A Agenda

2000 S W. Fi-
Portland,

503 221-164

MEETING: METRO COUNCIL REVISED AGENDA
DATE: March 14, 19%? Agenda Item No. 5.3
DAY: Thursday ' has been added to the agenda
TIME: 5:30 p.m.
PLACE: Metro Council Chamber
Approx. Presented .
Time By
5:30 1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
(5 min.) 2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA

ITEMS
(15 min.) 3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS Cusma

Executive Officer Presentation of the Proposed
FY 1991-92 Budget

5i¢50 4. CONSENT AGENDA (Action Requested: Motion to
(5 min.) Adopt the Consent Agenda)

4.1 Minutes of January 24, 1991

5255 5. ORDINANCES, FIRST READINGS
(5 min.)
5.1 Ordinance No. 91-390, For the Purpose of
Adopting the Annual Budget for Fiscal Year 1991~
92, Making Appropriations and Levying Ad Valorem
Taxes (Referred to the Finance Committee)

5.2 Ordinance No. 91-389, For the Purpose of
Exempting the Oregon Convention Center Grand
Opening from the Provisions of Metro Code
Chapter 7.01 Excise Tax (Referred to the
Finance Committee)

5.3 Ordinance No. 91-392, Amending Ordinance No. 90-
340A Revising the FY 90-91 Budget and
Appropriations Schedule for the Purpose of
Funding the Charter Commission (Referred to
Finance and Governmental Affairs Committees)

6. ORDINANCES, SECOND READINGS

6:00 6.1 Ordinance No. 91-388, For the Purpose of McFarland
(15 min.) Amending Metro Code Chapter 5.05, Regulating the

Flow of Solid Waste Originating Within the

Boundaries of the Metropolitan Service District

Public Hearing (Action Requested: Motion to

Adopt the Ordinance)

Continued

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate. Items may not be
considered in the exact order listed.
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Approx.
Time:

6:15
(15 min.)

6:30

(15 min.)

6:45
(10 min.)

6i2155
(10 min.)

1991

6.2

Presented
By:

Ordinance No. 91-370A, An Ordinance Amending - Hansen
Ordinance No. 91-340A Revising the FY 1990-91

Budget and Appropriations Schedule for the

Purpose of Adopting a Supplemental Budget and

Creating the Smith and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund

Public Hearing (Action Requested: Motion to

Adopt the Ordinance)

Ordinance No. 91-387, An Ordinance Amending Van Bergen
Ordinance No. 90-340A Revising the FY 1990-91

Budget & Appropriations Schedule for the Purpose

of Funding Initial Financing and Purchase Costs

of the Hanna Property Public Hearing (Action

Requested: Motion to Adopt the Ordinance)

RESOLUTIONS
REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

BEFORE THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE
DISTRICT

Resolution No. 91-1404, For the Purpose of .
Authorizing a Sole Source Contract Under Metro
Code 2.04.060 (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE

BEFORE THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE
DISTRICT

Resolution No. 91-1411, For the Purpose of Gardner
Authorizing an Exemption to the Competitive

Procurement Procedures of Metro Code 2.04.053

and Authorizing a Change Order to the Design

Services Agreement with Parametrix, Inc. (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

Continued

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate. Items may not be
considered in the exact order listed.
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Approx. : : . Presented
Time: ' By:

REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE
7:05 7.3 Resolution No. 91-1403, For the Purpose of Gardner
(10 min.) Demonstrating Support for Amendment of the

Oregon Revised Statutes, Chapter 197, Pertaining

to Acknowledgement and Periodic Review of

Regional Goals and Objectives (Action

Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
7:15 7.4 Resolution No. 91-1388A, For the Purpose of Bauer
(15 min.) Endorsing Principles Associated with DEQ’s

Comprehensive Emissions Fee Proposal (Action

Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE
7:30 7.5 Resolution No. 91-1412A, For the Purpose of McLain/
(10 min.) Establishing the Metro Central Station Community Hansen

Enhancement Advisory Committee (Action

Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
7:40 7.6 Resolution No. 91-1288, For the Purpose of Wyers
(10 min.) Granting a Franchise to K.B. Recycling, Inc. For

the Purpose of Operating a Solid Waste Facility

(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the

Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE REGIONAL FACILITIES COMMITTEE
7:50 7.7 Resolution No. 91-1409A, For the Purpose of Bauer
(10 min.) Expressing Support for a Zoo Station in the

Preferred Alternative for Westside LRT (Action

Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
8:00 7.8 Resolution No. 91-1416, For the Purpose of Devlin
(15 min.) Establishing a Process for Reapportioning Metro

Council Subdistricts (Action Requested: Motion
to Adopt the Resolution)

Continued

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate. Items may not be
considered in the exact order listed.
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Approx. Presented
Time: : By:
REFERRED FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
8:15 7.9 Resolution No. 91-1413, For the Purpose of Devlin
(10 min) Adopting an Amended Application to the Public
Employees Retirement System (Action Requested:
Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
8:25 8. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS
(10 min.)
8:35 ADJOURN

Continued

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate. Items may not be
considered in the exact order listed.
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METES Agenda

2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5395
503:221-1646

MEETING:
DATE:
DAY:
TIME:
PLACE:

Approx.
Time

5:30

52135
(5 min.)

5:40
(5 min.)

5:45

(15 min.)

6:00

(15 min.)

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate.

METRO COUNCIL

March 14, 1991
Thursday

5:30 p.m.

Metro Council Chamber

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA
ITEMS

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

4. CONSENT AGENDA (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Consent Agenda)

4.1 Minutes of January 24, 1991
5. ORDINANCES, FIRST READINGS

5.1 Ordinance No. 91-390, For the Purpose of
Adopting the Annual Budget for Fiscal Year 1991-
92, Making Appropriations and Levying Ad Valorem
Taxes (Referred to the Finance Committee)

5.2 Ordinance No. 91-389, For the Purpose of
Exempting the Oregon Convention Center Grand
Opening from the Provisions of Metro Code
Chapter 7.01 Excise Tax (Referred to the
Finance Committee)

6. ORDINANCES, SECOND READINGS

6.1 Ordinance No. 91-388, For the Purpose of
Amending Metro Code Chapter 5.05, Regulating the
Flow of Solid Waste Originating Within the
Boundaries of the Metropolitan Service District
Public Hearing (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Ordinance)

6.2 Ordinance No. 91-370A, An Ordinance Amending
Ordinance No. 91-340A Revising the FY 1990-91
Budget and Appropriations Schedule for the
Purpose of Adopting a Supplemental Budget and
Creating the Smith and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund
Public Hearing (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Ordinance)

Continued

considered in the exact order listed.

Presented- _
By

McFarland

Items may not be
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Approx.

Time:

6215
(15 min.)

7:00
(10 min.)

7:10
(10 min.)

7:20
(10 min.)

1230
(15 min.)

1991

6.3

Presented
By:

Ordinance No. 91-387, An Ordinance Amending
Ordinance No. 90-340A Revising the FY 1990-91
Budget & Appropriations Schedule for the Purpose
of Funding Initial Financing and Purchase Costs
of the Hanna Property Public Hearing (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Ordinance)

RESOLUTIONS
REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

BEFORE THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE
DISTRICT

Resolution No. 91-1404, For the Purpose of
Authorizing a Sole Source Contract Under Metro
Code 2.04.060 (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE

BEFORE THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE
DISTRICT

Resolution No. 91-1411, For the Purpose of Gardner
Authorizing an Exemption to the Competitive

Procurement Procedures of Metro Code 2.04.053

and Authorizing a Change Order to the Design

Services Agreement with Parametrix, Inc. (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE

Resolution No. 91-1403, For the Purpose of
Demonstrating Support for Amendment of the
Oregon Revised Statutes, Chapter 197, Pertaining
to Acknowledgement and Periodic Review of
Regional Goals and Objectives (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

Resolution No. 91-1388A, For the Purpose of
Endorsing Principles Associated with DEQ’s
Comprehensive Emissions Fee Proposal (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

Continued

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate. Items may not be
considered in the exact order listed.
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Approx. ' : Presented
Time: By:
7. RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
REFERRED FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE
7:45 7.5 Resolution No. 91-1412A, For the Purpose of McLain/
(10 min.) Establishing the Metro Central Station Community Hansen
: Enhancement Advisory Committee (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
7255 7.6 Resolution No. 91-1288, For the Purpose of Wyers
(10 min.) Granting a Franchise to K.B. Recycling, Inc. For
the Purpose of Operating a Solid Waste Facility
(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the
Resolution)
REFERRED FROM THE REGIONAL FACILITIES COMMITTEE
8:05 7.7 Resolution No. 91-1409A, For the Purpose of
(10 min.) Expressing Support for a Zoo Station in the
Preferred Alternative for Westside LRT (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
REFERRED FROM THE GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
" 8:15 7.8 Resolution No. '91-1416, For the Purpose of
(15 min.) Establishing a Process for Reapportioning Metro
Council Subdistricts (Action Requested: Motion
to Adopt the Resolution)
REFERRED FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
8:30 - 7.9 Resolution No. 91-1413, For the Purpose of
(10 min) Adopting an Amended Application to the Public
Employees Retirement System (Action Requested:
Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
8:40 8. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

8:50 ADJOURN
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2000 S.W. First Avenuv
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Memorandum

DATE: March 18, 1991
TO: Metro Council
Executive Officer
Interested Persons
FROM: Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council
RE: METRO COUNCIIL ACTIONS OF MARCH 14,

{+

1991 (REGULAR MEETING)

e — — — — —————————————————————— ——— ——— — — T — —— T — —— e o e = = =

COUNCILORS PRESENT:

Presiding Officer Tanya Collier, Deputy Presiding

Officer Jim Gardner, Larry Bauer, Roger Buchanan, Richard Devlin, Sandi
Hansen, David Knowles, Ruth McFarland, George Van Bergen and Judy Wyers.

COUNCILORS ABSENT:

AGENDA ITEM

q

2.

w
°

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-
AGENDA ITEMS

EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

CONSENT AGENDA
4.1 Minutes of January 24,

1991

ORDINANCES, FIRST READINGS

Ordinance No. 91-390, For the Purpose of
Adopting the Annual Budget for Fiscal Year
1991-92, Making Appropriations and Levying
Ad Valorem Taxes

Ordinance No. 91-389, For the Purpose of
Exempting the Oregon Convention Center
Grand Opening from the Provisions of Metro
Code Chapter 7.01 Excise Tax

ordinance No. 91-392, Amending Ordinance
No. 90-340A Revising the FY 90-91 Budget
and Appropriations Schedule for the Purpose
of Funding the Charter Commission

(Continued)

Recycled Paper

Tom DeJardin and Susan McLain

ACTION TAKEN

None.

Executive Officer Cusma
presented the Proposed
Budget for FY 1991-92.
Executive Officer Cusma
noted Metro’s receipt of a
planning award.

Approved (Buchanan/Devlin;
8-0 vote).

Referred to the Finance
Committee

Referred to the Finance
Committee

Referred to the Finance
and Governmental Affairs
Committees
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AGENDA ITEM

7.2

ORDINANCES, SECOND READINGS

Ordinance No. 91-388, For the Purpose of
Amending Metro Code Chapter 5.05,
Requlating the Flow of Solid Waste
Originating Within the Boundaries of the
Metropolitan Service District Public

Hearing

Ordinance No. 91-370A, An Ordinance
Amending Ordinance No. 91-340A Revising the
FY 1990-91 Budget and Appropriations
Schedule for the Purpose of Adopting a
Supplemental Budget and Creating the Smith
and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund Public Hearing

Ordinance No. 91-387A, An Ordinance
Amending Ordinance No. 90-340A Revising the
FY 1990-91 Budget & Appropriations Schedule
for the Purpose of Funding Initial
Financing and Purchase Costs of the Hanna

Property Public Hearing
RESOLUTIONS

Resolution No. 91-1404, For the Purpose of
Authorizing a Sole Source Contract Under
Metro Code 2.04.060

Resolution No. 91-1411, For the Purpose of
Authorizing an Exemption to the Competitive
Procurement Procedures of Metro Code
2.04.053 and Authorizing a Change Order to
the Design Services Agreement with
Parametrix, Inc.

Resolution No. 91-1403, For the Purpose of
Demonstrating Support for Amendment of the
Oregon Revised Statutes, Chapter 197,
Pertaining to Acknowledgement and Periodic
Review of Regional Goals and Objectives

(Continued)

ACTION TAKEN

No public testimony given.
Adopted (McFarland/Devlin;
9-0 vote).

No public testimony given.
Adopted (Hansen/Devlin;
10-0 vote).

No public testimony given.
Adopted (Devlin/Hansen;
10-0 vote).

Adopted by the Contract
Review Board (Van
Bergen/Devlin; 9-0 vote).

Adopted by the Contract
Review Board
(Gardner/Wyers; 10-0
vote) .

Adopted (Gardner/Devlin;
10-0 vote).
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AGENDA ITEM

7.4

8.

1)

Resolution No. 91-1388A, For the Purpose
of Endorsing Principles Associated with
DEQ’s Comprehensive Emissions Fee Proposal

Resolution No. 91-1412A, For the Purpose
of Establishing the Metro Central Station
Community Enhancement Advisory Committee

Resolution No. 91-1288, For the Purpose of
Granting a Franchise to K.B. Recycling,
Inc. For the Purpose of Operating a Solid
Waste Facility

Resolution No. 91-1409A, For the Purpose
of Expressing Support for a Zoo/OMSI/World
Forestry Center Station in the Preferred
Alternative for Westside LRT

Resolution No. 91-1416A, For the Purpose
of Establishing a Process for
Reapportioning Metro Council Subdistrict

Resolution No. 91-1413A, For the Purpose
of Adopting an Amended Application to the
Public Employees Retirement System

ACTION TAKEN

Amended (Knowles/Gardner;
9-1 vote. Councilor Van
Bergen voted nay and
Councilors DeJardin and
McLain were absent).
Adopted as amended
(Bauer/Wyers; 9-1 vote.
Councilor Van Bergen voted
nay and Councilors
DeJardin and McLain were
absent).

Adopted (Hansen/Wyers; 9-0
vote) .

Adopted (Wyers/Hansen; 9-0
vote) .

Adopted (Bauer/Wyers' 10-0 -
vote).

Amended (Devlin/Gardner;
10-0 vote). Adopted as
amended (Devlin/Hansen;
10-0 vote)

Adopted (Devlin/Hansen;
10-0 vote).

COUNCITOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

Councilor Knowles discussed possible Code amendments on 1% for Art

criteria for solid waste facilities; 2) Councilor Devlin noted the

Governmental Affairs Committee (State Legislature) moved Senate Bill 241
from "monitor" to "support" and noted the 25 day time limit for
appointments to the Charter Commission; 3) Presiding Officer Collier
discussed the Metro Council retreat scheduled for March 23; and Councilor
Wyers discussed linking solid waste rate setting with the budget process.



Agenda Item No. 4.1
Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

JANUARY 24, 1991 MINUTES



MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE. DISTRICT

January 24, 1991
Council Chamber

Councilors Present: Jim Gardner (Deputy Presiding Officer), Larry Bauer, .
Roger Buchanan, Richard Devlin, Tom DeJardin, Sandi
Hansen, David Knowles, Ruth McFarland, Susan Mclain,
George Van Bergen and Judy Wyers

Councilors Absent: Tanya Collier (Presiding Officer)

Deputy Presiding Officer called the regular meeting to order at 5:38
p.m. He announced an agenda changed and noted a new agenda item added
which was Agenda Item No. 6.2, Resolution No. 91-1374, For the Purpose
of Confirming the Reappointment of Richard Ares, Clackamas County, and
Sam Brooks, City of Portland, to the Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation
~ Commission. He noted the resolution was referred'to the Council on
January 22, 1991, by the Council Regional Facilities Committee.

l. INTRODUCTIONS

- Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner introduced Paulette Allen, new Clerk of
the Council, and Marilyn Geary-Symons, new Council Committee Clerk.

‘2. CITIZENS COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCII ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

' Frank Gearhart, Gresham, Oregon, asked the current status of Senate Bill
298 in relation to the future Charter Committee. Councilor Devlin said
the Government Operations and Elections Committee considered and passed
the bill through and would soon be considered on the Senate floor. He
said the Speaker of the House would refer it eventually to the
Governmental Affairs Committee. Mr. Gearhart asked if the bill was
amended. Councilor Devlin said the bill was amended on January 23 and
the amendments included to 1) restore the number of appointments made by
Councilors from three to six; 2) to have the appointments paired by
District; 3) to prohibit employees and elected officials from cities,
counties and special districts from serving on the Charter Commission;
and 4) an inclusion on the amount of funds to be provided to the Charter
- Commission, a $100,000 minimum, subject to the District’s budget.

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS
None.

4. - CONSENT AGENDA

4.1 Resolution No. 91-1389, For the Purpose of Declaring Certain
Property Surplus.and Authorizing the Execution of A Sublease

4.2 Resolution No. 91-1392, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Release
of the Metropolitan Service District’s Request for Proposal (RFP)
. for Audit and Tax Services for Fiscal Years 1991, 1992, 1993
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4.3 Resolution No. 91- 1380 Approv1ng Use of Portland Region Federal-
Aid Urban System Funds in Partial Support of the Oregon Roads
Finance Study Update

Motion: Councilor Van Bergen moved, seconded by Councilor
DeJardin, to adopt the Consent Agenda.

Vote: All Councilors present voted aye. Councilor Collier was
absent. The vote was unanimous and the Consent Agenda
.was adopted.

5. .ORDINANCES, SECOND READINGS
5.1 Ordinance No. 91-381, Amending the FY 1990-91 Budget and

’ Aggrogrlatlons Schedule to Fund an Intergovernmental Agreement with

the Sgec1al Districts Assoc1atlon of Oregon for Legislative
Services to the District

The Clerk read the ordinance for a second time by titie only.

Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner announced the first reading of the
ordinance was on January 10, 1991. The Council referred the ordinance
" to the Finance Committee and a hearing was conducted before the
Committee on January 17. '

Motion: Councilor Wyers moved, seconded by Councilor Buchanan,
for adoption of Ordinance No. 90-381.

Councilor Wyers explalned the resolution provided for the transfer of
available funds in the amount of $36,000 from the Personal Services
Category, Government Relations Manager line item, to the Executive
Management Department Materials & Services Fund, to prov1de funds for
the intergovernmental agreement with the Speclal Districts Association
of Oregon (SDAO) to acquire legislative services for the 1991 : :
Legislative Session. She said Resolution No. 90-1377 approved that
intergovernmental agreement.

Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner opened the public hearing.
' No citizens appeared to testify and the public hearing was closed.

Councilor Bauer spoke as the Council representative to SDAO and
supported adoption of the ordinance as a gesture of cooperation.
Councilor Devlin concurred with Councilor Bauer and said SDAO’s services
provided to Metro in the past had been excellent.

Vote:  All Councilors present voted aye. Councilor Collier was’
absent. The vote was unanimous and Ordlnance No. 91-381
was adopted.
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5.2 Ordinance No. 91-382, Amending the FY 1990-91 Budget and

Appropriations Schedule to Increase the Convention Center Capital
Fund Personal Services Appropriations

" The Clerk read the ordinance for a second time by title only.

Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner announced Ordinance No. 91-382 was
first read before the Council on January 10, 1991, and referred to the
Finance Committee. The Finance Committee held a public hearing on
January 17 and recommended the ordinance to the full Council for
adoption. ’ :

Motion: Councilor Buchanan moved, seconded by Councilor DeJardin,
for adoption of Ordinance No. 91-382.

Councilor Buchanan explained Neil McFarland, Project Manager, gave
staff’s report to the Finance Committee. He said Mr. McFarland
indicated the original budget request approved by Council provided
approximately six months of Convention Center Project Office staff time
to complete the Oregon Convention Center construction project. He said
because of subsequent decisions to slightly expand the project such as
completion of the Sky View Terraces, additional staff time was needed to
complete the work. He said staff was budgeted in both the Convention
Center Project Management Fund and the Convention Center Project Capital
Fund. He said the Management Fund had a sufficient budget and '
appropriation level to complete necessary work, but the Capital Fund did
not.

Deputy Pfesiding Officer Gardner opened the public hearing.

No citizens appeared to testify on the ordinance and the public hearing
was closed.

Vote: All Councilors présent voted aye. Councilor Collier was
‘absent. The vote was unanimous and Ordinance No. 91-382
was adopted.

5.3 Ordinance No. 91-376B, Revising Admission Fees and Policies at the
Metro Washington Park Zoo

The Clerk read the ordinance for a second time by title only.

