIRECTOR, Lake Oswego Review,
1981-1982 —
ADMINISTRATOR, American Marketing Association, 1982-
1984 - T
COORDINATOR, SPECIAL EVENTS, Good Samaritan Hospital
and Medical Center, February - July, 1985. j
‘(School of Nursing Education Closure) '
CAMPATGN MANAGER, Cuackamas COUNTY. Barot. Measuge #1, REDISTRIBUTION
HoTEL-MOTEL 1A%, PAsseD By Voters, Novemeer 5, 1985
MEL WEXLER

REFERENCES :

Corporate Director of Marketing ‘
Good Samaritan Hospital & Medical Center
1015 N.W. 22 nd Ave. -

Portland, OR 97210

503/229-8453

MARILYN SMITH |
Corporate Communications Director
(same address) -

503/229-7711

'PATRICIA HUFF ‘ ‘
. Good Samaritan & Linfield College School of Nursing

Education .
‘(same address)
503/229-7187

'MARK P. O'DONNELL

Attorney

1727 N.W. Hoyt Street
Portland, OR 97209
503/222-4402

PETER HARVEY

City Manager

P.0. Box 369 -
Lake Oswego, OR 97034
503/636-3601



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 9.4

Meeting Date Jan. 23, 1986

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 86-626 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING THE NEGOTIATED ACQUISITION
OR THE COMMENCEMENT OF CONDEMNATION TO ACQUIRE
CERTAIN PROPERTY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE PURPOSE OF
CONSTRUCTING THE WASHINGTON TRANSFER & RECYCLING
CENTER

Date: - Januéry 15, 1986 Presented by: Eleanore S. Baxendale

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The attached Resolution is a sample resolution to acquire
property for WTRC through condemnation. The resolution will be
finalized to reflect the Council's decision of January 16, 1986, and
will include a summary of the Council's reasons for selecting the
designated site. ' :

The process described in the Resolution is the process
prescribed by statute. The Council must declare the necessity of
acquiring this site for this purpose. After adoption of the
resolution, Metro must make a written offer to acquire the
property. If that offer is rejected, the condemnation suit is filed
asking the Court to transfer the property to Metro upon payment of
just compensation to the owner (fair market value plus damages, if
any). If the owner contests the compensation, the jury will decide
this issue.

Once the condemnation suit is filed with the Court, Metro can
file a Motion for Immediate Possession, pay Metro's estimate of the

fair market value through the Court to the owner, and obtain the
right to commence the development process.

ESB/gl
4151C/445-2
01/15/86



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 86-626
THE NEGOTIATED ACQUISITION OR
THE COMMENCEMENT OF CONDEMNATION
TO ACQUIRE CERTAIN PROPERTY 1IN

)

) « :

) ‘Introduced by the

)
ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROVED )

)‘

)

)

)

Executive Officer .

"SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR

THE PURPOSE ‘OF CONSTRUCTING THE

'WASHINGTON TRANSFER & RECYCLING

CENTER

WEEREAS, By yirtue of the laws of the state of.Oregon, the
Metropolitan Service District (Metro) is authorized'and empOWered to
acquire by pnrchase or by the exercise of eminent donain‘real
property or any 1nterest therein for the purpose of prov1d1ng a
metropolltan aspect of a publlc service; and

WHEREAS ORS chapter 268 gives Metro the responsibility for

‘SOlld waste d1sposa1 in the Portland metropolltan area, and

WHEREAS, Metro has adopted by Resolutlon No. 84 506 a Solld
Waste Management Plan for solid waste transfer centers, 1nc1ud1ng

one such center to be located in Washlngton County as part of the

'solld waste dlsposal 'system, and this is a metropolltan aspect of a

publlc service; and

WHEREAS, For the reasons descrlbed in Exhlblt A (attached '

hereto and 1ncorporated herein) Metro finds 1t.necessary to.acqu1re

'iln fee the property known as ~ | N

and more ‘particularly described in Exhibit B (attached hereto and

'rncorporated herem)f for the purpose of constructlng the Washlngton

Transfer & Recycllng Center (WTRC) ; and
WHEREAS, Metro has been negotlatlng w1th the property owner

for acqulsltlon of such fee at a price based on estlmates of the

_fa1r market value for the fee; and



WHEREAS, Metro flnds that 1f a satlsfactory agreement
-cannot be reached as to a ]ust compensatlon for the property,
condemnatlon-sult should be 1nst1tuted to'acqulrerthe property for
the purposes of constructing WIRC; and | |
WHEREAS, Immed1ate possession of the: property is necessary f
"to obtaln development permits and commence constructlon on schedule
and in conjunctlon with commltments made to 3ur1sdlctlons regulatlngr
other Metro transfer statlons, now, therefore,
~ BE IT RESOLVED, |

'.l.' That the Metropolltan Servxce D1str1ct does hereby flnd
and;declare that it is necessary and requ1red for the purpose of
provxdlng a metropolltan aspect of publ1c service by constructlng N
:WTRC to acqulre the property descrlbed in Exh1b1t B, wh1ch property
w1ll be utlllzed for such publ1c purpose w1th1n ten (10) years from
the date of acquls1tlon. |

'27. That the Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct hereby dlrects

AWetro Counsel to make a- wr1tten offer on behalf of Metro to the

: _owner -or party hav1ng an ownershlp 1nterest to purchase all rlght,. :

t1t1e and 1nterest in the’ property and to pay the falr market
'value. The offer to purchase shall comply with all legal
formalltles as determlned by the Metro Counsel and shall remaln open
ofor at least twenty (20) days. | .

N 3. That should any owner or party hav1ng an ownershlp
‘1nterest fail to accept the amount offered by the Metro Counsel,
.Metro and 1ts attorneys are hereby authorlzed to attempt to agree'
>w1th the owners and other . persons in 1nterest in the real property
‘as to the compensatlon to be pald for the approprlatlon of the

property.. In the event that no satlsfactory agreement can be .

»reached promptly, then the attorneys for Metro are d1rected and



authorlzed to commence and prosecute to final- determlnatlon such
proceedlngs as may ‘be necessary to acqulre the real property and

interest.thereln. Metro Counsel may file an act;on in eminent

. domain at any time'after the'expiration of the‘twenty—day.(zo)

letter offer.
4. That upon the filing'or trial of any suit or action

instituted to acquire the real property or any interests therein,

‘the attorneys acting for and on behalf of Metro are authorized to .

mahe such.stipulation,‘agreement or admission as in their judgment'
mayhbe for the best;interest of Metro. | | ” |

5. That Metro authorizes Counsel, in accordance w1th all
appl1cable laws and regulatlons, to- take approprlate steps to '
acqulre 1mmed1ate posse351on of such property.

6. That there is hereby authorlzed the creatlon of a fundE‘(

'in the amount estlmated to be theyjust compensatlon for such
property which shall, upon obtaining possession of the property, be

: deposited with the Clerk of the Court wherein the action was

commenced for the use of the defendants of the actlon.

7. That upon the final determlnatlon of any such
proceedings, the depos1t of funds and'payment of judgment conveying-
t1tle to the property to Metro is hereby authorlzed.. :- |

8. That this Resolutlon is effective 1mmed1ate1y upon its

‘adoption.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan ServiCe District

this day of . -, 1986.

Richard Waker, Presiding Officer

ESB/gl/4151C/445 2
01/15/86