Deputy Presiding Officer announced Ordinance No. 91-376B was first read
before the Council December 13, 1990, and referred to both the Zoo and
Finance Committees. The Finance Committee amended the ordinance
December 20, 1990, and referred Ordinance No. 91-376A to the Council for
adoption. The full Council referred the ordinance on January 10, 1991,
to the Regional Facilities Cominittee for review. The Regional
Facilities Committee amended the ordinance on January 22 and recommended
Ordinance No. 91-376B for adoption. '
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Motioné Councilor McFarland moved, seconded by Councilor Devlin,
for adoption of Ordinance No. 91-376B. S

Councilor McFarland explained the Regional Facilities Committee amended
the ordinance to eliminate the proposal that free tickets be supplied to
compensate for higher admission prices and recommended instead free
admission on the first Tuesday afternoon of each month. She said
Committee discussion and proposals covered whether to include or add the
excise tax in the higher admission price, but noted the Committee '
decided excise tax issues should be discussed in detail during the
budget process. Councilor McFarland noted the Committee requested Zoo
Director Sherry Sheng conduct exit interviews on free Tuesdays to
determine how many people accessed the Zoo at that time and why.

Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner opened the public hearing. He noted
the ordinance itself dealt only with admission policies and free Tuesday
adjustments. He said Resolution No. 91-1383 dealt with the closure of
the Children’s Zoo itself.

No citizens appeared to testifj on the ordinance and the public hearing
was closed. ' ’

Councilor Bauér said the excise tax should be inclusive with admission’
fees and that periodic transfers could be performed.’

Councilor Knowles stated for the record his association with the law
firm which represented the citizen currently challenging Ballot Measure
No. 5 and said it was possible the Council’s actions on this issue at
this meeting could be used for the evidentiary record. He said the
Regional Facilities Committee would focus on excise tax issues during
the budget process and the impact of Ballot Measure No. 5.

Councilor Van Bergen informed the Council that the substantive
committees must thoroughly define policy issues before they sent their
recommendations to the Budget Committee for review.

Vote:  All Councilors present voted aye. Councilor Collier was
absent. The vote was unanimous and Ordinance No. 91-376B
was adopted. : B

Resolution No. 91-1383, Acknowledging Adjustments to the FY1990-91
Budget of the Metro Washington Park Zoo .

Im
L]
b

Motion: Councilor McFarland moved, seconded by Councilor Banéeh,
for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1383.

Councilor McFarland gave the Regional Facilities Committee report and
explained Zoo staff had worked hard to maintain quality service despite
future budget cutbacks due to Ballot Measure No. 5. She said the
resolution would inform the public that costs could be cut without loss
of quality in service and to prevent the admission fees from being

raised more than necessary. She explained cuts included closure of the
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Children’s Zoo, Night Country and reductions in the Zoolights Program
and of night shift staff. ' ‘

Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner opened a public hearing.

Jan McCoy, Children’s Zoo keeper, said she had worked at the Childrens -
%00 since 1979. She said the facility had deteriorated and either had
to renovated or closed. She said if it were kept open, the roofs must
'be repaired and said the current animal facilities were not adequate.
Councilor McFarland asked Ms. McCoy where she would work when the
Childrens Zoo closed. Ms. McCoy said she would continue to keep
Childrens Zoo animals because 80 percent of the animals were used for
educational shows. :

Neil Frederick, Zoo volunteer, said Councilor McFarland and Ms. McCoy
explained the problems related to Childrens Zoo upkeep accurately.

Councilor Bauer said Ballot Measure No. had made painful decisions such
as the one to close the Childrens Zoo necessary. Councilor McLain
complimented the Regional Facilities Committee and Zoo staff and said
they had tried to minimize loss of service for the public. She was
impressed with Zoo volunteer efforts to continue some contact with the
animals and said Zoo staff had made good recommendations. Councilor
DeJardin concurred with Councilor McLain and expressed his desire to see
the Childrens Zoo rehabilitated if funds became available. Councilor
Wyers said $46,000 did not appear to be a large savings when contrasted
with closing the Childrens Zoo. She said it was important for urban
children to experience the Zoo. Councilor Knowles noted the entire Zoo
served children. BHe said the facility was too deteriorated to maintain -
properly and said it was unfortunate the bond measure to rehabilitate it
did not pass in fall of 1990. He said bond issues fell outside of
Ballot Measure No. 5 parameters, but said it was too soon to attempt a
bond issue at this time. Councilor Hansen noted elementary schools had
animals which students had access to.

Vote: All Councilors present voted ayé. Councilor Collier was
. absent. The vote was unanimous and Resolution No. 91-
1383 was adopted.

Resolution No. 91-1374, For the Purpose of Confirming the
Reappointment of Richard Ares, Clackamas County, and Sam Brooks,
City of Portland, to the Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation
Commission ' '

(=)}
.
N

Motion: Councilor Knowles moved, seconded by Councilor DeJardin,
- for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1374.

Councilor Knowles noted Mr. Ares’ and Mr. Brooks’ terms had expired and
said the Regional Facilities Committee was satisfied they both
represented their jurisdictions well and kept regional needs in mind
with respect to the various facilities for which they had oversight.
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Mr. Brooks said in his second term he would work to consolidate the
Commission’s. transition from the City of Portland to Metro. Mr. Ares
said as Clackamas County’s representatlve, he kept regional perspectives
in mind and said implementation of regionalism was good policy.

Councilor Devlin asked Mr. Ares and Mr. Brooks what they thought would
be the Commission’s greatest challenges over the next four years. Mr.
Ares said the greatest challenge was funding and said their concerns
were similar to those expressed by the Council when discussing the
previous Zoo legislation. He discussed the huge cost of upkeep for
public facilities as well as safety costs. Mr. Brooks said it was
essential to efflclently manage existing and new facilities and
lntegrate thelr operations with Metro’s other general operations.

Councilor Van Bergen asked how much Exposition-Recreation Commission
(ERC) funding was left and asked how that fund related to the possible
purchase of the Hanna property. Mr. Ares said how much longer the ERC
fund lasted depended on the overhead services provided by Metro and how
much funds MERC sent Metro. He said the Memorial Coliseum operated at a
profit, but the Civic Stadium and the Portland Center for the Performing
Arts did not and did not believe those circumstances would change. He
said what was left of the ERC fund was needed for items such as asbestos
removal. Mr. Ares discussed the centrallzatlon/decentrallzatlon study
.and said its objective was to realize where economies of scale could be
achleved determine common ground, and avoidance of duplication of
services. Councilor Van Bergen referred to MERC Resolution No. 109
which asked for a one-time variance request from the Oregon Liquor y
Control Commission (OLCC) to allow the sale and consumption of alcoholic
beverages in the Memorial Coliseum seatlng area. Mr. Ares noted if beer
could be sold at Trailblazer games in the seating area, MERC could make
an additional $500,000 per year.

Executlve Officer Cusma recommended the Council reappoint Mr. Ares and
Mr. Brooks and said they had served MERC and Metro well.

Vote: All Councilors present voted aye. Councilor Collier was
absent. The vote was unanimous and Resolution No. 91~
1374 was adopted.

Resolution No. 91-1387A, For the Purpose of Authorizing Issuance of
a Request for Proposal for Coordination of Home Composting
Demonstration Sites and. Entering Into a Multi-Year Contract with

the Most Qualified Proposer, and Waiving the Requirement for
Council Approval of the Contract and Authorizing the Executive
Officer to Execute the Contract Subject to Conditions

|m
L]
(%

Motion: Councilor Wyers moved, seconded by Councilor Buchauan,
for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1387A.

Councilor Wyers explained the Solid Waste Committee’s consideration and
amendment of Resolution No. 91-1387A. She said Solid Waste staff
requested a waiver because of timing considerations, and the Committee
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agreed to the waiver, but stipulated the waiver be reflected in the
resolution title and that any waiver be subject to conditions to ensure
there were no changes subsequent to the release of procurement
documents. She said the Committee made other minor changes and
stipulated the contract not exceed $34,000.

Vote: All Councilors present voted aye. Councilors Bauer,
Buchanan, Knowles and Collier were absent. The vote was
unanimous and Resolution No. 91-1387A was adopted.

Resolution No. 91-1385, 'For the Purpose of Aggro#ing Projects for
the One Percent for Recycling Program 1990-91 Fiscal Year

o -
0
(]

Motion: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor DeJardin,
for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1385.

Councilor McLain explained the One Percent for Recycling projects for FY
1990-91 emphasized projects featuring market development for recycled
products or "precycling." Councilor McLain said winning proposals were
Phase 2 of "Recyclotron" submitted by the Oregon Museum of Science and
Industry (OMSI); Vermiculture Technology submitted by Oregon Soil
_Corporation; the "Most Liveable City Program - Precycling Campaign"
‘submitted by the City of West Linn; "Recycling in a Local Business
District" submitted by Waste Matters Consulting and Becker Projects;
"Cleaning System for Contaminated Plastics" submitted by Environmental
Plastics; "Alternative Building Materials Reuse Program" submitted by
.John Inskeep Environmental Learning Center; "Baled Wood Chip Product to
Recycle Wood from Construction/Demolition Debris" submitted by Gale &
Associates; "Reusable Cloth Bags to Replace Plastic Disposable Bags Used
for Diaper Delivery and Pick Up" submitted by Babyland Diaper Service;
1991 Street of Dreams Construction Recycling Project" submitted by
O’Neill & Company; "In-Store Plastics Recycling, Durst’s Thriftee
Market" submitted by O‘Neill & Company; and "Earth Aid Kits and Boxes
(an education project for grades K-6 in Clackamas County schools)”
submitted by Earth Aid. '

 Councilor Wyers noted her previous service as One Percent for RecYciing
Advisory Committee chair and said the program encouraged competition and
staff encouraged public involvement. '

Councilor McLain said the vermiculture project was a fascinating
concept. Leigh Zimmerman, Associate Solid Waste Planner, briefed the
Council on the progress of "Dejashoe," a project approved FY 1989-90.

Councilor Devlin and Judith Mandt, Assistant to the Director of Solid
Waste, discussed an applicant who submitted a proposal, did not hear
from Metro by June, and was then told by staff his project was never
considered. He said staff had to be accurate about information given to
the public. The Council and staff discussed the need for clear :
communication with the public further.
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Vote: Ali Councilors present voted aye. Councilors Knowles and
Collier were absent. The vote was unanimous and :
Resolution No. 91-1385 was adopted.

- 6.5 Resolution No. 91-1379, Endoréing a Position on the Surface
Transgortation Act of 1991

- Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, seconded by Councilor DeJardin,
for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1379.

Councilor Devlin gave the Governmental Affairs and Transportation &
Planning Committee reports. Councilor Devlin noted both Committees
voted unanimously to recommend Council adoption of the resolution but
noted the position paper did not speak to the possibility of separation
of highway funds into urban and rural pots, with more flexibility given
to the urban funds to allow alternatives such as transit. Councilor
Devlin noted the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) did not
support that position while the National Association of Regional
Councils (NARC) did. : :

Deputy Presiding Officer Gardner opened a public hearing.

Jim Howell, citizen, Portland, objected to Item No. 2, Interstate
Preservation, of the Oregon’s Position on the Surface Transportation -
Act. He said for every dollar spent on public transit, $4 was spent on
the highway system and said such planning was short-sighted and made the
country even more dependent on foreign oil.

Andy Cotudno, Director of Transportation, said he agreed in part with
Mr. Howell’s testimony but noted funding would be kept flexible for
alternative improvements. The Council and Mr. Howell discussed the
issues further. '

Vote: All Councilors present voted aye. Councilor Collier was
absent.. The vote was unanimous and Resolution No. 91~
1379 was adopted. o '

6.6 Resolution No. 91-1378, For the Purpose of Endorsing Westside
Corridor Project Implementation Measures

Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, seconded by Councilor DeJardin,
for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1378. °

Councilor DeJardin gave the Governmental Affairs Committee report.
Councilor Devlin gave the Transportation & Planning Committee report.

Vote: All Councilors present voted aye. <Councilor Collier was
absent. The vote was unanimous and Resolution No. 91-
1378 was adopted.
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7.1 Councilor Communications and Committee Reports

Councilor Knowles gave the Regional Affairs Committee reports and
reported on Committee consideration of MERC Resolution Nos. 102, 104,
105, 106, 108, 109, 110, and 111.  The Council discussed Resolution No.
109, a one-time variance request by the Oregon Dome to allow the sale
and consumption of alcoholic beverage within the seating area of the
Portland Memorial Coliseum. Councilor Van Bergen objected strongly to
the resolution because both adults and children would be present at the
event and noted he had served as an Oregon Liquor Control Commission
(OLCC) inspector and said such a variance should not have been
requested. He told MERC representatives present he would appeal such
resolutions.in the future. Councilor Van Bergen noted the Clerk of the
Council received the MERC resolutions January 11 and did not distribute
them to the Council until January 17 and that the late distribution of
MERC resolutions and other important information was not acceptable and
should be done on a‘ timely basis in the future. The Council and MERC
representatives discussed Resolution No. 109 and criteria for future
similar events. :

Councilor Devlin gavé an update on the Legislative Task Force.
Deputy Presiding Gardner adjourned the meeting at 8:20 p.m.
‘Respéctfully submitted, |

/ume%u
_Paﬁlette Allen

Clerk of the Council
MCMIN91.024
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METRO. Memorandum

2000 SW First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
- 503/221-16:46

DATE: March 7, 1991
TO: Interested Parties
FROM: ‘Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council

RE: ORDINANCE NO. 91-390

Ordinance No. 91-390 has been scheduled for first reading only and will
be referred to the Budget Committee. Ordinance Exhibits B, C, and D,
the Budget and Appropriations Schedule documents, will be distributed by
staff at the Council meeting March 14, 1991. Those interested in
obtaining copies after that date may contact the Clerk at 221-1646, ext.
206. : ‘ .

Recycled Paper



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 91-390 ADOPTING THE
ANNUAL BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1991-92, MAKING
APPROPRIATIONS AND LEVYING AD VALOREM TAXES

Date: March 6, 1991 . Presented by: Rena Cusma
' : ' Executive Officer

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

I am fotwarding to the Council for consideration and approval of
my proposed budget for Fiscal Year 1991-92.

Council action, through Ordinance No. 91-390, is the first step in
the process for the adoption of the District’s operating financial
plan for the forthcoming fiscal year. Final action by the Council to
adopt this plan is scheduled for June 27, 1991. .

Oregon Revised Statutes 294.635, Oregon Budget Law, requires that
Metro prepare and submit the District’s approved budget to the Tax
Supervising and Conservation Commission by May 15, 1991. The
Commission will conduct a hearing during June 1991, for the purpose of
_receiving information from the public regarding the Council'’s approved
budget. Following the hearing, the Commission will certify the budget
to the Council for adoption and may provide recommendations to the
Council regarding any aspect of the budget.

Once the budget plan for Fiscal Year 1991-92 is adopted by the
Council, the number of funds and their total dollar amount and the
maximum tax levy cannot be amended without review and certification by
'the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission. Adjustments, if any,
by the Council to increase the level of expenditures in a fund are
limited to no more than 10 percent of the total value of that fund in -
the period between approval, scheduled for May 2, 1991, and adoption.

Exhibits B, C and D of the Ordinance will be available at the
public hearing on March 14, 1991.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S'RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends that the Council conduct a public
hearing on Ordinance No. 91-390. The Executive Officer recommends
that the Council schedule consideration of the proposed budget and
. necessary actions to meet the key dates as set out in Oregon Budget
Law described above. :

JS/kc
35\bud\ 90340



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE )

' ANNUAL BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR )

1991-92, MAKING APPROPRIATIONS )  Introduced by

AND LEVYING AD VALOREM TAXES ) Rena Cusma, Executive Officer

'ORDINANCE NO. 91-390

_WHEREAS, The Multnomah County Tax Supervising and
Conservation Commission held its public hearing on the annual
budéet of the Metropoiitan Service District for the fiscal year
v beglnnlng July 1, 1991, and ending June 30, 1992; and
| WHEREAS, Recommendations from the Multnomah COunty Tax
Supervising and Conservation Commission have been received by the
Anetropoli£an Serviqe District (attached as Exhibit A and made a
part of the Ordinance) aﬁd considered; now, theréfore,

» THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBf.
ORDAINS: _ |

1. The "Fiscal Year 1991-92 Budget of the
"Metropolitan Service District", as attached hereto as Exhibit B,
and the Schedule of Appropriations, attached hereto as Exhibit C,'
are hefeby adopted. '

2. The Council of the Metropolitan Service District
does hereby levy ad valorem takes, as provided in the budget
éddpted by Section 1 of this Ordihance, for a total amount of
FOURTEEN MILLION FIVE HUNDRED THIRTY THREE TﬁOUSAND EIGHTY
($14,533,080) DOLLARS to be levied upon taxable properties withiﬁ
the Metropolitan Service District as of 1:00 a.m., January 1,

1991.



FIVE MILLION FOUR HUNDRED SIX THOUSAND ($5,406,000)

DOLLARS shall be.for the Zoo Operating Fund, said amount
authorized in a tax base, said tax base approved by the voters of

| the Hetroéolitan Sérvice District at a general election heid
May 15, 1990. - | |

NINE MILLION ONE HUNDRED TWENTY SEVEN THOUSAND EIGHTY
($9,127,080) DOLLARS shall be for the Convention Center Project
Debt Service Fund, said levy needed to repay a portion of the
vprogeeds of General Obligation bonds{as approved by the voters of
the Metropolitan Service District at a general election held
November 4, 1986.

3. An annﬁal loéﬁ not to exceed THREE MILLION TWO
HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND ($3,250,000) DOLLARS is hereby authorized
from the Solid Waste Revenue Fund to the Oregon Convention Center
Debt Service Fund. The loan is needed to pay debt ser&ice on
general obligation bohds prior to redeiving property tax
revenues. . Simple interest shall be paid on‘the-loan amount at
the average monthly rate paid by the State of Oregon Local
. Government Investment Poql for the duration of the loan based on
a 360-day year. The loan amounf and interest due shall be
returned to the Soiid Waste Revenué Fund General Account by the
end of the fiscal year in which it is borrowed.

4. An annual loan not to exceed THREE HUNDRED NINETY .
THOUSAND ($3390,000) DOLLARS is hereby authorized from the Solid
Waste Revenue Fund‘to the Transportation Planning Fund. The loan

is needed to fund initial urban arterial program work. The loan

-2-



will be repaid in future fiscal years from vehicle license fees
or by the participating jurisdictions. 'Simﬁle interest shall be
paid on the loan amount at the average monthly rate paid by the
- State of Oregon Local Government Investment Pool for the duration
of the loan based on a 360-day year.
5. An annual loan not to exceed TWELVE MILLION TWO

HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND ($12,250,000) DOLLARS is hereby authorized
from ihe Solid Waste Revenue Fund to the Building Management
Fund. The loan is needed to finance the non-exempt portion of
the Sears faCility purchaée and construction prior to the sale of
Revenue Bonds. Simple interest shall be paid on the loan amount
at the average monthly rate paid by the State of Oregon Local
Government Investment Pool for the duration of the loan based on
‘a 360-day year. The loan amount and interest due shall be
returned to the Solid Waste Revenue Fund from the sale of'General
Revenue Bonds.

- 6.° The purpose of the Rehabilitation & Enhancement
Fund is hereby redefined for the purpose of accounting fqr all
rehabilitation and enhancement fees, host fees and mitigation
fees as established by the Council. Fees and expénditures
specific to each facility will be reporged in unique "Accounts"
within the Fund. |

7. The purpose of the Building.Management Fund is
hereby redefined to include the construction and management of

any facility to be used by Metro as its office headquarters.



8. In accordance with Section 2.02.125 of the

Metropolitan Service District Code, the Council of the

Metropolitan Service District hereby authorizes personnel

positions and expenditures in accordance with the Annual Budget

adopted by Section 1 of this Ordinance, and hereby appropriates

funds for the fisdal year beginnihg July 1, 1991, from the funds

and for the purposes listed in the Schedule of Appropriationé;

Exhibit C.

9. The Executive Officer shall make the following

filings as provided by ORS 294.555 and ORS 310.060:

a. Multnomah County Assessor

1) An original and one copy of the Notice
- of Levy marked Exhibit D, attached
hereto and made a part of thlS
Ordinance.
- 2) Two copies of the budget document :
: -adopted by Section 2 of this Ordinance.
3) A copy of the Notice of Publlcatlon
- required by ORS 294.421. '
4) Two copies of this Ordinance.
b. Clackamas and Washington County Assessor and
Clerk ,
1) A copy of the Notice of Levy marked
Exhibit D. ‘ .
2) A copy of the budget document adopted by
Section 2 of this Ordinance.
~ 3) A copy of this Ordinance.
- 4) A copy of the Notice of Publlcatlon

required by ORS 294.421.



'ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan:- Service

District this

Attest:

day of

¢ 1991.

.Clerk of the Council '

sg\budget\91390.0rd

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer
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STAFF REPORT
IN CONSIDERATION OF . ORDINANCE NO. 9L;§89 FOR THE PURPOSE OF

EXEMPTING THE OREGON CONVENTION CENTER GRAND OPENING FROM THE
" PROVISIONS OF METRO CODE CHAPTER 7.01 EXCISE TAX.

Date: February 28, 1991 Presented by: Jennifer Sims
Dominic Buffetta

The Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission at its meeting of
February 13, 1991 adopted Metro ERC Resolution No. 112. The
Resolution is a request that the Metropolitan Service District
council grant a one-time exemption from Metro Code Chapter 7.01
which would have the effect of waiving the Metro excise tax as it
relates to revenues from Grand Opening festivities.

Subject revenues of $785,344, produce an excise tax obligation of
- $37,397. -

The $37,397 in excise tax at issue was not projected as revenue by
Metro; and if it was to be collected, it would constitute
unanticipated revenue. :

crand opening planning by the steering committee did not anticipate
an excise tax requirement, and the convention center FY 1990-91
budget does not include excise taxes in conjunction with the Grand
Opening. ’ '

The Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission, lacking ability
to introduce an ordinance amendment waiving the Metro excise tax,
has asked the Executive Officer to introduce an amendment on its
"behalf granting a one-time exemption.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXEMPTING THE )

OREGON CONVENTION CENTER GRAND )

OPENING FROM THE PROVISIONS OF - ) Introduced by Rena Cusma,

METRO CODE CHAPTER 7.01 EXCISE TAX ) Executive Officer, At the
’ ' ) request of Metro ERC

ORDINANCE NO.r91-389

THE CQUNCIL OF THE METROPOLiTAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. Counqil finds:

a. The Metroﬁolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission, at
pﬁblic expense, sponsored and promoted a gfand opening _
celebration for the benefit of the public to showcase the new
Oregon Convention Cénﬁer to citizens of the region, state,
hation, and world. | \

b. Pursuant to Metro Code Chapter 7.01, providing for the
_imposition and collection of an excise tax on all uses of
District facilities, revenues derived by Metro ERC to deffay the
public cost of_sponéofing the éfand openiné celebration are
subject to the provision of Chépter 7.01.

c. Metro ERC has requested, pursuant to Metro ERC
‘Resolution No. 112, that thé Council adopt a one-time exemption’
for the provision of Chapter 7.01 for the Grand Opening
celebration. |

d. The.C;uncil finds it appropriate to create such a one-
time exemption, and determines that because the exemption is
limited in time and scope, and shall bé applied to one 6ccasion,

it is not appropriate to amend the Metro Code to reflect the

creation of the exemption.



Section 2. The Council héreby provides that notwithstanding
any provision of'Métro Code Chapter 7.01 to the contrary revenues
in the amount of $785,344 received by Metro ERC from users of the
Oregon Convention Center facility in conjunction with the Oregon
convention Center grand opening celebration are exempted from the
provisions of Metro Code Chapter 7. 01. |

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolltan Serv1ce District

this day of : 1991.

Rena Cusma, Executive Officer

ATTEST:

Clerk of the,Council

DBC/gl
1040



Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission
_P.O.Box 2746 + Portland, Oregon 97208 - SO3/73§E80E‘VI"?#731-7870 * 777 NE Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
. I *

"FEB 271391

J’p /£~ February 26, 1991

™ METRO SERVICE DISTR!C’T

omce GENERAL &Go
Y4
4@»4? ZED
TO: Rena Cusma, Executive Officer éﬁm, 75?'
. "44'
FROM: Lee Fehrenkamp, General Manager'ng;i:Lz,/ '”th.

SUBJECT: Excise Tax Exemption

At the last meeting of the Metro ER Commission, Resolution #112 was
adopted requestlng a one time exemption from Metro Code Chapter
7.01, excise tax, specifically for the Oregon Convention Center
Grand Opening festivities. I have attached coples of the
resolution and staff report for your 1nformatlon and review.

The occ Grand opening was produced by the Commission to showcase
Oregon's newest facility to the Regional and State community, to
its potential users, and to say thank .you to all who made the
convention Center a reality. This grand celebration nearly reached
the Commissions goal of being totally self funded 1leaving
approximately 15% of expenses as a MERC investment.

Throughout the FY 90- 91 budget process the Metro excise tax was
expected to apply to all applicable revenues from business
following the Grand Opening. The projected excise tax revenue to
Metro of $78,633 will not be affected by granting an exemption and
because of current business levels is expected to be higher than
the budgeted $78,633. Likewise the Grand Opening budget
development and weekly reviews never considered the excise tax as
a $37,397 cost involved with producing the Grand Opening.

I am asking for your support of the Metro ERC Resolution #112
requesting a one time exemption from the excise. tax for the oOCC
Grand opening by{[ sponsorship of an ordinance requesting this
exemption from Metro Cpunc%l.i

cc:
MERC
" Dick Engstrom -



METROPOLITAN 'EXPOSITION-RECREATION COMMISSION

RESOLUTION NO._1312

Requesting a one-time exemption from Metro Code Chapter 7.01,
from the Council of the Metropolitan Service District, for the Oregon
Convention Center Grand Opening festivities, from the Metro excise
tax. :

The Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission finds:

1. That the revenues generated from activities associated with
the Oregon Convention Center, other than Concessions and Catering
revenues, are subject to a Metro excise tax under Metro Code 7.01.

2. That these revenues come to $785,344 and the excise tax would
amount to $37,397.
: | :
. 3. That included in the Oregon Convention Center FY 1990-91
budget is $78,633 as projected excise tax revenues from operations
following opening of the facility, which did not include any excise
tax revenues from grand opening activities. ‘

4. That included in the Oregon Convention Center FY 1990-91
budget was $209,000 for a net Grand Opening Investment, which did not
include payment for any excise tax.

5. That since the basic concept behind the convention center
grand opening was to showcase the center to the potential users and
.recognize the people involved in design and construction of the
center, and since the convention center FY 1990-91 budget does not
_include any excise taxes in conjunction with the grand opening, and
since Staff and the Steering Committee assumed that the excise tax
would take effect once the facility was open and conducting business,
Staff recommends the Commission request a one-time exemption from the
excise tax for activities associated with the Oregon Convention Center
Grand Opening. :

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the Commission request that the
Council of the Metropolitarn Service District grant a one-time
exemption from Metro Code Chapter 7.01 for the Oregon Convention
Center Grand Opening festivities, from the Metro excise tax.

Passed by the Commission February 13, 1991

el s f—

L

Secretary-Treasurer
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Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission
P.O.Box 2746 ¢ Portland, Oregon 97208 + 503/731-7800 + Fax #731-7870 « 777 NE Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. .

February 8, 1991

TO: jgetropolitan Exposition-Recreation commission
FROM: ij] ominic Buffetta |

SUBJECT: Oregon Convention Center Grand Opening - Exemption From
Excise Tax .

Background:

Beginning September 17 thru September 23, 1990, the Metro ER
Commission produced festivities the Oregon Convention Center. At the
time the convention center budget was approved, for this fiscal year,
it was much too early to project which activities and events would be
included in the grand opening, or how much sponsorship, concessions,
catering, etc. revenues we would generate, or how much would be spent.

The Commission did agree, during the budget prdcess, that Grand
Opening festivities must reach all the people who may, or may not,
realize they will benefit from the convention center, that the whole
region needs to be targeted, and the opening needs to be an event
which involves all segments of our community and generates excitement. .
The Commission agreed, also, that some of the funds for the Grand
Opening would come from the Metro E-R commission, but that a vigorous
and continuous effort be made to generate Public and Corporate support
toward a self sustaining event. To this end, the Metro Commission
_allocated $209,000 for a net Grand Opening investment in the Oregon

* Convention Center FY 1990-91 Budget. Following is a summary of
revenues and expenses associated with grand opening (see attached for
a more detailed summary): -° '

Concessions/Catering o $ 209,325

Sponsorships, grants, gifts,

- donations, exhibit sales, etc. : 785,344
Total Revenues : 994,669
Less: Expenses - : 1;182,987
Net Grand Opening Investment $  (188,319)



UpDhate:

We have recently been notified that under Metro Code Chapter 7.01 all
gross revenues associated with Grand Opening, other than
Concessions/Catering revenues, are subject to the Metro 5% excise tax;
however, all other revenues associated with the grand opening,
$785,344, would be subject to the excise tax. The excise tax on the
$785,344 would amount to $37,397.

Recommendation:

Since the basic concept behind the "Grand Opening" was to showcase the
n"center" to the Community and potential users and to recognize the
people involved in design and construction of the "Oregon Convention
Center" (in other words "a grand thank you" and a once in a life time
marketing opportunity) and this is the only Grand Opening the :
Convention Center will ever have, the staff believes we should request
from Metro Council a one-time exémption from Metro Code Chapter 7.01
for the Convention Center Grand Opening celebration. '

Included -in the convention center FY 1990-91 budget is $78,633 for
projected excise tax revenues to Metro from operations following
opening of the facility. This budgeted amount did not include any
excise taxes in conjunction with the grand opening; therefore, the
expected excise tax money transferred to Metro this Fiscal year will
not be impacted. The staff and Steering Committee for the Grand
Opening Celebration never considered the excise tax in its planning
and budgeting process and assumed the excise tax would take effect
once the facility was open and conducting business.

Staff recommends approval of Resolution No.])2 which would request
the Metro Council, by Ordinance, grant a one-time exemption, for the
oregon Convention Center Grand Opening festivities, from the Metro

- excise tax.

General Managers' Concurrence (’f:%Z:i_A_i:;lL,
o/




- griadb T ~ Oregon Convention Center Schedule A-1
’ Grand Opening = @ —ememceeeem-

Summary (2/5/91)

Budget Actual Variance
Revenues
Sponsorships:
Fundraising Dxnner/Founders ‘Luncheon

(U.S. West Communications) .30,000 30,000 0
Artists’ Event (Key Bank) : 5,000 5,000 0
Construction Workers Barbacue

(ZGF & Hoffman/Marmalejo) . 12,000 12,000 0
Street Dance

(Safeway/Coca-Cola/Bluebell) 25,000 25,000 0
Service Industry Reception (Blitz-Weinhard) 5,500 95,500 0
Visitor Industry Reception/Dinner - _

(Sundown Sound & Hollywood Lxghts) 5,000 5.000 o
Fine Host Catering 50,000 50,000 0
'Beer Gardens (Coast Distrib. /Mxller Beer) 0 6,008 6,008
Patron Tables/Points of Interest 60,000 = 47,450 (12,35350)
Hospitality Room (City Center Parking ’

Port of Ptld./Greyhound Expo/POVA/

M&M Prod./Update Mgmt/0CC) , 0 18,250 18,250
Sub Total Sponsorships 192,500 = 204,208 11,708
Concessxons/Caterxng (Gross) 210,900 209,325 (1,575)

Total Sponsorships & Concessxons/Catering 403,400 . 413,533 10,133
Other: : . _
Trade Show (Gross) 440,000 4744421 34,421
" Novelties Net . , 15,000 11,604 (3,396)
Ticket Sales - Industry/Gala . 160,000 79+775 (80,225)
Electrical/Phone ' 15,000 15,336 336
Sub Total ' ‘ 630,000 981,136 (48,864) .
Total Revenues 1,033,400 994,669 (38,731)

Less.
- Grand Opening Events Expenses . :

(NW Strategies) (Schedule A-2) 639,059 576,176 62,883
- NW Strategies Fee/Out Of Pocket 86,800 85,937 843
- Trade Show Expenses (Schedule A-3) 312,138 3344652 (22,514)
- Concessions/Catering Expenses 185,900 183,323 2,577
- Hospitality Room 0 2,899 (2,899)
Total Expenses 1,223,897 1,182,987 40,910
Net Grand Opening Investment (190,497) (188,319) 2,178
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 91-388, AMENDING METRO CODE
CHAPTER 5.05 RELATING TO SOLID WASTE FLOW CONTROL

‘Date: March 6, 1991 Presented by: Councilor McFarland

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the March 5, 1991 meeting, the
Committee voted 4-0 to recommend Council adoption of Ordinance 91-
388. Voting in favor were Councilors Gardner, McFarland, McLain
and Wyers. Councilor DeJardin was excused. ‘

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Todd Sadlo, Senior Assistant Counsel,
described - the proposed changes to the current f£flow control"
ordinance. He said the amendment sets priorities for the Solid
Waste Director to follow when issuing an order directing haulers
to use a facility which the hauler would prefer not to use. He
said the amendment adds language establishing a process for haulers
to request reconsideration of required use orders, and also permits
gatehouse employees to enforce the orders by turning vehicles away
and redirecting them to the proper facility.

Councilor McLain noted that one of the standards for the Council
to apply in reviewing a reconsideration request is whether
exceptional circumstances warrant revocation or modification of the
order. She was concerned that this language may be vague. Phil
North, Senior Solid Waste Planner, responded that this language is
intended to cover those circumstances for which the non-financial
impacts cannot be contemplated in advance. Mr. Sadlo added that the
language would not permit reconsideration under ordinary
- circumstances. He gave as an example the siutation in which a
hauler seeks reconsideration on the basis that a hauler serving a
neighboring area has been directed to a different facility.

Merle Irvine, Vice President of . Wastech, inquired about the
potential impact of the flow control ordinance on the Metro
franchise agreement with Oregon Processing and Recovery Center
(OPRC). Bob Martin, Solid Waste Director, explained that Metro’s
only tonnage commitment is to the Riedel composter. However, he
said that Metro will not direct waste coming to OPRC to go
elsewhere.

Councilor McFarland indicated her view that in the event a problem
arises, OPRC can point to exceptional circumstances.



"BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO
. CODE CHAPTER 5.05, REGULATING THE
FLOW OF SOLID WASTE ORIGINATING
WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

ORDINANCE NO. 91-388

Introduced by Rena Cusmna,
Executive Officer

W s st St St

A WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District Code Chapter 5.05
provides a framework for issuance by Metro of Orders requiring
waste haulers and other persons to use specific designated
facilities; and :

WHEREAS, It is necessary to provide additional details
regarding the issuance of such Required Use Orders; and

WHEREAS, The .issuance by Metro of Required Use Orders may
soon become necessary to ensure the efficient utilization of
Metro facilities; now, therefore,

- THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY .ORDAINS:
Section 1. Metro Code Section 5.01.010 is amended to read:

"5.05.010 Definitions. Notwithstanding anything expressed or
implied in the Metro code {sic] to the contrary, as used in this
Chapter 5.05, the following terms shall have the respective
meanings set forth below unless the context requires otherwise:

"Act" shall mean Oregon Revised Statutes Chapter 268, as.
amended, and other applicable provisions of the laws of the State
of Oregon.

"Ccouncil" shall have the meaning assigned thereto in Metro
Code Section 1.01.040(a).

“Designated Facility" means one of the facilities
constituting a part of the system designated from time to time
pursuant to Section 5.05.030 of this Chapter 5.05, to which solid
waste may be directed by a Required Use Order.

"Disposal 8ite" means the land and facilities determined
from time to time by Metro as constituting part of the systenm,
whether owned by Metro or another person and whether or not open
to the public, used for the disposal of solid wastes, but does
not include transfer stations or processing facilities.

- wpirector" means the D1rector of the Metro Department of
Solid Waste or the Director's designee.
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wpistrict" shall have the meaning assigned thereto in Metro
Code Section 1.01.040(b).

vpxecutive Officer" shall mean the duly elected or
appointed, qualified and acting Executive Officer of Metro, or
any officer of Metro hereafter succeeding to the powers and
duties of such Executive Officer with respect to the system.

“Metro Code" means the Code of the Metropolitan Service
District. : :

"Non-S8ystem Facility"” means any solid waste disposal site,
transfer station, processing facility, recycling drop center,
resource recovery facility or other facility for the disposal,
recycling or other processing of solid waste which does not
constitute part of the system.:

"Non-S8ystem License" means a license issued pursuant to.and
in accordance with Metro Code Section 5.05.030(d).

wparson" shall have the meaning assigned thereto in Metro
Code Section 1.01.040(f). ‘ '

"processing Facility" shall mean a facility described in
Metro Code Section 5.01.010(n) which has been designated by Metro-
as constituting part of the system. - : :

"Regional Solid Waste Management Plan' means the Metro
Regional Solid Waste Management Plan adopted by Ordinance No. 88-
266B on October 27, 1988.

"Required Use Order" means a written order issued pursuant
to Metro Code Section 5.04.040 requiring a waste hauler or other
person to use a designated facility pursuant to the terms of the
order. .

. “Resource Recovery Facility" shall mean a facility described
in Metro Code Section 5.01.010(q) which has been designated by
Metro as constituting part of the systen.

vgaervice Area" shall mean the area within the jurisdictional
boundaries .of Issuer within which the system operates to provide
solid and liquid waste disposal services, all as contemplated by
the Act. :

‘mgolid Waste" shall have the meaning assigned thereto in
Metro Code Section 5.01.010(s). _

v"gource Separated Recyclable Material" shall have the
meaning assigned thereto in ORS 459.005(15) and 459.005(21).
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wgtate" shall have the meaning assigned thereto in Metro
Code Section 1.01.040(qg).

"System" shall mean any .and all facilities now or hereafter
designated by Metro as part of its system for the management and
. disposal of solid and liquid waste, including, but not limited to
recycling and other volume reduction facilities, sanitary
landfills, or other disposal means, resource recovery facilities
(includlng steam production and electrical generating facilities
using solid waste as fuel), recycling and transfer stations,
roads, water lines, wastewater lines and treatment facilities to
the extent provided or operated to carry out the provisions of
the Act, and all buildings, fixtures, equipment and all property, -
real and personal now or hereafter owned, leased, operated or
used by Metro, all for the purpose of providing for solid and
liquid waste disposal; as of the date of enactment of this -
Chapter 5.05, said system consists of the initial designated
facilities described in Section 5.05.030(a) of this Chapter.

« wprangfer Station" shall mean a facility described in Metro
Code Section 5.01.010(u) which has been designated by Metro as
constituting part of the systemn.

"ygser Fee" shall have the meaning assigned thereto in Metro
Code Section 5.01.010(V).

"Waste Hauler'" means any person engaged, in whole or part,
in the collection, transportatlon, delivery, or disposal of solid
waste generated within the service area, including any person
engaged in such activities with respect to solid waste generated
by such person as well as any person engaged in such activities
with respect to solid waste generated by others."

Section 2. Metro Code Section 5.05.030 is amended to read:

""5.05.030 Use of Designated Facilities.

(a) ¥nitial Designated Facilities. The following described
facilities shall constitute the initia} designated facilities to
which Metro may direct solid waste pursuant to a Required Use

Order:

(1) Metro South Station. The Metro South Station
located at 2001 Washington, Oregon City, Oregon 9704S5.

(2) uetro-Reidel.Compost Facility. The Metro-Riedel
Compost Facility located at 5437 N.E. Columbia
Boulevard, Portland, Oregon 97217.

(3) etro Centra Sta 1e Metro Central tatio
located at 6161 N.W. slst Avenue ortland, Oregqon
97210. :
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{9} (4) St. Johns Landfill. The St. Johns Landfill
located at 9363 N. Columbia Boulevard, Portland, Oregon
97203. o

<4y (5) Franchise Facilities. All disposal sites,
transfer stations, processing facilities and resource
recovery facilities within the District which operate
pursuant to a Metro franchlse under Chapter 5.01 of the
Metro Code.

¢5F (6) Lakeside Reclamation (limited purpose
landfill). The Lakeside Reclamation limited purpose -
landfill, Route 1, Box 849, Beaverton, Oregon 97005,
subject to the terms of the agreement in existence on
November 14, 1989, authorizing the receipt of solid
waste generated within the service area. '

€6 (7) Hillsboro Landfill (11m1ted purpose
landfill). The Hillsboro Landfill, 3205 S.E. Minter
'Bridge Road, Hillsboro, Oregon 97123, subject to the
terms of the agreement in existence on November 14,
1989, authorizlng the receipt of solid waste generated
within the service area.

€#> (8) Aritngten Columbia Ridge Landfill. The -
Ariingten Columbia Ridge Landfill owned and operated by
Oregon Waste Systems, Inc. subject to the terms of the

~ agreements in existence on November 14, 1989, between
Metro and Oregon Waste Systems and between Metro and
Jack Gray Transport, Inc,[sic); provided that except as
otherwise provided pursuant to a duly issued non-system
license, no waste hauler or other person (other than
Jack Gray Transport, Inc. as provided in the
aforementioned agreement) shall be permitted to
transport solid waste generated within the service area
directly to, or to otherwise dlspose of such solid
waste at, said Ariingten Columbia Ridge Landfill unless
such solld waste has first been processed at another
designated facility. :

(b) changes to Designated Facilities to be uade by Council.
From time to time, the Council, acting pursuant to a duly enacted

ordinance, may remove from the list of initial de51gnated
facilities any one or more of the facilities described in Metro
Code Section 5.04.030(a). In addition, from time to time, the
Council, acting pursuant to a duly enacted ordinance, may add to
the list of de51gnated fac111t1es one or more additional
facility. : :

(c) Use of Non-System Facilities Prohibited. fxcept to the
extent that solid waste generated within the service area is

transported, disposed of or otherwise processed in accordance
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-with the terms -and conditions of a non-system license issued
pursuant to Metro Code Section 5r65+636A 5.05.035, no waste
hauler or other person shall transport solid waste generated
-within the service area to, or utilize or cause to be utilized
for the dlsposal or other processing of any solid waste generated
-within the service area, any non-system facility."

Section 3. Metro Code Section 5.05.040 is repealed, and the
following is adopted in lieu thereof:

5.05. 40 ssuance o e ed Use Orders.

(a) The Director may issue a Required Use Order to any

waste hauler or other person within the Serv;ce Area, regglrlng
“the recipient to deliver waste to specific designated ac11 ty.

ssuing a Required Use Orde the ector shall compl
the provisions of this Section and Section 5.05.050.

(b) The following priorities shall govern the Director in
~determining -whether. to issue Required Use Orders:

(1) To the extent consistent with Metro facility
contractual obligations and facility limitations, waste
haulers_and other persons should be allowed to utilize
the designated facility of their choice; and:

(2) It may be necessary for the Director to override
the facility choice of a waste hauler or other person
if the Director finds that allowing specific haulers to
exercise their choice appears likely to result in:

(A) Metro's failure to meet contractual
obligations for waste deliveries;

{B) The overloading or underutilization of a

specific designated facility or facilities;
or : .

(C) oOther system inefficiencies specified by fne
Director. : 4 :

(c) If, after considering the priorities in subsection (b)

of this Section, the Director determines that it is necessary to
issue or amend Required Use Order (s the Director may do so

iving due regard to_ the owi ors:

(1) The location of the waste hauler or other person's

route and/or facilities in relation to designated
- facilities, in terms of travel time and/or distance;

(2) The equipment being utilized by the hauler at the
time of issuance of the order in relation to the
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equipment handling capabilities of designated
facilities; -

(3) The types of wastes being disposed of by the waste
_hauler or other person, in relation to the capabilities

of designated facilities to most appropriately process
those wastes; : A

(4) Geographic and jurisdictional boundarjes; and

. (5) oOther considerations deemed relevant by the
irector, includi but not limited to other health
safety and welfare considerations, and other equitable
considerations.

[NOTE: The followin§ S8ection, which isAproposed to be repealed
by this Ordinance, is reproduced below for the convenience of the
reader:) : '

s 5-05-040-~Required-Use-orders-and-Beveiopment-of-Rulies-and
Precedures-for-Issuancer--Prior-to-issuing-any-required-use-oerder
directing-solid-waste-te-a-particuiar-designated-facititys;-the
ru&es-gaverning-the-issuanee-ef-requéred-ase-erders-wieh-respeet

to-such-designated-facitity-shati-be-approved-and-adepted-by
Couneii-pursuant-to-a-duly-enacted-erdinancer--5uch-required-use
erder-rules-for-each-designated-facitity-shaii-be-prepared-by-the
Executive-gfficer-and-submnitted-te-couneii-for-approvat-and
adeptien-as-aferesaid---Fhe-required-use-erder-ruies-fer-each

. designated-facitity-shalii-be-prepared;-approved-and-adepted
giving-due-regard-to-the-foiiowing-factorss

(a}--the-type-ef-faeiiity-to-whigh-seiid-waste-is-te-be
deiivereds :

“'{b}--&imitations4on-the-seiid-wasté—quantity-er-eompesétien
at-the-facility-to-which-such-solid-waste-is-to-be-detivereds

{e)y--to-the-extent-not-incensistent-with-the-efficient-and
finaneially-responsibie-eperation-of-the-system-from-Metrots
standpeint;-the-ease-of-acecess-to-the-facitity;-in-terms-of-time
and-distance;-by-the-waste-hauliers-or-Persens-to-be-subject-to
the-required-use-orders ’ :

(d}--the-ameunt-af-suétab}e-seiid-waste—estémated-te-be'
delivered-to-the-facility-in-the-absence-of-waste-being-directed
to-the-facititys

fe)--the-abiiity-eé-dbtain—ve}untary-agreement-by-waste

hauiers-and-Persons-to-deiiver-seoiid-waste-of-suitabie
eompesition-and-quantity-to-a-speeifie-facititys '
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{€y--to-the-extent-not-inconsistent-with-the-efficient;-safe
and-finanecialiy-respensiblie-operation-of-the-system-from-Metrots
staadpetnt--the-fatr-d:strtbutten-ef-any-tneenventenee-er-burden
~on-waste-haulers-or-persons-to-be-subject-to-the-required-use
erder+-and

fg}--sueh-ether-reesenable-and-appreprzate—faeters-as-ehe
Bxeeuttve-effteer-er-eeuneti-may-deen-eppreprzater

Foilewing-the-apprevai-and-adeption-of-the-required-use
erder-rutes-for-a-particutar-designated-faciiity-as-provided
above--requtred-use-orders-wtth-respeet-to-sueh-destgnated
faet}ity-mey-be-:ssued-fron-ttme-te-ttne-by-ehe-ﬂxeeut:ve-effteer
in-acecordance-with-the-appiicablie-rules-as-circumstances-require;
for-the-purpese-of-requiring-delivery-of-seiid-waste-te-a
designated-facitityr--FThe-content-of-such-oerder-shaii-be-as
speecified-in-Section-5-65-0650~

_Section 4. Metro Code Section 5.05.050 is amended to read:

"5.05.050 Content of Required Use Orders; Notice.

(a). Required Use Orders issued by the Exeeutive-offiecer
Director shall set forth the following: )

€23 (1) The names of the waste haulers or persons to
be subject to the Required Use Order together with
their addresses or places of business and telephone
numbers; .

by (2) The type and quantity of solid waste subject
to the Required Use Order;

{ey desertbe—the-petnt-er-peznts-fer-deitvery-of-the-soitd~
waste-te—be-subyeet-te-the-requtred-use-eréere~

(3) The name and Jocation of the designated facility
that_the recipient is required to use pursuant to the
Order; ’

44> (4) The effective date of the required use order,
which date, in the absence of an emergency, shall not

be less than ten (10) days from the date of the Order;
and

(5) A _brief description of the procedure for
requesting that the Director reconsider issuance of the
Order, or specific details of the Order; and

¢ey (6) Such other information as the Executive
6ffiecer Director may consider necessary or appropriate.
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(b) Within two (2) days after the date of any Required Use
Order, the Executive-0ffiecer Director shall cause notice of such
Required Use Order to be given as follows: .

(1) by United States mail, postage prepald, to each
waste hauler and person to be subject to such Required
Use Order at the last known address thereof; and :

fe}--by-pestzng-nettee-ef-sueh-requtred-use-erder-:n-a
pubite-piaee-at-the-prtnetpai-efftces-af-Hetre-and-ab
each-designated-facitityr

(2) By any other method deemed the Directo B
ecess and mos ike o _ensure actual notice to

the waste hauler or other person subject to the_ Order.

, (c) The failure of any waste hauler or person subject to a
Required Use Order to receive notice thereof shall not affect the
validity of such Required Use Order nor excuse such waste hauler

- -sor: person from-complying with the terms thereof.

Section 5. The following Sections 5.05.052 and 5.05.054 are
added to and made part of Metro Code Chapter 5.05:

"5,05.052 B quests for Reconsideration.

(a) Any waste hauler or other person rece;v1ng a Required
Use Order may request that the Director reconsider issuance of
the Order or specific details of the Order. The request may be
premised on_any matter that was relevant to issuance of the
Order, as specified in Metro Code Section 5.05.040.

(b) A Request for Reconsideration must be.in writing, on a
form provided by Metro._ To be timely, a Request for

- ;Reconsideration must be received by the Director within thirty

(30) days of the date of issuance of the Required Use Order, as:
specified in the Order. :

(c). The Director shall review a Request for Reconsideration
and, within fifteen (15) days of receipt, issue a written .
affirmance of the original o;der, or a modified Order.

(1) The affirmance or modificatlog shall be con51dere
timel f it is deposited in the mail within the 15-~da

period, with reqular first class postage and addressed
to _the person requesting review. ' :

(2) The affirmance or modification shall include a
brief statement of the basis for the decision, and a

brief statement of the procedure for requesting review
of the decision by the Executive Officer. ‘
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‘(d) Review e ecto equest for Reconsjdera
is intended to_be formal d ma clud ersona itte or -
telephone contact between the waste hauler or other person and '
- the Director or Solid Waste Department sta

(e) the ecto s to issue a time decision, th
waste hauler or othe erso eceij e O der may appeal the
ecision to the Executive Office s e je Sectio
5.05.054.
(£) equest fo econsideratijion sha ot sta he Orde
issued equired Use Order sha e effective on the date
issued, and sha emain in effe t odified o evoke

n .054 ea o) e ecutive O cer.

~ (a) A waste hauler or other person receiving a Required Use
Order may appeal the Director's affirmance or modification of the
Order to the Executive Officer. The Executive Officer may be
~asked to review any matter that was relevant to issuance of the
Order. as specifjed in Metro Code Section 5.05.040.

(b) An appeal to the Executive Officer shall be in writing'

and on a form provided by Metro. o_be mel the appeal must
e received b e ecutive Officer within t 30) davs o

- the date of issuance of the Director's affirmed or modified
Order. :

(c) The Executive Officer shall review a Request for
Reconsideration and, within fifteen (15) days of receipt, issue a
written order affirming or modifying the decision of the .
Director.

(1) The affirmance or modification shall be considered

timely if it is deposited in the mail within the 15-day

period, wit eqular first class postage and addressed
to the person requesting review. .

(2) The affirmance or modification shall include a
brief statement of the basis for the decision, and a

: br;ef statement of the process for contested case
review of the decision by the Metro Council.

(d) Review by the Executive Officer of the Director's
decision is intended to be informal, and may include personal, -
written, or telephone_contact between the waste hauler or other
"person and_the Executive Officer. .

: (e) If a waste hauler or other person_is not satisfied with
the Executive Officer's decision, or if the Executive Officer

fails to issue a timely decision, the waste hauler or other
person receiving the Order may appeal the decision to the Metro
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Council as a contested case proceeding. Review in such
roceeding sha e limited to the following:

(1) Whether egcept;éna; circumstances _of the waste
hauler or other person warrant xevocation or
modification of the Order; g;

(2) ﬂhetnez the Order is liK ely to cause extreme
a ds o_the waste hauler o ers
ubijec o _the de a ti evocatio
od atio e
(£f) Request fo econsideration sha ot sta e Orde
ssued equire se Order sha e effective the date
ssued nd s e t ified o evo ed "

Section 6. Metro Code Section 5.05.070 is amended to read:

"5,05.070 Solid Waste Flow Control Enforcement; Flnes, Penalties
~and Damages_for Violations.

{a) Any waste hauler-or person ‘who violates or fails to
comply with any provision of this Chapter 5.05 or who fails to
comply with the terms and conditions of any non-system license or
Required Use Order shall be subject to the fines and penalties
set forth in this Section, which fines and penalties shall be
assessed by the Executive Officer.

¢ay (1) A fine in the amount of not to exceed five
hundred dollars ($500.00) for each violation; and

4k (2) Such waste hauler or person shall not be
extended any credit by Metro for the use of any
- facility constituting a part of the system until such
. time as all fines owing under this Chapter as a result
of such violation or failure to comply have been paid
in full.

(b) In addition to the foregoing fines and peﬁélties:

(1) any waste hauler or person who fails to comply
with the terms and conditions of any non-system license
shall be required to pay to Metro a fine in the amount
equal to the user fee multiplied by the number of tons
(or fractions thereof) of solid waste generated within
‘the service area transported, disposed of or otherwise

. processed in violation of the terms and conditlons of
such non-system license; and

(2) any waste hauler or person who, without having a
non-system license then in effect, transports solid
waste generated within the service area to, or utilizes
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or causes to be utilized for the disposal or other
proce551ng of any solid waste generated within the
service area, any non-system facility shall be required
to pay to Metro a fine in an amount equal to the ,
$500.00 non-system license application fee, plus the
$500.00 non-system license issuance fee, plus an amount
equal to the user fee multiplied by the number of tons
(or fractions thereof) of solid waste generated within
the service area transported, recycled, disposed of or
otherwise processed to or at any non-system facility.

{c) -If in the judgment of the Executive Officer such action
is warranted, Metro shall commence an appropriate action in a
State court of competent Jurlsdlctlon for the purpose of
. collecting the fines and penalties provided for above and/or
enjoining any violations of the provisions of this Chapter 5.05
or any non-compliance with the terms and conditions of any non-
system license or Required Use Order.

(d) Within six (6) months from the date of enactment of
this Chapter, the Executlve Officer shall recommend to Council a
schedule of fines which impose sanctions based on the nature and
extent of the violation or failure to comply.

(e) .e red Use Orde a e _enforced by autho

‘ze
Gatehouse employees at any Metro facility, by denying facility

access to a waste hauler or other person who is subject to a
‘'Required Use Order and is attempti o _deliver waste to _a

facility not specified in the Order. his enforcement shall be

in addition to the fines and penalties that may be levied
pursuant to this Section." " ]

Section 7. Metro Code Section 5.05.080‘is amended to read:

' 15,05.080 . Administrative Rules. - Execept-for-the-rules-geverning
the-:ssuanee-ef-requtred-use-orderé-whteh-are-te-be-prepared-
appreved-and-adopted~as-prevxded-tn-Sectton-s 05-040-hereof-and
Except for the system tracking pursuant to Section 5.05.060 '
hereof, the Executive Officer is hereby authorized and empowered
to make such administrative rules and regulations as she the
Executive Officer considers proper to effeetuai effectlvelz carry
out the purposes of this Chapter 5.05."

Section 8. Renumbering. Current Sections 5.05.010A and
.05.030A shall be renumbered 5.05.015 and 5.05.095,

5
11111
11111
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: respectlvely, and all references to the prev1ous Section numbers
shall be corrected. )

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
 this day of , 1991,

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

TSS/gl
1038 /9
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 91-388 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AMENDING METRO CODE CHAPTER 5.05 REGULATING THE FLOW OF
SOLID WASTE ORIGINATING WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

Februéry 28, 1991 Presented by: Bob Martin
: Roosevelt Carter

‘Eactual Background and Analysis

In November 1989 the Metro Council adopted Ordinance No. 89-319.
This ordinance is a master bond ordinance adopted for the purpose
of facilitating financing of major solid waste projects. _
Chapter 5.05 of the Metro Code, "Solid Waste Flow Control", was
adopted as Appendix A to the master bond ordinance. The flow
control ordinance plays -a critical role in satisfying bonding
issues related to financing major solid waste projects.

At the time of passage, the flow control ordinance intentionally
did not address the procedural issues related to implementation and
issuance of "Required Use Orders" to direct haulers to particular
facilities. The Metro Central Station and the Metro-Riedel Compost
Facility were not yet under construction and significant data to
assist in implementation had not yet been developed. These two
facilities are now complete or near completion and the development
of background data on hauling practices and preferences has been
developed. Also continued development of the quarterly Solid Waste
Information System (SWIS) report has contributed to the supporting
data to be used in "Required Use Order" issuance.

The proposed ordinance allows the Solid Waste Director to issue
Required Use Orders to waste haulers and other persons, directing
them to use specified Metro facilities. The preferences of haulers
‘are given .priority, to the extent consistent with Metro contracted
. obligations and the efficient use of Metro facilities.

The ordinance specifies the factors the Director must consider in
determining what facility a waste hauler or other person must use.
Since numerous initial orders may be necessary, as well as seasonal
adjustments, a procedure is established for allowing the Director
to reconsider orders issued on an informal basis. The order may
then be appealed to the Executive Officer, with a more limited
review through Metro Council contested case proceedings.

Additionally, the current ordinance makes a technical amendment to
the original flow control ordinance by adding the name of the Metro
" Central Station to the list of Designated Facilities and by
amending the name of the Arlington Landfill to "Columbia Ridge
Landfill."

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends passage of Ordinance No. 91-388.
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METRO Memorandum

2000 S.W. First Avenue
- Portland, OR 97201-5398

503/221-1646
DATE: March 7, 1991
TO: Interested Parties Q@Bﬂ
FROM: Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council
RE: ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

The Council agenda will be printed before the Finance Committee meets to
consider Ordinance No. 91-370A. The Finance Committee report on the
.ordinance will be distributed in advance to Councilors and available at .
‘the Council meeting March 14.

Recycled Paper



Agenda Item No. 6.2
Ordinance No. 91-370A
Metro Council March T4, 1991

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A, FOR THE PURPOSE OF REVISING THE

FY 1990-91 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE FOR THE
PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET AND CREATING THE
SMITH AND BYBEE LAKES TRUST FUND

Date: March 11, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Hansen

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: The Committee at its March 7, 1991
meeting voted unanimously to recommend Council adoption of
Ordinance No. 91-370A. Present and voting were Councilors
Buchanan, Devlin, Hansen and Van Bergen. Councilor Wyers was
excused. '

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION / ISSUES: Jennifer Sims, Director of
Finance and Management Information, presented the Staff Report.
Ms. Sims indicated the Council approved the Supplemental Budget
for transmittal to the Tax Supervising and Conservation
Commission (TSCC) on November 29, 1990 by adopting Resolution No.
90-1347. The TSCC held its public hearing on the Supplemental
Budget on February 13, 1991 and subsequently forwarded its
certification to the District with two recommendations related to
the Sears facility. She referred the Committee to the Executive
Officer‘s written response to the TSCC comments which is included
as Attachment 1 to this Committee report. Ms. Sims pointed out
that the original Ordinance needs to be amended to delete the
interfund loan for the purchase of the Sears facility and to
clarify that Exhibits A and B are revised accordingly. Council
Staff distributed Ordinance No. 91-370A which makes the

. appropriate amendments.




. - ' | ATTACHMENT 1

: (Tin. Co:m/Qrd 91;370A)
METRO Memorandum

Portland, OR 972(1-339~

503 2211630
DATE: " Februdry 22, 1991
TO: Metro Council ,
FROM: Rena Cusma, Executive Officer -

ﬁEGARDING: RESPONSE TO TSCC CERTIFICATION OF METRO‘S FY 1990-91
: SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET

On February 13, 1991, the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission
(TSCC) held a public hearing on Metro‘s FY 1990-91 Supplemental Budget.
This memo is in response to their recommendations in their :
certification letter dated February 15, 1991.

1. “The Commission recommends that the Council, prior to purchase of

- the Sears property, give very careful consideration to the ‘ ]

economic justification for the project including consideration of
alternative locations for a Metro Center.*

RESPONSE: Metro is currently conducting an in-depth study of the
economic feasibility of purchasing the Sears facility. This study
includes careful examination of construction costs, leasing
opportunities and possible alternative locations. :

2. “The Building Management Fund proposes a loan of $4,744,339 from
the Unappropriated Balance of the Solid Waste Revenue Fund.
Unappropriated Balances may not be used for such a purpose and we
recommend alternative short term financing arrangements. "

"Construction cost estimates, developed several weeks ago, need to
be adjusted to anticipated needs before June 30th and we recommend
that surplus appropriations be placed into contingency. "

RESPONSE: With the extension of the due diligence period to April
30, 1991, the amount previously required as an interfund loan has
been reduced and alternative short term financing will be.
arranged. In addition, the purchase and construction cost
estimates have been revised to reflect the change in purchase date
of the facility from December 31, 1990 to April 30, 1991. The

surplus appropriation has been placed into the Building Management
Fund Contingency.

kr:ord90-91:supp:tscccert.mmo

Recucled Paper



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO.
90-340A REVISING THE FY 1990-91
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A
SUPPLEMENTAIL, BUDGET AND CREATING
THE SMITH AND BYBEE' LAKES TRUST
FUND

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370a

Introduced by Rena Cusma,
Executive Officer

N Nt Nt e et it s

WHEREAS, Various conditions exist which had not been ascertained
at the time of the preparatlon of the FY 1990-91 Budget and ‘a change in

financial plannlng lS required; and

WHEREAS The Multnomah County Tax Superviéing~and Conservation

Comm15510n held ltS publlc hearing on the Supplemental Budget of-the
Metropolltan Serv1ce District for the fiscal. year beginning July 1,
1990 and endlng June 30,»1991; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations from the Tax Supervisiné and. Conservation
Commission have been received and acted upon,” as reflected in the
Budget ‘and in the Schedule of Appropriations; now, therefore,

THE COUNCIL OF THE ﬁETROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICf HEREBY ORDAINS:

1. That Ordinance No. 90-340A, Exhibit B, FY 1990-91 Budget, and
Exhibit c, Schedule of Appropriations, are hereby amended as shown in

the column titled *"Total Revision" in Exhibits A and B to this

Ordinance.
2. That the Smith and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund is hereby created
for the purpose of implementing the Smith and Bybee Lakes Management

Plan. The fund will be managed by the Smith and Bybee Lakes Management



Ordinance No. 91-370A

Page 2

Committee with oversight by Metro. Funding will be received from
intergovernmental transfers from the City of Portland and Metro

contributions of $0750 per ton for the remaining life of the St. Johns

Landfill.

June—30,-1992.]

- ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this

day of ¢ 1991.v

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officér

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

kr:ordSO-Ql:supp:brdz :
March 7, 1991

£
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METR - Memorandum

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

DATE:
TO:

FROM:

_ February 22, 1991

'Metro Council .
ﬁ'.dj,uw“"/

Rena Cusma, Executive Officer

REGARDING: RESPONSE TO TSCC CERTIFICATION OF METRO’S FY 1990-91

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET

On February 13, 1991, the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission
(TSCC) held a public hearing on Metro’s FY 1990-91 Supplemental Budget.

This

memo is in response to their recommendations in their

- certification letter dated February 15, 1991.

1.

"The Commission recommends that the Council, prior to purchase of
the Sears property, give very careful consideration to the
economic ‘justification for the project including consideration of
alternative locations for a Metro Center."

RESPONSE: Metro is currently conducting an in-depth study of the
economic feasibility of purchasing the Sears facility. This study
includes careful examination of construction costs, leasing
opportunities and possible alternative locations.

"The Building Management Fund proposes a loan of $4,744,339 from
the Unappropriated Balance of the Solid Waste Revenue Fund. .
Unappropriated Balances may not be used for such a purpose and we
recommend alternative short term financing arrangements."

"Construction cost estimates, developed several weeks ago, need to
be adjusted to anticipated needs before June 30th and we recommend

‘that 'surplus appropriations be placed into contingency."

RESPONSE: - With the extension of the due diligence period to April
30, 1991, the amount previously required as an interfund loan has
been reduced and alternative short term financing will be
arranged. In addition, the purchase and construction cost
estimates have been revised to reflect the change in purchase date
of the facility from December 31, 1990 to April 30, 1991. The

-surplus appropriation has been placed into the Building Management

kr:ords0

Recycled Paper

Fund Contingency. o :

-91:suppitscccert.mmo



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. ) ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
90-340A REVISING THE FY 1990-91 ) _
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE ) . Introduced by Rena Cusma,
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A ) - Executive Officer
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET AND CREATING ) :

)

)

THE SMITH AND BYBEE LAKES TRUST'

- FUND

WHEREAS, Various conditions exist which had not been ascertained-
at the time of the preparéfion of the FY 1990-91 Budget and a change in
financial planning is required; and |

WﬁEREAS, The Multnomah County Tax Supervising and Conservation
Commission held its public hea?ing.bn the Supplemental Budget of the
Metropolitan Service Distric; for the fiscal year beginning July 1,
1990 and ending June 30, 1991; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations from the Tax Supervising and Conservation
Commission have been received and acted upon, as reflected in the
Budget'and in the Schedulé of Appropriations; now, thereforg,

TﬁE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY QRDAINS:

- 1. That Ordinance No. 90-340A, Exhibit B, FY 1990491 Budget, and
Exhibiﬁ C, Schedule of Appropriations, are hereby amended as shown in
the éolumn titled "Total Revision; in Exhibits A and B to this
Ordinance.

2. That the Smith and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund is hereby created
" for the purpose of implementing the Smith and Bybée Lakes Management
Plan. The‘fund will be'managed by the Smith and Bybeé Lakes Managemeni
cdmmittee-with oversight by Metro. Funding will be received from '

intergove:nmeﬁtal transfers from the City of Portland and Metro



Ordinance No. 91-370A
Page 2
contributions of $0.50 per ton for the remaining life of the St. Johns
Landfill.
ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this?
day of | , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

kr:ord90-91:supp=ord1
February 27, 1991



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

RECONMENDED TOTAL | RECOMNENDED

Page A-1

0 0.00 0 17.30

) CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS - REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
. ACCOUNT $DESCRIPTION FIE ANOGUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
 GENERAL FUND TOTAL
Personal Services
SI1110  ELECTED OFFCIALS .
Executive Officer 1.00 67,000 0 0 0 1.00 67,000
S11121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) )
Deputy Executive Officer 1.00 58,464 0 0 0 1.00 58,464
Council Administrator 1.00 63,120 0 0 0 1.00 83,120
Managers (Finan., Const.) 0.30 18,432 0 0 0 0.3 18,432
Sr. Managesent Analyst ~ 440 177,382 0 0 0 4.40 177,382
Asst. Management Analyst 0.40 12,576 0 0 0 0.40 12,576
Government Relations Mgr. 1.00 30,814 0 0 0 1.00 30,816
Sr. Public Info. Specialist 0.50 20,035 0 0 0 0.50 20,055
_ Administrative Assistant 1.00 28,362 0 0 0 1.00 28,362
Clerk of the Council 1.00 27,310 0 0 ¢ 1.00 27,310
S11221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) .
’ Administrative Secretary 4.20 95,830 0 0 0 4.2 95,830
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time) .
Temporary Intern 0.20. 3,055 0 0 0 0.20 3,055
Teaporary Administrative Support 1.30 19,765 0 0 0 130 19,765
512000  FRINGE 193,143 A(12.672) 0 (12,672) 180,471
Service Reinbursement-Horkers’Compensation 0 - 12,672 0 12,672 12,672
Total Personal Services 17.30 815,310 0.00 0 0.00‘ 0 0.00 0 12.30 815,310
Total All. Other Fund Requirement 2,518,323 0 - -0 0 2,518,323
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 17.30 3,333,633 0.00 0 0.00

3,333,633



SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

TOTAL

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECONMENDED - RECOMNENOED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADCPTION
ACCOUNT $DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FTE - AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AKOUNT

SUPPORT SERVICE FUND
_Personal Services -
S11121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) .
Directors 2.00 . 130,354 0 0 0 2.00  130,3M
Managers (Finan., Const.) 2.00 123,865 0 0 0 2.00 123,665
General Counsel 1.00 47,464 0 0 -0 1.00 67,464
Legal Counsel 2,00 111,030 0 0 0 2.00 111,030
Personnel Manager 1.00 47,197 0 0 0 1.00 47,197
Assistant Personnel Manager 1.00 40,413 0 0 0 1.00 40,413
Data Processing Administrator 1.00 50,550 0 0 0 1.00 50,550
Chief Accountant 1.00 57,441 0 0 0 1.00 57,441
Sr. Management Analyst 3.00 118,641 0 0 0 3.00 118,641
Assoc. Management Analyst 5.00 167,933 0 0 0 - 5.00 167,533
Asst. Regional Planner 0.50 14,251 ,0 0 : 0 0.5 14,251
Public Information Supervisor 1.00 - 40,591 0 0 0 1.00 40,591
Sr. Public Info. Specialist 2.50. 89,377 0 0 0 2.50 89,377
Assoc. Public Info. Specialist 3.00 100,808 0 0 0 3.00 100,808
Asst. Public Info. Specialist 1.00 27,142 0 0 0 1.00 27,142
Support Services Supervisor 0.50 22,123 0 0 0 0.50 22,123
D.P. Systems Analyst 4.00 159,217 0 0 -0 4.00 159,217
Administrative Assistant 0.75 21,407 0 0 6 0.75 21,407
Senior Accountant 3.00 116,551 0 .0 0 3.00 116,551
Graphics/Exhibit Designer 1.00 27,144 0 0 0 1.00 27,144
- Lead Accounting Clerk 1.00 34,337 0 0 0 1.00 34,337
511221 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (Full time) : ,
D.P. Computer Operator : 1.00 24,339 0 0 0 1.00 24,339
“D.P. Computer Technician - 1,00 27,82 0 0 0 1.00 27,821
Adninistrative Secretary 4.95 120,373 0 0 0 4.9 120,373
Secretary 2.50 50,452 0 .0 0 2.50 50,452
Program Assistant 2 2.00 435,790 0 0 0 2.00 43,790
Lead Accounting Clerk 1.00 23,291 0 0 0 1.00 23,9
Receptionist 1.00 18,803 0 0 0 1.00 18,803
Personnel Clerk 1.00 17,962 . 0 0 0 1.00 17,962
Reproduction Clerk 1.00 u4.63Page A-2 9 0 0 1.00

24,638



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

. ~ CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED - TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
~ ACCOUNT #DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE- AMOUNT  FTE AI_%OUNI FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
SUPPORT SERVICE FUND (continued)
Payroll Clerk 1.00 23,469 0 0 0 1.00 23,449
Accounting Clerk 2 3.00 60,778 0 0 0 3.00 60,778
Accounting Clerk 1 3.00 49,661 0 0 0 3.00 48,661
Building Operations Worker 0.50 10,439 0 0 0 0.50 10,439
office Assistant 1.00 14,378 0 0 0 1.00 14,378
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time) ) ’
Temporary Professional Support 0.50 9,000 -0 0 0 0.50 9,000
- Temporary Administrative Support 1.00 16,803 0 0 0 1.00 14,803
511400  OVERTIME - 3,250 0 0 0 3,250
512000  FRINGE 654,379 (40,937) 0 (40,937) 613,442
Service Reiunbursement-Horkers’ Cospensation 0 40,937 0 40,937 40,937
Total Personal Services _ 62.70 2,762,062 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 62.70 2,762,082
All Other Fund Requirements 1,815,060 0 0 _ 0 1,815,060
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 62.70 4,377,122 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 62.70 4.377.122

Page A-3



SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

CURRENT ADOPTED ‘ PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENOED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION . REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
‘ACCOUNT #DESCRIPTION . FIE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND
Resources
347220 Sublease Income 95,086 0 0 0 95,086
3561100 Interest 0 285,349 (185,349) 100,000 100,000
374000 Parking Fees 51,061 70,000 (45,000) 25,000 76,041
385800 Bond Anticipation Note Proceeds-Exempt 0 7,920,000 230,349 8,150,349 8,150,349
385800 Bond Anticipation Note Proceeds-Non-Exempt 0 0 4,744,339 4,744,339 4,744,339
391531 Trans. Resource from S.W. Revenue Fund 25,000 4,744,339 (4,744,339) 0 25,000
392010 Trans. Indirect Costs from Gen’l Fund 117,577 0 0 0 117,577
392140 Trans. Indirect Costs from Transportation 94,062 0 (] 0 94,062
392142 Trans. Indirect Costs from Plan. & Dev. Fund 41,946 0 0 0 41,946
392531  Trans. Indirect Costs from S.W. Revenue Fund 107,408 0 0 0 107,408
392558 Trans. Indirect Costs from Conv. Cnt. Mont. Fund 5,847 0 0 0 5,847
392559 Trans, Indirect Costs from Conv. Cat. Cap. Fund 19,575 0 0 -0 19,575
392610 Trans, Indirect Costs from Support Svs. Fund - 249,137 0 0 0 249,137
Total Resources 13,019,488 0 13,019,488 13,826,387

806,499

Page A-4



EXHIBIT A .
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A .
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

RECOMMENDED -

Page A-5

: CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT ¥DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND
Netro Center Management Account
~ Personal Services
511121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Support Services Supervisor 0.50 22,123 0 0 0 0.5 22,123
Administrative Assistant 0.25 5,830 0 0 0 0.25 5,830
S11221  WAGES-REGULAR ENPLOYEES (full time) .
: ~ Adwministrative Secretary 0.25 6,468 0 0 0 0.25 6,468
Building Operation Worker 0.50 10,439 0 ] 0 0.50 10,639
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time)
Teaporary Administrative Support 0.40 18,512 0 0 0 0.0 18,512
512000  FRINGE - 19,707 (1,240) 0 (1,240) 18,467
Service Reiunbursement-Workers® Compensation . 0 1,240 0 1,240 1,240
Total Personal Services 2.10 83,279 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 2.10 83,279
Materials & Services
521100 office Supplies 300 0 0 0 300
521110 - Computer Software 350 0 0 0 350
521220 - Custodial Supplies 10,520 0 0 0 10,520
521240 Graphics/Reprographic Supplies 1,000 0 0 0 1,000
521290 Other Supplies 600 0 0 0 400
521292 Small Tools 500 0 0 ¢ 500
521320 Dues . 175 0 0 0 175
521510 Naintenance & Repairs Supplies-Building 2,000 - 0 0 0 2,000
524190 Misc. Professional Services 28,534 0 0 0 28,536
525110 Utilities-Electricity 98,833 0 0 0 88,833
525120 Utilities-Nater & Sewer 3,566 0 0 0 3,566
525130 Utilities-Natural Gas 25,895 0 0 0 25,895
525190  Utilities-Other 4,245 0 0 0 4,245
525200 Cleaning Services 38,114 0 0 0 38,114
525610 Maintenance & Repairs Services-Building 29,175 0 0 0 29,175



EXHIBIT A -
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED ~ TOTAL RECUHﬁENDED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT SDESCRIPTION FTE MBUNI .FTE - AMOUNT FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT

BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND 7 -

Metro Center Management Account (continued)
525620 = Maintenance & Repairs Services-Grounds 4,495 0 0 0 i.495
525640 Maintenance & Repairs Services-Equipment 100 -0 0 0 100
525690 Mainterance & Repairs Services-Other 40,000 0 0 0 - 40,000
525731 Operating Lease Payments-Building 239,086 0 0 0 239,086
526200 Ads & Legal Notices 1,050 ] 0 0 1,050
524500 Travel ' 500 0 0 0 500
526700  Temporary Help Services 1,380 0 0 0 1,380
524800 Training, Tuition, Conferences 1,000 0 0 0 1,000
528100 License, Pernits, Payments to Other Agencies 250 0 0 0 250
528310 Real Property Taxes 16,400 0 0 0 16,600
529500 Meetings 100 0 0 0 100
529800 Niscel laneous 50 0 0 0 50
Total Materials & Services 538,420 0 0 0 538,420
Capital Outlay -

574570 Construction Work/Materials-Leasehold Inp. 110,000 0 0 0 110,000
"Total Capital 0utlai 110,000 0 0 0 110,000 .
: fﬂlAl. éXPENDlIURES 2.10 731,699 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 2.10 731,699

Page A-6



. EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (RgviSEd 2/27/91)

! " CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENOED -

FISCAL YEAR 1990-9A1A BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION

ACCOUNT #DESCRIPTION | FIE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE _AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT

BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND
Sears Facility Construction Account

Personal Services
511121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Construction Manager
~ Project Coordinator
Senior Management Analyst
Assistant Managesent Analyst
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
] Adeinistrative Secretary 0 0.20 5,744 0 0.20 5,744  0.20 5,744
511235 WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part tine)

0.35 19,140 (0.25) (13,671) -0.10 5,469 0.10 5,449
0.10 5,852 0.10 5,852 0.20 11,704  0.20 11,704
. 15,756 0 0.0 15,756  0.40 15,756 .
0.30 9,207 0 0.30 9,207 0.30 9,207

[— 3N — 2 — N — ]

0.20 4,630 (0.20)  (4,630) o 0

Engineering.Aide 0 )

512000  FRINGE ' : 0 _ 17,926 (3,616) 13,910 13,910

" Service Reiunbursement-Norkers® Compensation 0 1,176 0 ' 1,176 o 1,178

Total Personal Services : ' 0.00 0 1.55 79,031 (0.35)  (16,065) 1.20 62,966 1.20 62,966

Materials & Services
521100 office Supplies 0 500 0 500 500
521110 Computer Software 0 500 0 500 500
521220 Custodial Supplies 0 500 0 500 500
521240 Graphics/Reprographic Supplies 0 2,500 0 2,500 2,500
521260 Printing Supplies 0 500 0 500 500
524190 ° Misc. Professional Services 0 298,000 0 298,000 298,000
525100 Utilities 0 30,000 0 30,000 . 30,000
526100 - [Insurance 0 25,000 0 25,000 25,000
526200 Ads & Legal Notices 0 1,500 0 1,500 1,500
526310 Printing Services 0 10,000 0 10,000 10,000
525710 Equipment Rental 0 1,500 0 1,500 1,500
526410 Telephone 0 1,500 -0 1,500 © 1,500
526420 Postage 0 1,000 -0 - 1,000 1,000
526440 Delivery Services 0. 0 500 500

500
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EXHIBIT A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A-
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

_ CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED " TOTAL RECDHHENDEU
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REUISIO_N REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT 3DESCRIPTION FIE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND
Sears Facility Construction Account (continued)

528500 Travel 0 1,500 0 i .506 1,500
526700 Temporary Help Services 0 1,500 0 1,500 1,500
528100 ° License, Pernits, Paynents to Other Agencies 0 95,000 0 95,000 95,000
528310 Real Property Taxes 0 55,000 0 55,000 55,000
529500 Neetings (] 500 0 500 500
Total Materials & Services 0 527,000 - 0 527,000 527,000

Capital Outlay
571100 Purchases-Land/Building 0 5,150,000 0 5,150,000 5,150,000
571300 Purchases-Buildings, Exhibits & Related 0 30,000 (30,000) 0 0
571500 Purchases-0ffice Furniture & Equipment 0 5,000 (5,000) 0 0
574110 Constriiction Management 0 237,500 (237,500) 0 0
574120 Architectural Services 0 550,000 (500,000) 50,000 50,000
574130 Engineering Services _ 0 20,000 0 20,000 20,000
574190 Other Construction Services 0 100,000 (90,000) 10,000 10,000
574510 Construction Work/Materials-Gther than Buildings 0 1,000,000 (1,000,000) 0 0
574520 Construction Work/Materials-Buildings 0 2,500,000 (2,500,000) 0 0
Total Capital Outlay: 0 9,392,500 (4.362.500) 5,230,000 5,230,000
_ TOTAL EXPENDITURES 0.00 0 1.55 10,198,531 (0.35) (4,378,565) 1.20 5,819,946 1.20 ' 5,819,966

Page A-8



~ EXHIBIT A

" ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

/ SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
, CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECONMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 "~ BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT $DESCRIPTION ‘ FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND '
General Expenses
COntingency-énd Unappropriated Balance
599999  Contingency 50,000 500,000 4,378,565 4,878,565 4,928,565
599990 Unappropriated Balance 25,000 2,321,157 0 . 2,321,157 - 2.346,ISZ
Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance 75,000 2,821,157 4,378,565 7,199,722 7,274,122

TOTAL EXPENDITURES . 2.0

806,699 0.0 13,019,568

Page A-9

0.00

0 0.00 13,019,488

2.10 13,826,387



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

ACCOUNT $DESCRIPTION _ FIE

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED ToTAL RECOHHENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION - REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
AHOUNT  FTE AMOUNT

FIE . AMOUNT FIE . ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT

INSURANCE FUND

299000

361100

392010
392120
392140
392142
392531
392550
392558
392559
392610
392750
393531

Resources

Fund Balance

" Interest on Investaents

Service Reimbursesents-Norkers® Compensatio
From General Fund :
Fron Support Service Fund
From Building Management Fund
Fron Zoo Operating Fund
Fron Zoo Capital Fund
From Solid Waste Revenue Fund
From Transportation Planning Fund
From Planning & Development Fund
From Saith & Bybee Lakes Trust Fund
Froa Conv. Center Project Mgat. Fund
From Conv. Center Project Capital Fund
From Metro ERC Management Pool Fund
From Spectator Facilities Operating Fund
From Oregon Conv. Center Operating Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Gen’l Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Zoo Oper. Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Transportation

Trans. Indirect Costs froa Planning & Develop.

Trans. Indirect Costs from S.W. Revenue Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from OCC Operating Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Conv. Cnt. Mgat. Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Conv. Cnt. Cap. Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Support Svs. Fund

Trans. Indirect Costs from Spec. Fac. Fund

Trans. Direct Costs from S.N. Revenue Fund

Total Resources

2,959,435 0

276,155 12,500
0 12,672
0 10,937
0 2,416
0 95,566
0 1,253
0 72,0M
0 . 21,387
0 12,515
0 3
0 798
0 © 1,952
0 8,908
0 70,335
0 21,229

8,804 . 0
173,215 0
5,897 0
5,897 0
16,267 0
7,154 0
626 0
2,09 0
26,762 0
114,822 0
500,000 0

4,189,790 79N

Page A-10

[— N —]

0
12,500

12,872
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72,071
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2,959,435
289,255

12,672
10,937
2,416
95,56
1,253
72,0M
21,307
2,515
3
798
1,952
8,988
70,335
21,229
6,804 -
173,275
5,897
5,897
16,267
7154
626 -
2,09
26,762
114,822
500,000

4,564,720



EXHIBIT A,
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

"SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

: CURRENT ADU.PTED PROPOSED RECOMNENDED TOTAL RECOMMENOED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET - REVISIUH REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT $DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT | FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
INSURANCE FUND (continued)
Materials & Services .
LIABILITY AND CASUALTY PROGRAM
521320 Dues ' 1,400 ] -0 0 1,600
524190 Nisc. Professional Services 20,000 0 0 0 20,000
526100 Insurance 382,000 0 0. 0 382,000
529810 Claias Paid 50,000 0 0 0 50,000
WORKERS COMPENSATION PROGRAM .
- Medical Expenses Paid 0 112,104 0 112,104 112,104
Time Loss Expenses Paid 0 102,731 0 102,731 102,731
Reserves Paid 0 160,095 9 160,095 160,095
Total Materials & Services 453,400 374.930 0 374,930 828,530
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance
599999 Cont ingency 529,769 0 0 0 529,749
599990 Unappropriated Balance 3,206,421 0 0 0 3,206,421
Total Contingency & Unapp. Balance 3,736,190 0 0 0 * 3,735,190
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 4,189,790 374,930 374,930 4,564,720
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMNENCED TOTAL ' RECOMNENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 : . BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION _ ) FTE Q\HOUNT FTE ANOUNT  FITE AMOUNT FTE *  AMOUNT FTE AMOUNT
100 OPERATING FUND
Personal Services
: - TOTAL SALARIES AND WAGES 4,151,226 0 0 0 4,151,226
511400 ~ OVERTIME 97,392 0 0 . 0 97,392
512000  FRINGE ' 1,395,181 (95,566) 0. (95,566) 1,299,415
Service Reiunbursement-Workers’ Compensation 0 95,566 0 95,546 95,566
Total Personal Services ' _ 179.45 5,643,799 .0.00 : 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 179.45 5,643,799
All Other Fund Requirements 6,799,944 0 0 0 6,799,944
TOTAL EXPENDITURES ) 179.45 12,443,743 0.00 0 0.00 0 ‘ 0.00 0 179.45 12,443,743
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"EXHIBIT A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

Page A-13

! ' CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOHHEN'DEBV - TOVAL RECOMMENODED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-911 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FTE. ANOUNT  FTE ~ AMOUNT  FTE “AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
100 CAPITAL FUND
Resources
299000 ' Fund Balance 4,715,764 535,000 | 0 535,000 5,250,744
. 381100 Interest on Investaents 282,946 20,000 0 20,000 302,946
365100. Donations & Bequests 925,000 0 0 0 925,000
TOTAL RESOURCES 5,923,710 355,000 0. $55,000 6,478,710
Personal Services
S1t121 SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (Full time) .
Construction Coordinator 1.00 52,081 0 0 0 1.00 52,061
SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (Part Time)
Secretary 0.50 9,039 0 0 0 0.5 9,039
. 512000  FRINGE 17,19 (1,253) 0 (1,253) 16,466 .
‘ Service Rejumbursement-Workers' Compensation 0 1,253 0 1,253 1,253
Total Personal Services 1.50 78,819 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 1.5 78,819
Haterialé § Services
. 521100 - Office Supplies 468 0 0 0 448
521110 Coaputer Software 94 0 0 0 N
521320 Dues 104 0 0 0 104
526500 °  Travel 98 0 0 0 988
- 526800 Training,Tuition § Conferences 515 0 0 0 515
Total Materials & Services 2,569 0 0 .0 2,569



EXHIBIT A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

RECOHMENDED

TOTAL

Page A-14

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET " REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION ' ' FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE - AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
700 CAPITAL FUND (continued)
Capital Projects
571500 Purchases-0ffice Furniture & Equipment 2,184 0 0 0 2,184
* ALASKA EXHIBIT '
574190 other Construction Services 2,600 0 0. 0 2,600
© MISC. EXHIBIT IMPROVEMENTS - :
574120 Architectural Services 15,000 0 0 0 15,000
574130 Engineering Services 4,000 0" 0 0 4,000
574520 Const. Work/Materials-Bldgs, Exhibits & Rel. 104,000 0 0 0 106,000
UPDATE MASTER PLAN A
574120 Architectural Services 100,000 0 0 0 100,000
AFRICA RAIN FOREST
574120 Architectural Services 77,000 0 0 0 77,000
574130 Engineering Services 23,000 0 0 0 123,000
574190 Other Construction Services ' o
574520 Const. Work/Materials-Bldgs, Exhibits & Rel. 3,045,181 555,000 0 555,000 3,620,181
RESEARCH AND PROPAGATION CENIEI_!
574120 Architectural Services 8,000 0 0 0 8,000
574130 Engineering Services 2,000 0. 0 0 2,000
574520 Const. Work/Materials-Bldgs, Exhibits & Rel. 115,000 0 0 0 115,000
MINI TRAIN/TROLLEY : '
574130 Engineering Services 50,000 0 0 0 50,000
574520 Const. Work/Materials-Bldgs, Exhibit & Rel. 200,000 0 0 0 200,000
Total Capital Projects 3,769,965 955,000 0 555.000 4,324,965 -
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance = -
599999 Contingency o 166,057 0 0 0 - 166,057
$99990 Unappropriated Balance 1,904,300 0 0. 0 1,906,300
Tatal Contingency and Unappropriated Balance 2,072,357 0 0 0 2,072,357
TOTAL REQUIREMENTS ' 1.50 5,923,710 ﬁ.00 ' 555,000 0.00 0 0.00 555,000

1.50 4,478,710



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

_ CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECONMENDED. TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 ’ BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FIE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND
Resources
Fund Balance :
¥ Construction Account 11,880,239 0 0 0 11,880,239
¥ Reserve Account 2,850,000 0 0- 0 2,850,000
341500 Documents & Publications 2,381 0 0 - 0 2,381
3N Disposal Fees-Commercial 18,602,773 0 0 0 18,402,773
343115 Disposal Fees-Public 1,356,507 0 0 0 1,356,507
N2 User Fees-Comsercial 17,202,285 0 0 0 17,202,285
343125 User Fees-Public ‘ 1,295,889 0 0 0 1,295,889
343131 Regional Transfer Charge-Commercial 3,136,994 0 0 0 3,136,994
343135 Regional Transfer Charge-Public 277,187 0 0 0 217,167
343151 Rehabilitation & Enhanceaent Fee-Commercial 120,382 0 0. 0 120,382
343155 Rehabilitation & Enhancement Fee-Public 6,670 0 0 0 6,670
343164 Nitigation Fee-Commercial 126,473 0 0 0 126,473
343165 Nitigation Fee-Public 23,791 0 0 0 23,71
337 Host Fees-Commercial 133,704 0 0 0 133,704
3175 Host Fees-Public " 5,295 0 0 0 5,255
343211 0EQ - Orphan Site Account - Commercial 341,607 0 0 0 341,607
343215 DEQ - Orphan Site Account - Public 35,449 0 (] 0 35,449
343221 DEQ - Promotional Progran - Commercial 520,326 0 0 0 520,326
343225 DEQ - Promotional Program - Public . 46,594 0 0 0 46,5
343180 Special Waste Fee : 278,667 0 0 0 278,667
343200 Franchise Fees 1,143 0 0 .0 1,143
343300 Salvage Revenue 6,000 0 0 0 6,000
343900 Tarp Sales 762 -0 0 0 762
347220 Sublease Incoae 5,714 0 0 0 5,714
361100 Interest on Investaents 3,215,617 ] 0 0 3,215,617
3563000 Finance Charge 50,000 0 0 0 50,000
375000 Pass Through Debt Service Receipts 0 2,318,085 0. 2,318,085 2,318,085
379000 Other Miscellaneous Revenue 8,817 0 0 0 8,817
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_ EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-3708
SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENOED TOTAL RECOMMENOED -

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION 7 FTE AMOUNT - FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND (continued)

391251 Trans. Resources froi Conv. Ctr. Debt Srv. Fund 4,756 0 0 0 4,756
391530 . Trans. Resources from S.W, Oper. Fund 8,500,000 0 0 0 8,500,000
391534 Trans. Resources from S.W. Capital Fund 3,690,000 0 0 0 3,590,000
391535 .- Trans. Resources from St. Johns Reserve Fund 26,375,520 0 0 0 26,375,520
393768 Trans. Divect Cost from Rehab. - Enhance. 4,483 0 0. 0 4,483
Total Resources 100,105,965 2,318,085 0 2,318,085 102;424.050
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EXHIBIT A
. ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
* SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECONNENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE -~ AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND
Operating Account
Personal Services
13121 - SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) _ 0 0 0 0 0
Dir. of Solid Waste Planning 1.00 .75,484 0 0 - 0 1.00 75,484
Budget and Finance Manager ' ~1.00 56,318 0 0 0 1.00 56,318
Engineering Manager 1.00 48,646 0 0 0 1.00 48,646
Facilities Superintendent 1.00 45,815 0 0 0 1.00 45,815
Sr. Engineer - 2,00 76,208 0 0 0 2.00 76,208
Assoc. Engineer 2.00 45,826 0 0 0 2.00 45,826
Sr. Solid Waste Planner 5.00 202,027 0 0 0 5.00 202,027
dssoc. Solid Waste Planner . 8.00 273,548 0 0 0 8.00 273,548
Sr. Management Analyst - 4,00 160,573 0 0 0 4.00 140,573
Assoc. Management Analyst ‘ 1.00 32,913 0 0 0 1.00 32,913
Asst. Management Analyst 1.00 34,590 0 0 ¢ 1.00 34,590
Assoc. Public Affairs Spec. - 1.00 32,913 0 0 0 1.00 32,913
Adwinistrative Assistant 1.00 28,434 0 0 0 1.00 28,434
Waste Reduction Manager 1.00 46,352 0 0 0 1.00 46,352
Site Supervisor 3.00 67,057 0 0 0 3.00 67,087
Hazardous Waste Specialist 2.00 34,500 0 0 0 2.00 34,500
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) 0 0 0 0 0
Aduinistrative Secretary 1.00 23,404 0 0 0 1.00 23,404
Secretary 2.00 36,457 -0 0 8 2. 36,657
Program Assistant 2 ) 1.00 23,404 0 0 0 1.00 23,404
Program Assistant 1 . 4.00 . 75,293 0 0 0 4.00 76,293
Hazardous Waste Technician 4.00 56,722 0 0 0 4.00 56,722
Scalehouse Clerk 15.00 209,115 0 0 0 15.00 209,115
0ffice Assistant . 1.00 17,456 0 0 0 1.00 17,456
511225  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time) _ 0 0 0 0 0
Office Assistant . 1.00 16,273 0 0 0 1.00 15,273
0 0 0 175 456,001

Scalehouse Clerk , 1.75 46,001
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

. ~ CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENOED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FIE AMOUNT  FTE - AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SOLID lthlE REVENUE FUND
Operating Account (continued)
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time) -0 0 0 0 - ‘ 0
: Temporary ' ’ 2,056 0 0 0 2,056
511400  OVERTIME : 23,841 0 0 0o - 23,841 .
512000 _ FRINGE : < - 651,632 (71,166) 0. (71,166) 580,466
Service Reiumbursement-Workers® Compensation - 0 71,166 (] 71,186 71,1686
Total Personal Services v , 85.75 2,464,078 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 65.75 2,464,078
All Other Operating Account Requirements 33,619,831 ' 0. 0 0 33,619,831
0.00

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 65.75 36,083,909 0.00 0 0.00 -0
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

) | : " CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECONMENOED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION

ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION ~FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE -~ AMOUNT FTE AHOUNT  FTE ANOUNT

SOLID WASTE REVENUE: FUND
Construction Account

Personal Services

511121 ~ SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) : . : ) :
Construction Coordinator 1.00 454,399 0 ' 0 » 0 1.00 46,399

512000  FRINGE 14,848 © (905) 0 (905) 13,943
Service Reiuabursement-Workers® Compensation 0 905 0 905 905
Total Personal Services ' ’ 1.00 61,247 0.00 0 0.00 ~ 0 0.00 0 1.00 61.?47

Capital Outlay

] METRO EAST
574130 Engineering Services S 50,000 0 0 "0 50,000
574520 Const, Work/Materials-Bldgs, Exhibits & Rel. 12,300,000 0 0 0 12,300,000
Total Capital Outlay 12,350,000 0 0 0 12,350,000
Total Requirements 1.00 12,411,247 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 1.00 12,411,247
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

. CURRENT ADCPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENOED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS . FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION . FIE AHOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT . AMOUNT  FTE anuuni
SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND
Haster Project Account
Requirenents '
Reidel Compost Facility-Series A (i)
533220 Revenue Bond-Interest . 0 1,933,085 0. 1,933,085 1,933,085
Reidel Compost Facility-Series One (2) .
533220 Revenue Bond-Interest 0 385,000 0 385,000 385,000
Total Requirements : 0 ’ 2,318,085 0 2,318,085 2,318,085

(1) The Series A Bonds bear interest at a floating rate. The interest component of the debt service liability
has been estimated with an average interest rate of 7 percent. An additional 10 percent of estimated FY 1990-91
interest due has been included to coapensate for variances in rates. Metro’s obligation to pay debt service on
the Series A Bonds is linited to the Loan Repayments received from Riedel (see Solid Waste Revenue Fund
Resources, account nuaber 375000 - Pass through Debt Service Receipts). At such time as the Compost Facility -
begins processing waste, Metro will pay a tip fee per ton which will include an element related to debt service
on the Series A Bonds. This tip fee obligation, is budgeted in the Operating Account, Operations Division, line
iten 526610 - Disposal Operations. Only one month tip fee obligation has been budgeted for FY 90-91.

(2) The Series One Bonds bear interest at a floating rate. The interest component of the debt service liability
has been estimated with an average interest rate of 7 percent. An additional 10 percent of estimated FY 1990-91
interest due has been included to compensate for variances in rates. Metro’s obligation to pay debt service on
the Series One Bonds is limited to the Loan Repayments received from Riedel (see Solid Waste Revenue Fund
Resources, account number 375000 - Pass through Debt Service Receipts).
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMNENDED TOTAL RECOMNENDED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 ' BUDGETY " REVISION " REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT § DESCRIPTION ’ - FIE ﬁHUUNT FIE AMOUNT  FTE "~ AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANMOUNT
SOLID WASTE REVENEUE GENERAL EXPENSES
Interfund Transfers-

GPERATING ACCOUNT . :

581610 - Trams. Indirect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 1,475,534 0 0 0 1,475,534

581513 Trans. Indirect Costs to 8ldg. Fund 107,408 0 0 . 0 "+ 107,408

581815 Trans. Indirect Costs to Insurance Fund 46,287 0 0 0 46,267

§82513 Trans. Resources to 8ldg. Fund ) 25,000 4,744,339 (4,744,339) 0 25,000

582140 Trans. Resources to Transport. Plan. Fund 208,153 - 0 0 0 208,153

582142 Trans. Resources to Plan. § Developst Fund 1,092,112 0 0 0 1,092,112

582748 Trans. Resources to Rehab. § Enhance. Fund 133,405 0 0 0 133,405

583610 Trans. Direct Costs to Supp. Svs. Fund 147,474 0 0 0 147,414

583615 Trans. Direct Costs to Insurance Fund 500,000 0 0 0 -~ 500,000

Total Interfund Transfers ‘ 3,735.353_ '4;744.339 (4,744,339) 0 3,735,353
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance

599999  Contingency . 2,221,798 0 0 ) . 0 2,221,798

599990  Unappropriated Fund Balance 31,671,463 (4,744,339) 4,744,339 . 0 31,671,483

Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance 33,893,261 (4,744,339) 4,744,339 0 33,893,261

"All Other Fund Requirements A 13,982,195 0 0 0 13,982,195

TOTAL REVENUE FUND EXPENDITURES 66.75 100,105,965 0.00 2,318,085 0.00 -0 0.00 2,318,085 66.75 102,424,050

Page A-21



_ EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91

-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

. Pége A-2

2

. CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMNENDED TOTAL RECOMMENOED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
" ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE - ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
- TRANSPORTATION PLANNING FUND
Personal Services
Sit121 SALARIES REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) ‘ .
Transportation Director 1.00 67,714 0 0 0 1.00 87,714
Trang. Planning Manager 1.00 53,959 0 0 0 1.00 53,959
Technical Manager 1.00 55,729 0 0. 0 1.00 55,729
Regional Planning Supervisor 1.00 52,179 0 0 0 1.00 52,179
Trans. Planning Supervisor 3.00 142,855 0 0 -0 3.00 142,855
Senior Regional Planner 3.00 115,299 0 0 0 3.00 115,299
Senior Management Analyst 1.00 39,609 0 0 0 1.00 39,409
Senior Trans. Planner 4.00 145,042 0 0 0 4.00 145,042
Assoc. Trans. Planner 5.00 155,878 0 0 0 5.00 155,878
Asst. Trans. Planner ) 3.00 89,995 0 0 0 3.00 89,995
Asst. Regional Planner 2.00 54,32 0 0 0 2.00 54,324
) Adninistrative Assistant 1.00 29,921 0 0 g 1.00 29,921
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) 0 0 0 0 .0
Adninistrative Secretary 26,520 0 0 0 1.00 26,520
Secretary . - 21,840 0 0 0 1.00 21,840
Planning Technician 1.00 19,258 0 0 0 1.00 19,258
511225  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part tue) 0 0 0 0 0
Secretary 0.50 10,000 0 0 0 0.5 10,000
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time) 0 0 0 0 0
. Temporary 1.00 16,662 0 0 0 1.00 16,862
512000  FRINGE ' 340,003 (21,3087) -0 (21,387) 318,818
Service Relulburselent -Norkers’ Conpensatlon 0 21,387 0 21,387 21,387
Total Personal Services 30.50 1,436,787 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 30.50 1,436,787
All Other Fund Requirements 3,193,661 0 0 0 3,193,681
TOTAL EXPENDITURES : 30.50 4,830,448 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 30.50 4,830,448



EXHIBIT A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

o CURRENT "ADOPTED PROPOSED - RECONMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET . REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
"ACCOUNT & DESCRIPTION FIE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT FUND RESOURCES
~ Resources
331110 Federal Grants-Operating-Categorical-Direct
Natural Aveas 3 75,000 0 0 0 75,000
Natural Areas 4 ' 20,000 0 Q 0 20,000
331120 Federal Grants-Operating-Categorical-Indirect
. Soil Digitization \ 50,000 0 0 0 50,000
334210 State Grants-Operating-Non-Categorical-Direct - .
Water Quality 40,000 0 0 0 40,000
oLCD 25,000 0 0 0 25,000
Nat Areas 3 10,000 0. 0 0 * 10,000
Nat Areas 4 5,000 0 0 0 5,000
337210 Local 6rants-Operating-Non-Categorical-Direct
Parks, Natural Areas 3 ' 20,500 0 0 0 20,500
Soils Digitization 40,000 0 0 0 40,000
339100 Local Government Assessaent Dues 240,149 0 0 0 240,149 -
341310 UGB Fees 1,429 0 0 0 1,429
341500 Docusents & Publications © 9,5 0 0 0 9,524
341600 Conferences & Workshops 19,048 0 0 0 - 19,048
345100 - Donations and Bequests 12,500 0 0 0 12,500
391010 Trans. Resources from Gen'l Fund 695,423 0 0 0 495,423
391531 Trans. Resources from S.W. Rev. Fund 1,092,112 0 0 0 1,092,112
392140 Trans. Resources from Transportation Fund 111,582 0 0 0 111,582
Trans. Direct Costs from Lakes Trust Fund 0 3,556 0 3,556 3,556
Total Resources 2,467,267 3,33 0 3,554 2,470,823
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"EXHIBIT A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
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CURRENT ADOPTED ~ PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECONMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT % DESCRIPTION FTE _ AH[}UNT FIE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT FUND
Personal Services
511121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
" Director of Planning & Develop 1.00 62,220 0 0 0 1.00 62,220
Regional Planning Supervisor 2.00 91,511 0 0 0 2.00 91,511
Assoc. Solid Waste Planner 2.00 67,635 0 ) 0 0 2.00 " 67,635
Senior Regional Planner 4.00 160,067 0 0 0 4.00 160,067
Senior Management Analyst 4.00 147,527 0 0 0 4.00 147,527
Assoc. Regional Planner 0.50 17,194 0 0 6 0.5 17,194
Assoc. Management Analyst 1.00 34,862 0 0 ¢ 1.00 34,662 -
Administrative Assistant 1.00 - 28,501 0 0 0 1.00 28,501
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) ’ .
Adninistrative Secretary 1.00 23,459 0 0 0o 1. - 23,459
*Secretary 1.0 17,495 0 0 0 17,495
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time) ' ' ’
: Temporary Administrative Help 0.50 8,200 0 0 : 0 0.5 8,200
512000  FRINGE 0.00 204,448 (12,515) 0 (12,515) 0.00 191,953
Service Reiumbursement-Workers’Compensation  0.00 0 12,515 0 12,515 0.00 12,515
Total Personal Services 18.00 © 862,939 0.00 0 0.00 - 0 0.00 0 18.00 862,939
Materials & Services A
521100 - 0ffice Supplies 10,650 0 0 0 10,4850
521110 Computer Software. 7,955 0 0 0 7,955
521240 Graphics/Reprographic Supplies 7,500 0 N 0 0 1,500
. 521240 Printing Supplies 5,175 0 -0 0 5,175
521290 Prozotion Supplies 300 0 0 0 300
521310 Subscriptions 4,695 0 0 0 4,695
521320 Dues 3,325 ] 0 0 3,325 -
524190 Misc. Professional Services 874,159 0 0 0 874,159
525640 Maint. & Repairs Services-Equipment 7,550 0 0 0 7,550
525710 Equipment Rental 750 0 0 0

750
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CURRENT ADOPTED ' PROPOSED RECOHRENDED TOTAL RECOMMENOED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET . REVISION REUISIUNS' - REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # bESCRlPIlON‘ FIE ANOUNT  FTE . AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT FTE ANOUNT _FTE ANOUNT
PLANNING & DEVELGPMENT FUND (continued)
526200  Ads & Legal Notices 4,500 0 0 0 4,500
526310 Printing Services 45,000 0 0 0 -45,000
526320 Typesetting & Reprographics Services 9,000 -0 0 0 - 9,000
526410 Telephone 5,310 0 0 0 $,310
526420 Postage 15,000 0 0 0 15,000
526440 Oelivery Service 3,000 0 .0 0 3,000
526500 Travel 23,400 0 0 0 23,400
526700 Teaporary Help Services 2,500 . 0" 0 0 2,500
526800 Training, Tuition, Conferences 20,000 0 0 0 20,000
529500 Heetings 13,300 0 0 0 13,300
Total Materials & Services 1,064,049 0 0‘ A 0 1,064,049
Capital Outlay

571400 Purchases-Equipaent & Vehicles 17,050 - 0 0 0 17,050
571500 Purchases-0fFice Furniture & Equipaent 5,600 0 0 0 5,600
Total Capital Outlay 22,450 0 0 0 22,650

Interfund Transfers
581010 Trans. Indirect Costs to Gen'l Fund 298,485 0 0 0 298,485
581513 Trans. Indirect Costs to Bldg. Fund 41,96 0 0 0 41,946
581615 Trans. Indirect Costs to Insurance Fund 5,897 0 0 0 5,897
Total Interfund Transfers 348,328 | 0 0 0 38,328



EXHIBIT A ‘
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

RECOMMENDED

: CURRENT ADCPTED PROPOSED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET _ REVISION - REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT ¥ DESCRIPTION FIE . AMOUNT  FTE . ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FIE AMOUNT
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT FUND (continued)
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance
399999 Contingency 171,281 3,356 0 3,556 174,837
Total Contiﬁgency and Unappropriated Balance -;;;:;;;- _---;:;;; -------- (_)- ---;:;;;- , -;;;:l.!:;;-
TOTAL EXPENDITURES. 18.00 2,467,267 0.00 3,55 0.00 0 0.00 3,556 18.00 2,470,823
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' . CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED ~ RECOMNENDED TOTAL RECOMNENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT iDESCRlPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT FTE  AMOUNT FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SHITH AND BYBEE LAKES TRUST FUND
Resources ~
339200 Contract Services (Intergovernmental Agreeaent) 0 1,908,070 0 1,908,070 1,908,070 -
351100 " Interest on Investaents : 0 30,000 0 30,000 30,000
Total Resources 0 ' 1,938,070 0 ' 1,938,070 1,938,070
Personal Services
511121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEE (full time)
, Senior Regional Planner .0 0.5 18,495 0 0.50 16,495 0.50 16,495
512000  FRINGE _ 0 4,638 0 4,638 4,438
Service Reiunbursement-Workers® Compensation 0 31 0 k}} | K31 |
Total Personal Services T 0.00 0 0.50 21,444 0.00 0 0.50 21,444 0.50 21,444
Naterials & Services
521100 0ffice Supplies 0 1,200 0 1,200 1,200
S21110 Coaputer Software "0 1,000 0 1,000 1,000
524190 Misc. Professional Services 0 100,000 0 100,000 100,000
Total Materials & Services 0 102,200 0 102,200 102,200
Capital_ Outlay |
571100 Purchases - Land . 0 500,000 0 500,000 500,000
571500 Purchases-0ffice Furniture & Equipment 0 1,500 0 1,500 1,500
Total Capital Outlay 0 501,500 0 501,500 501,500
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENOED TOTAL RECONNENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 ~ BUDGET REVISION REVISI_BIIS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT $DESCRIPTION - FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT FTE . AMOUNT

SNITH AND BYBEE LAKES TRUST FUND (continued) A
Interfund Transfer '

583142 Trans. Direct Costs to Plan. & Devel. Fund 0 3,55 0 3,556 3,55
Total Interfurd Transfers Ty as v . as 3,55
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance

599999 Contingency 0 100,000 0 100,000 100,000

599990 Unappropriated Balance 0 1,209,370 0 1,209,370 - 1,209,370
otal Contingency & Unapp. Balance ;- ;:;6;:;;; --------- ;- " -;:;;;:;;;- I:;;;:;;;-

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 0.00

0 0.50 1,938,070 0.00
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" EXHIBIT A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91) -
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: ' CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECONMENOED TOTAL  RECOMNMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT 8 DESCRIPTION FI1E AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE _ AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
‘ CONVENTION CENTER PROJECT MANAGEMENT FUND
Personal Services
S11121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Project Manager 0.30 17,555 0.30 17,555
Senior Managesent Analyst 0.30 11,501 0.30 11,501
Assistant Management Analyst 0.20 4,138 0.20 6,138
s11221 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (Ffull time) :
: Adwinistrative Secretary 0.20 5,744 0.20 5,744
512000  FRINGE 12,281 (798) (798) 11,483
Service Reiusburseaent-Workers® Compensation 0 798 798 798
Total Personal Services 1.00 53,219  0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 1.00 53,219
ALL OTHER FUND REQUIRENENTS 273,304 0 0 0 273,304
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,00 324,523 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 1.00 325,523



* EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED

RECONMENDED
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FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION ‘ FIE AMOUNT AﬁUUNT FTE - AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
CONVENTION CENTER PROJECT CAPITAL FUND
Personal Services
~ SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Construction Coordinator 0.25 13,639 0.25 13,639
Project Manager 0.40 27,406 0.40 27,406
. Senior Management Analyst 0.90 37,502 0.90 37,502
Assistant Management Analyst : 0.40 13,776 0.40 13,778
WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Administrative Secretary 0.40 12,468 0.40 12,468
WAGES-TENPORARY ENPLOYEES (part time) A
Tenporary Professional Support 0.25 5,788 0.25 5,708
FRINGES 34,530 32,578
- Service Rejumbursement-Workers® Compensation 0 1,952
Total Personal Services . 2.60 145,129 2.0 145,129
ALL OTHER FUND REQUIREMENTS 13,533,623 - 13,533,623
. TOTAL EXPENDITURES _ 2.60 13,478,752 2.60 13,678,752



~ EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
* SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

' ' CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECONMENOED TOTAL RECONMENOED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 - BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION

ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION : FIE . _AHUUNI FIE AMOUNT  FTE -AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE  AMOUNT
* METRO ERC MANAGEMENT POOL FUND

Personal Services

511121 SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)

General Manager 1.00 - 80,000 0 0 0 1.00 80,000
Assistant General Manager 1.00 7,500 0 0 - 0 1.00 47,600
Convention Center Manager 1.00 45,000 0 0. 0 1.00 45,000
Assistant General Manager, Operation | 1.00 56,247 0 0 0 1.00 56,247
- Special Services Director 1.00 44,520 0 0 0 1.00 44,520
Adnissions Director 1.00 40,413 0 0 0 1.00 40,413
Controller 1.00 38,528 0 0 0 1.00 38,528
Manager, Technical Services 1.00 34,933 0 0 0 1.00 34,93
Systeas Adsinistrator 1.00 33,540 0 0 0 1.0 33,540
Adainistrative Assistant 1.00 . 33,220 0 0 0 1.00 3,220
R$D/Special Project 1.00 31,678 0 0 0 1.00 31,678
Graphics Coordinator 1.00 4,785 0 0 0 1.00 24,785
$11131  SALARIES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (full time) T .
Purchasing/Contracts Coordinator - ©0.50 15,839 0 0 0 0.5 15,0839
512000  FRINGE . 198,206 ) (8,988) 0 (8,988) © 189,218
Service Reiumburgesent-Workers® Compensation 0 8,988 0 8,988 8,988
Total Personal Services 12.50 764,509 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 12.50 764,509
Naterials & Services
524190  Misc. Professional Services 132,216 0 . 0 ' 0 132,216
526500 Travel ' ' 20,000 . 0 0 0 20,000
Total Materials & Services 152,216 0 0 0 152,216
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EXHIBIT-A

ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

'SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENOED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION .REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FTE ﬁHOUNi FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT . FTE AMOUNT
" OREGON CBKVENUUN CENTER OPERATING FUND RESOURCES
| Resources
OREGON CﬂNVfNIION CENTER OPERATIONS

299000 ~ Fund Balance 1,802,961 ~ 0 0 0 1,802,961
338100 Hotel/Motel Tax 2,900,000 0 0o - 0 2,900,000
347100 Adnissions/Ticket Sales 0 75,750 0 75,750 75,750
347220 Rentals-Building 648,084 74,421 0 74,42 1,122,505
347230 Rentals-Equipment ' 50,773 , 0 0 : 0 50,773
331 Food Service-Concessions/Food 1,071,375 209,325 0 209,325 1,280,700
- 347500 Merchandising 0 11,604 0 11,604 11,604
347600 utility Services 307,619 15,296 0 15,296 322,915
347900 Miscellaneous Revenue 0 14,500 0 14,500 14,500
361100 Interest on Investsents 142,300 0 0 0 142,300
365110 Event Sponsorship 0 183,458 -0 183,458 183,458
372100 Reisburseaents - Labor 182,851 0 0 0 182,851
374000 - Parking 383,326 0 0 0 383,326
Total Resources 7,489,289 984,354 0 984,354 8,473,643
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED . RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECORNENOED

" FISCAL YEAR l990-§l ‘ " E BUDGET REVISION ~ REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FTE AHOUH FTE _ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
HélRll ERC MANAGEMENT POOL FUND (continued)
| Contingency and Unappropriated Balance _
599999 Contingency | 95,000 0 0 0 95,000
Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance m;;:;)(-l; ----T---(-,- o (-l- T t.)- m;;:(-l;);
TOTAL EXPENDITURES - | . 12.50 1,011,725 0.00 0 0.00 | 0 '0.00 0 12.50 1,011,725
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91) .

' CURRENT ADGPTED - PROPOSED RECOMNENOED “TOTAL RECOMNENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT 8§ DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
OREGON CONVENTION CENTER OPERATING FUND
Personal Services
St121 SALARIES REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full tile) ‘ o
Narketing Manager/Director of Sales and Ma 1.00 36,643 0 0 0 1.00 34,643
Sales Associate 1.00 28,682 0 0 0 1.00 28,682
Event Coordinator 2.00 43,562 0 0 0 2.00 43,562
Event Manager 1.00 34,932 0 0 0 1.00 34,932
Chief Engineer 1.00 35,643 0 0 0 1.00 35,643
Electrician 1.00 33,2200 0. 0 0 1.00 33,220
Operating Engineer 2.75 71,580 0 0 0 2.75 71,580
Set-up Superintendent 0.92 25,126 0 0 0 0.9 25,126
» Utility Technician 2.00 54,622 0 0 0 2.00 54,622
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Secretary 2.00 39,090 0 0 0 2.00 39,090
Bookkeeper 1.00 23,631 0 0 0 1.00 23,631
Clerical/Receptionist 3.3 57,036 0 0 0 3.3 57,036
Lead Engineer/Nechanic 0.92 30,562 0 0 0 0.92 30,562
Naintenance/Utility Lead 16.50 350,064 0 0 0 18.50 350,084
Security Watch staff- 5.83 91,222 0 0 0 5.83 91,222
Sound/Audio Visual Technician 1.00 24,784 0 0 0 .1.00 24,784
Supervisor 1.83 45,355 0 0 0 1.83 45,355
Telephone Systes Coordinator 0.92 25,126 0 0 0 0.92 25,126
utility Maintenance 1.83 47,60 0 0 0 1.83 47,61
: utility-6rounds 2.75 54,225 0 0 0 2.75 54,225
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part tise) :
‘ Secretary/Receptionist 1.50 26,915 0 0 0 1.5 26,945
Operations Workers 5.00 72,800 0.71 10,406 0 on 10,406 S5.71 083,208
Facility Security 1.5 271,249 0 0 -0 1.5 27,209
Data Entry Clerk 1.00 16,388 0 0 0 1.00 16,388
Box Office Supervisor 0.41 10,156 0 0. 0 0.4 10,156
Ticket Sellers 1.64 25,560 0 0 0 1.8 25,540
Head Gate Attendant 0.41 8,307 0 0 0 0.41 8,307
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EXHIBIT A
_ OROINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

0IAL RECONNENDED

‘ CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED .

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION

ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION . FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
OREGON CONVENTION CENTER OPERATING FUND (continued)
Gate Attendant 2.5 - 3B,MU5 0.5 8,654 0 0.5 8,654 2.80 43,799
Uniforaed Security Supervisor - 0.82 17,892 0 -0 : 0 0.8 17,892
Uniformed Agent 2.46 44,065 0.48 12,098 0 0.8 12,098 3.14 56,163
Nedical Specialist 0.56 12,138 0 0 0 0.5 12,138
512000  FRINGE 468,137 (13,439) 0 (13,439) 454,498
Service Reiuabursement-Workers® Compensation 0 21,229 0 21,229 21,229
Total Personal Services 68.13 1,918,520 1. 38,948 .0.00 0 19 38,948 70.07 1,957,468
Naterials & Services

521100 office Supplies 6,000 0 0 0 4,000
521290 Other Supplies 70,500 0 0 0 70,500
521292 Small Tools 4,000 0 0 0 4,000
521310 Subscriptions 215 0 0 0 215
521320 Dues 4,770 0 0 0 4,770
524120 Legal Fees 3,000 0 0 0 3,000
524130 Pronotion/Public Relations 74,288 0 0 0 74,288
524190 Nisc. Professional Services 1,403,415 740,113 0 740,113 2,143,528
525110 Utilities-Electricity 266,200 0 0 ' 0 266,200
525120 Utilities-Nater and Sewer 30,300 0 0 0 30,300
525130 Utilities-Natural Gas 92,000 0 0 0 92,000
525190 Utilities-Other : 11,500 0 0 0 11,500
525610 Maintenance § Repair Services-Building 1,000 0 0 0 41,000
525640 Maintenance § Repair Services-Equipment 20,000 0 0 -0 20,000
525710 Equipsent Rental 20,000 0 0 0 20,000
525720 Building Rental 7,500 0 0 )] 7,500
526200 Ads & Legal Notices 15,820 0 0 0 15,820
526310 Printing Services 55,000 0 0 0 55,000
526320 Typesetting and Reprographics 5,800 0 0. 0 5,800
526410  Telephone 71,200 0 0 0 7,200
526420 Postage 16,380 0 0 0 16,360
526440 Delivery Service %0 . : 0 0 0 %0
526500 . Travel 19,195 . 0 0 0 19,195
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CURRENT ADOPTED = PROPOSED RECOMMENOED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
" ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  'FTE AMOUNT  FTE AHﬂUNT FIE AMOUNT  FTE ~ AMOUNT
OREGON CONVENTION CENTER OPERATING FUND (continued)
526690 .Concession/l:atering Contract 906,065 183,323 0 183,323 1,089,368
524691 Parking Contract 40,841 0 0 0o 40,841
526800 ©  Training, Tuition, Conferences 8,849 0 0 0 8,869
526910 Uniforas and Cleaning 20,500 0 0 0 20,500
529500 Heetings 4,500 0 0 0 4,500
$29800 Miscel laneous 7,000 -0 0 0 7,000
529835 External Promotion Expenses 12,600 0 0 0 12,600
531100 Capital Lease Payments-Office Equipment 9,275 0 0 0 9,278
Total Materials & Services 3,268,073 v 923,436 0 923,436 4,191,509.
Capital OQutlay
571400 _Purchases - Equiplent'and Vehicles 55,000 0 0 0 55,000
571500 Purchases - Office Furniture and Equipment 123,000 0 0 0 123,000
574520 Construction Work/ Building 22.0q0 0 0 0 22,000
Total Capital Outlay_ 200,000 0 0 0 200,000
Interfund Transfers
581510 Trans. Indirect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 193,633 0 0 0 193,633
581615 Trang. Indirect Cost to Insur. Fund 1,154 0 0 -0 71,154
- 582751 Trans. Resources to MERC Managesent Pool 373,495 0 0 0 . 373,895
583510 Trans. Direct Costs to Support Svs. Fund 30.(590 0 0 0 30,590
Total Interfund Transfers 449,072 o 0 0 0 669,072



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
“ SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

- CURRENT AUﬂPTEO PROPOSED RECOMNENOED TOTAL " RECOMNENDED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS _ FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION . FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE "AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT

OREGON CONVENTION CENTER OPERATING FUND (continued) |
Contingency and Unappropristed Balance

599999 Contingency _ 300,000 | 0 0 0 300,000
599990 Unappropriated Balance _ 1,133,624 2!.970 0 21,970 1,155,594
Total Contingency aﬁd Unappropriated Balance ;:;:-!;.;;;- | ---;;-.;;; --------- (-)- . ---;-';;;- I:;;;.;;;-
TOTAL EXPENDITURES ' 48.13 7,489,289 1.9 984,354  0.00 o 0 1IN 984,354 70.07 8,473,603
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PROPOSED
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CURRENT ADOPTED RECOMMENOED " T0TAL RECOMNENOED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS - FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT 8 DESCRIPTION FIE ~ AMOUNT FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES FUND REVENUE
Resources
COLISEUN
299000  Beginning Balance 2,615,000 0 0 0 2,515,000
37110 Users’ Fee 950,000 0 0 0 : 950,000
347220 Rentals-Building 1,500,000 0 0 0 . 1,500,000
unn Food Service-Concessions/Food 4,663,375 0 0 0 4,863,375
347500 Merchandising . 400,000 0 0 0 4007000
347600 Electrical Contract 55,000 0 0 0 55,000
347700 Commissions 140,000 0 0 0 140,000
347900 Niscellaneous Revenue 150,000 0 0 0 150,000
361100 Interest : 350,000 0 0 0 350,000
372100 Reinbursenents - Labor 596,742 0 0 0 596,742
374000 Parking 1,676,338 0 0 0 1,676,338
) CIVIC STADIUN
347110 Users® Fee 157,400 0 0 0 157,400
347220 Rentals-Building 175,000 ] 0 0 175,000
S un Food Service-Concessions/Food ~ 1,127,225 0 0 0 1,127,225
347500 Nerchandising ' 40,000 0 0 0 40,000
347700 Commissions 13,000 0 0 0 13,000
347900~ Miscellaneous Revenue 20,000 0 0 0 20,000
372100 Reimburgements - Labor 110,800 0 0 0 110,800
PERFORMING ARTS CENTER
347110 ~ Users® Fee’ 740,000 0 0 0 740,000
347220 Rentals-Building " 975,000 0 0 0 975,000
3731 Food Service-Concessions/Food 165,000 0 0 0 145,000
347500 Merchandising 75,000 0 0 0 75,000
. 347700 Comnissions : 495,000 0 0 0 495,000
347900 Miscellaneous Revenue 143,450 0 0 0 143,450
351100 ~  Interest , 40,000 ’ 0 0 0 40,000
372100 Reimbursesents -~ Labor 991,935 270,756 270,756 270,756 1,262,691
Total Resources 18,385,265 270,756 270,756 18,436,021



- EXHIBIT A
. - ORDINANCE NO, 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

RECOMNENOED

- CURRENT ADOPTED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET FOR ADOPTION

ACCOUNT & DESCRIPTION AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
Neaorial Coliseun
Personal Services
511121  SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time _ o
Coliseun/Stadium Manager 0.75 42,750 0 0 0 0.75 42,750
Accountant 1.00 34,932 0 0 0 1.00 34,932
Assistant Accountant 1.00 26,029 0 0 0 1.00 26,029
Assistant Oirector of Security 1.00 33,220 0 0 0 1.00 33,220
Admissions Assistant Director 1.00 33,280 0 -0 0 1.00 33,280
- Adnissions Supervisor 1.00 48,423 0 0 0 1.00 48,423
Event Manager 1.00 39,528 0 0 0 1.00 38,528
Customer Services Representative 3.00 74,444 0 0 0 3.00 74,444
Sales Manager 1.00 42,485 0 0 0 1.00 42,465
Prosotions Coordinator 1.00 30,137 0 0 0 1.00 30,137
Group Sales Coordinator 1.00 21,574 0 0 0 1.00 21,574
Sales Associate 1.00 26,029 0 0 0 1.00 26,029
Lead Engineer 1.00 33,220 0 0 0 1.00 33,220
Operations Engineer 4.00 126,548 0 0 0 4.00 126,548
Naintenance Section Superintendent 1.00 40,413 0 0 0 1.00 40,413
Set-Up Supervisor 2.00 55,993 0 0 0 2.00 95,993
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) :

: Bookkeeper 11 1.00 22,561 0 0 0 1.00 22,561
Bookkeeper 1 1.00 19,482 0 0 0 1.00 19,682
accounting Clerk 1.00 18,052 0 0 0 3.00 18,052
office Assistant 1.00 20,585 0 0 0 1.00 20,585
Switchboard/Receptionist 1.00 20,585 0 0 0 1.00 20,585
Data Entry Clerk 1.00 . 17,943 0 0 0 1.00 17,963
Marketing Staff Assistant 1.00 17,963 0 0 0 1.00 17,963
Security Watchman 2.00 - 37,540 0 0 0 2.00 37,548
Security Secretary 1.00 20,585 0 0 . 0 1.00 20,585
Marketing Secretary 1.00 20,585 0 0 0 1.00 20,585
Utility/6rounds 1.00 22,318 0 0 0 1.00 22,318
Utility Lead 15.00 346,948 0 0 0 15.00 345,948
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EXHIBIT A .
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMNENDED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT FTE - AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
Menorial Coliseum (continued) -
Utility Maintenance "3.00 67,372 0. 0 0 3.00 67,372
Set Up Staff Assistant . 1.00 23,631 0 0 0 1.00 23,631
511225  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time) 55.45 1,043,798 0 0 0 55.45 1,043,798
S11400  OVERTEME . 45,132 0 o - .0 5,132
o PRENIUN PAY . 8,519 [ 0 0 8,519
512000  FRINGE ‘ 814,036 (35,918) (3s,918) (38,918) . 177,120
Service Reinbursement-Workers’ Cospensation 0 - 36,918 36,916 A 38,916 38,916
Total Personal Services ' 108.20 3,295,848 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0108.20 3,295,848
ALl Other Memorial Coliseun Requirements 5,545,526 0 0 0 5,545,526
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 108.20 8,801,374 0.0 0 0.00 0 0.00 - 0108.20 8,841,374
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EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED

PROPOSED RECOMNENDED oML RECOMNENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS .- FOR ADOPTION
ACCGﬁHI | DESCRIPIiDN FIE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
Civic Stadiuw
Personal Services
St1121 SALhRIES-REGULAR EHPLOYEES‘(full tine)
Coliseun/Stadium Manager 0.25 14,250 - 0 0 0 0.25 14,250
Set-up Supervisor 1.00 30,137 0 0 0 1.00 30,137
, Adnissions Supervisor . 2.00 46,538 0 0 .0 2.00 46,538
511221 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES ( full time)
Utility Lead 2.00 46,800 0 0 0 2.00 46,800
Assistant Set-up Supervisor 1.00 28,682 0 0 0 1.00 28,482
. Security Watch Staff 1.00 18,782 0 0 0 1.00 18,782
511225  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time) 12.36 204,303 0 0 0 12,34 204,303
511400  OVERTINE 7,506 .0 0 0 7,506
PRENIUM PAY 307 0 0 0 . 307
512000  FRINGE 119,640 (5,426) (5,428) (5,426) 114,214
Service Reisbursement-Workers® Compensation - 0 5,426 5,428 5,428 5,426
Total Personal Services “19.41 516,945 0.00 0 0.00 0 0;00 0 19.81 516,945
All Other Civic Stadium Requivements 1,171,896 0 0 0 1,171,898
19.61 1,668,841 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 19.81 1,688,841

TOTAL EXPENDITURES
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. EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

_ SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED -
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. , TOTAL. RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
" ACCOUNT # DESCRIPTION - FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
Performing Arts Center
Personal Services
511121 - SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) : .
PAC Manager 1.00 54,881 0 0 . 0 1.00 54,881
Program Developaent Manager 1.00 39,478 0 0 0 1.00 39,478
Booking coordinator 1.00 26,029 0 0 0 1.00 26,029
PAC Events Director 1.00 35,650 0 0 0 1.00 36,650
Operations Engineer v 1.00 31,637 0 0 0 1.00 31,837
Stage/Operations Coordinator 1.00 33,220 0 0 0 1.00 33,220
Building Maintenance Supervisor - 1.00 30,137 0 0 0 1.00 30,137
‘Box Office Manager 1.00 27,31 0 0 0 1.00 27,311
Box Office Supervisor 4.00 92,382 .0 0 0 4.00 92,382
Customer Service Representative 2.00 44,135 0 . 0 0 2.00 44,135
511221  WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) . ‘ :
_Utility Lead 4.00 87,922 0 0 0 4.00 87,922
Switchboard/Receptionist 100 18,72 0 0 0 1.00 18,774
Adninistrative Secretary 1.00 - 20,585 0 0 0 1.00 20,585
Secretary - 1.00 19,74 0 0 0 1.00 18,774
Data Entry 1.00 17,963 0 0 0 1.00 17,963
Staff Assistant 1.00 . 22,561 0 0 0 1.00 22,51
~ Security Watchman 3.00 53,030 0 0 0 3.00 53,030
511235  WAGES-TEMPORARY ENPLOYEES (part time) 75.81 1,449,842 ' 225,630 225,630 225,630 75.81, 1,875,472
S11400  OVERTIME . 23,092 . -0 ' 0 0 ‘ 23,092
PRENIUN PAY 1,200 0 0 0 1,200
512000  FRINGE B ' 572,156 17,133 17,133 17,133 589,289 -
' Service Reinbursesent-Workers® Cospensation 0 27,993 - a,99 27,993 27,993
Total Personal Services ©101.61 2,701,759 0.00 . 270,756 0.00 270,756 0.00 270,756 101.81 2,972,515
" Materials § Services -
521100 Office Supplies 16,000 0 0 0 16,000
521290 Other Supplies 62,718 0 0 0 62,718



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
 SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

CURRENT MﬂPTfO PROPOSED ' RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 ’ BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
ACCOUNT § DESCRIPTION - FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE “AMOUNT FJE ~ AMOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND |
Perforaing Arts Center (continued)
521292 Small Tools ' 1,600 0 0 0 1,600
524130  Pronotion/Public Relation Services 60,400 0 0 0 60,400
524190 Misc. Professional Services 4,340 0 0 0 4,360
525110 Utilities-Electricity 198,000 0 0 - 0 198,000
525120 Utilities-Water and Sewer 16,484 0 0. 0 16,484
525130 Utilities-Natural Gas o 54,251 0 0 0 54,251
525190 Utilities-Other 12,038 0 0 0 12,038
525610 Maintenance & Repair Services-Building 81,775 0 0 0 81,775
525710 Equipaent Rental 16,612 0 .0 0 16,612
525720 Building Rental 94,200 0 0 0 94,200
526310 Printing Services 118,750 0 0 0 118,750
526410 Telephone _ : 59,060 0 0 0 - 59,040
526420 .  Postage 11,200 0 0 0 11,200
524500 Travel » . 7,000 0 0 0 7,000
‘526700 Temporary Help Services 13,300 0 0 - 0 13,300 -
524800 Training, Tuition, Conferences 2,300 0 0 0 2,300
526910 Uniforas and Cleaning . 17,118 0 0 0 17,118
528100 License, Pernits, Paysents to Other Agencies 18,887 0 0 0 18,887
529800 Miscel laneous 83,025 0 0 0 83,025
529835 External Promotion Expenses 125,000 0 0 0 125,000
Total Materials & Services 1,074,060 0 0 0 1,074,060
Capital Outlay
571400 Purchases - Equipaent and Vehicles 17,975 0 0 0 12,975
571500 Purchases - Office Furniture and Equipaent 4,300 0 0 0 6,200
574520 Construction Work/Materials - Buildings, Exhibits 288,300 0 0 0 268,300
Total Capital outlay _ 312,575 . 0 . 0 o 0 - 312,575
TOTAL EXPENDITURES ' 101.61 4,088,394 0.00 270,756 0.00 270,756 0.00 270,756 101.61 4,359,150
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. EXHIBIT-A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

RECOMMENOED

CURRENT ADOPTED PROPOSED RECOMMENDED 10T
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION REVISIONS REVISIONS FOR ADOPTION
| ACCOUNT 3 DESCRIPTION ' ' " FIE QHUUNT FIE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
General Expenses
Interfund Transfers
581610 Trans. Indirect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 312,486 0 0 0 312,486
581815 Trans. Indirect Cost to Insur. Fund 114,822 0 0 0 114,822
582751 Transfer Resources to Metro ERC Management Pool 603,030 0 0. 0 603,030
583610 Transfer Oirect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 45,885 0 0 0 45,885
Total Interfund Transfers 1,076,203 0 0 0 1,076,203
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance |
599999~ Contingency 665,000 0 0 0 665,000
599990 Unappropriated Balance 2,005,453 0 0 0 2,005,453
Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance 2,470,453 0 0 0 2,870,453

TOTAL SPECTATOR FACILITIES REIJUIRFHENIé 9.2 18,365,265 0.00 270,756 0.00 270,756 0.00 270,756 229.42 18,636,021
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EXHIBIT B
OROINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMMENDED T0TAL RECOMMENDED
APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION

GENERAL FUND

Council ‘ A ‘

Personal Services 373,323 0 0 -0 373,323

- Materials & Services 308,570 0 0 0 308,570

Capital Outlay - 3,800 0 0 0 3,800

 subtotal : . | 8560 0 0o 0 885,693

Executive Management

Personal Services : 41,987 0 0 0 441,987

Materials & Services T 172,816 0 0 0 172,816

Capital Outlay 4,400 0 : 0 0 4,400

Subtotal . 419,203 0 0 0, 619,203

General Expense

Interfund Transfers 1,863,737 0 0 0 1,863,737

Contingency 100,000 0 0 , 0 100,000

Subtotal . 1,963,737 0 0 0 1,963,737

Unappropriated Balance - 45,000 0 0o - 0 65,000
Total General Fund Requifelents - 3,333,633 0 0 0 3,333,433
SUPPORT SERVICES FUND

Finance & Adainistration :

Personal Services 1,569,883 0 0 0 1,569,883

Naterials & Services 940,004 0 0 0 940,004

Capital Outlay - 59,511 0 0 0 59,511

Subtotal ' 2,569,398 0 0 0 - 2,569,398
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EXRIBIT B
_ ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT ~ PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
‘ APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION ~  REVISION APPROPRIATION
SUPPORT SERVICE FUND (continued)
Personnel
Personal Services 7,427 0 0 0 347,427
Haterials & Services 31,445 0 - 0 0 31,445
Capital Outlay 8,036 0 0 0 8,036
Subtotal 386,908 0 0 L0 386,98 .
Office of General Counsel
Personal Services 296,913 0 -0 0- 296,913
Materials & Services 18,120 0 0 0 18,120
Capital Outlay 8,500 0 0 0 8,500
Subtotal 323,533 0 - 0 0 323,533
Public Affairs ' )
Personal Services 547,839 0 0 0 547,839
Materials & Services 98,661 : 0 0 0 98,641
Capital Outlay 12,748 0 0 0 12,768
Subtotal 659,268 ‘ 0 0 0 859,268
General Expense _
Interfund Transfers 275,899 0. 0 0 275,899
Contingency 132,118 _ o 0 0 132,116
Subtotal 408,015 S ) 0 0 408,015
Unappropriated Balance 30,000 0 0 0 30,000
Total Support Services Fund Requirements - 4,317,122 0 . 0 0 4.377.122
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EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT PROPOSED VRECUHHENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
APPRGPRIATION REVISION - REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND
Hetro Center Account‘ _ _
Personal Services 83,279 0 0 0 83,279
Materials & Services 538,420 0 0 0 538,420
Capital Outlay 110,000 0 0 0 110,000
Subtotal 731,699 0 0 0 731,899 .
Sears Facility Account : :

" Personal Services 0 79,031 (16,085) 62,966 62,986
Materials & Services 0 527,000 0 527,000 527,000
Capital Outlay 0 ) 9'592'500, (4,362,500) 5,230,000 5,230,000
Subtotal 0 10,198,531 (4,378,565) 5,819,966 5,819,966

General Expenses
Contingency 50,000 500,000 | .378,565 4,878,565 4,928,565
Unappropriated Balance 25,000 2,321,157 0 2,321,157 2,346,157 -
Subtotal 75,000 2,821,157 4,378,565 7,199,722 7,274,722

Total Building Management Fund Requirements 806,699 13,019,488 0 13,019,488 13,826,387
INSURANCE FUND

Naterials ¥ Services 453,400 A 374,930 0 374,930 828,930

Contingency 529,749 0 0 : 0 529,769

Unappropriated Balance 3,206,421 0 0 0 3,206,421

4,189,790 374,930 0 4,564,720

" Total Insurance Fund Requirements
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- EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMMENDED - TOTAL RECOMMENDED
* APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
100 OPERATING FUND
Adrministration :
Personal Services _ 614,906 0 0 0 614,906
Materials & Services 314,718 0 0 0 34,718
Capital Outlay : 7,679 0 6 0 - 7,679
subtotal | | 937,303 0 0 0 937,303
Animal Management ‘
Personal Services ' 1,691,662 - 0 .0 0 1,691,862
Materials & Services 343,187 0 0 0 343,187
Capital Outlay 14,500 0 0 0 14,500
Subtotal ) 2,049,349 (| 0 . 0 2,049,349
fFacilities Management : :
Personal Services 1,419,748 0 ; 0 - 0 1,419,748
Materials & Services 1,355,570 0 -0 0 1,355,570
Capital Uutlay_ ' 453,846 0 0. 0 453,848
Subtotal ) 3.229.16'4 0 0 - 0 3,229,164
Education ‘ . . :
Personal Services . 610,453 0 0 0 410,453
Materials & Services _ 297,859 0 0 0 297,859
‘Capital Outlay 39,050 0 0 0 39,050
 &¢&&1 : 947,342 , 0 . 0 0 947,362
Marketing ' : _
Personal Services 165,773 0 0 0 165,773
Materials & Services - 315,887 0 0 0 315,887
Capital Outlay ‘ . 5,950 ] 0 0 5,950
Subtotal 487,610 ’ 0 0 0 497,610
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EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
. "SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
~ SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMNENDED TOTAL . RECOMMENDED

APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
100 OPERATING FUND (continued)

Visitor Services _ : _
Personal Services . - 1,141,257 0 0 0 1,141,257
Materials & Services ' ‘ 1,118,888 0 0 0 1,118,888
Capital Outlay 64,051 0 0 0 64,051
Subtotal ' : 2,324,196 0. ’ 0 .0 2,324,196

General Expenses _ .

Interfund Transfers 783,999 0 0 0 783,999
Contingency 496,264 0 0 0 - 496,284
subtotal | | 1,260,263 0 0 0 1,280,289
Unappropriated Balance ' 1,188,496 . 0 0 0 1,180,496
Total Zoo Operating Fund Requirements 12,443,743 0 0 0 12,443,743
700 CAPITAL FUND

Personal Services : 78,819 . 0 0 0 78,819
Materials & Services 2,569 0 0 0 ' 2,569
Capital Outlay 3,769,965 555,000 0 555,000 4,324,985
Contingency . . 166,057 0 0 0 186,057
Unappropriated Balance 1,906,300 0 0 0 1,906,300

Total Zoo Capital Fund Requirements X 5,923,710 555,000 0 555,000 4,478,710
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EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

. CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL - RECOMMENDED
. APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION "REVISION APPROPRIATION
SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND
Adninistration
Personal Services- 334,895 0 0 0 334,895
Materials & Services 118,826 0 0 0 118,826
Subtotal 453,721 0 . 0 0 453,721
Budget and Finance _ :
Personal Services 320,045 0 0 0 320,065 - -
Materials & Services 284,850 0 0 0 284,850
Subtotal 404,915 0 0 0 604,915
Operations
Personal Services 747,200 0 0 0 747,200
Materials & Services 28,847,736 0 0 0 28,847,734
Subtotal 29,594,93 0 0 0 29,594,9%
Engineering and Analysis
Personal Services 428,843 0 0 0 428,843
Materials & Services 545,920 0 0 0 545,920
" Subtotal 974,763 0 0 0 974,763
Waste Reduction ‘
Personal Services 433,075 ) 0 0 0 433,075
Materials & Services 3,822,499 0 0 0 3,822,499
Subtotal 4,455,574 0 0 0 4,455,574
Debt Service Account
Debt Service 1,360,427 -0 0 0 1,360,427
subtotal 1,360,427 0 0 1,360,427
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" EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

. CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMMENDED T0TAL RECOMMENDED
. APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND (continued)
Landfill Closure Account : :
Capital Outlay 4,155,000 0 0 0 6,155,000
Subtotal ' "~ 6,155,000 0 0 0 6,155,000
Construction Account , | '
Personal Services 81,247 0. 0 R 81,247
Capital Outlay 12,350,000 0 0 0 12,350,000
Subtotal , 12,411,207 0 0 0 140,00
Renewal & Replacement Account
Capital Outlay ‘ ' 519,000 0 0 0 519,000
subtotal | o 519,000 0 0 0 519,000
general Account: ,
Capital Outlay 5,947,748 ‘ 0 0 0 5,947,768
subtotal 5,047,768 0 0 0 5,947,768
Naster Project Account . , ,
Debt Service . . 0 2,318,085 0 2,318,085 2,318,085
Subtotal _ 0 2,318,085 0 2,318,085 2,318,085
General Expense . :
Interfund Transfers : 3,735,353 4,744,339 (4,744,339) 0 3,735,353
Contingency ‘ . '2.221,798 0 0 -0 2,221,798
Subtotal . 5,957,151 4,744,339 (4,744,339) 0 5,957,151
Unappropriated Balance V 31,671,483 (4,744,339) 4,744,339 0 31,871,483
* Total ‘Solid Waste Revenue Fund Requirements 100,105,945 2,318,085 0 2,318,085 102,424,050
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_ EXHIBIT B

~ ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY-1990-91

CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMNENDED TOTAL RECOMNENDED

APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
SOLID WASTE OPERATING FUND
Interfund Transfers 8,500,000 0 0 0 8,500,000
Total Solid Waste Operating Fund Requiresents - 8,500,000 6 0 - 0 8,500,000
SOLID WASTE CAPITAL . FUND
Interfund Transfers ' 3,690,000 0 0 0 3,690,000
Total Solid Waste Capital Fund Requiresents 3,690,000 0 L 0 3,690,000
ST. JOHNS RESERVE FUND
Interfund Transfer : 26,375,520 V 0 0 0 26,375,520
Total St. Johns Reserve Fund Requirements - 26,375,520 ' 0 -0 26,375,520
REHABILITATION & ENHANCEMENT FUND
Haferlals § Services - _ 551,900 0 0 0 551,900
Contingency ' 4,483 0 0 0 4,483
Interfund Transfers 20,000 0 0 0 20,000
Unappropriated Balance : : - 1,652,019 0 0 0 1,652,019

Total Rehab. & Enhancement Fund Requirements 2,228,402 -0 0 .0 2,228,402
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EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT ~ PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED

APPROPRIATION  REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING FUND
Persdnal Services ‘ 1,436,787 0 0 - 0 1,436,787
Materials & Services 2,384,606 0 0 0 2,384,606
Capital Outlay 103,235 0 0 0 103,235
Interfund Transfers 594,497 0 0 0 . 594,497
Contingency 92,479 0 0 0 92,479
Unappropriated Balance 18,844 0 0 0 18,844
Total Transpprtation Planning Fund Requirements 4,630,448 0 0 0 4,630,448
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT FUND
Urban Growth Management :
Personal Services ' 465,607 0 0 0 465,407
Naterials & Services 869,234 0 0 0 849,234
Capital Outlay 11,100 0 (] 0. 11,100
Subtotal L s 0 0 0 1,159
Solid Waste Planning .
Personal Services K170 < S 0 0 - 0 397,332
Materials & Services 394,835 : 0 0 0 - 394,835
Capital Outlay - 11,550 0 0 0 11,550
Subtotal 803,717 0 0 0 803,717
General Expenses '
Interfund Transfer , . 346,328 0. ' 0 0 344,328
_Contingency 171,281 ‘ 3,556 0 ' 3,556 174,837
subtotal 517,809 3,556 0 3,556 521,165
Total Planning & Development Fund Requirements . 2.467.267 3,56 0 3,556 2,470,823
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EXHIBIT B
OROINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CURRENT "~ PROPOSED RECONNENDED TUTAL

‘ RECOMMENOED
APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
SHITH AND BYBEE LAXES TRUST FUND
~ Personal Services 0 © 21,444 0 21,444 21,444
Materials & Services 0 102,200 0o 102,200 102,200
Capital Outlay 0 501,500 0 501,500 501,500
Interfund Transfers 0 3,556 0 3,55 3,556
Contingency 0 100,000 0 100,000 100,000
Unappropriated Balance 0 1,209,370 0 1,209,370 1,209,370
Total Smith and Bybée Lakes Trust Fund 0 1,938,070 0 1,938,070 1,938,070
CONVENTION CENTER PROJECT MANAGEMENT FUND
Personal Services 53,219 0 0 0 53,219
Materials § Services 221,435 0 0 0 221,635
Interfund Transfers 50,032 0 0 0 50,032
Contingency 1,837 0 0 0 1,637
Total Convention Center Project 326,523 0 0 0 326,523
Manageaent Fund Requirements
CDNQENI’ION CENTER PRU_JECI CAPITAL FUND
Personal Services 145,129 0 0. 0 145,129
Naterials & Services 58,089 0 0 0 58,089
Capital Outlay 13,304,030 0 ) 0 13,304,030
Interfund Transfers 167,500 0 0 0 167,500
Cont ingency 4,004 0 0 0 4,004
Total Convention Center Project Capital 13,678,752 0 0 0 13,478,752

- Fund Requirements
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EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A
SUPPLENENTAL BUDSET (Revised 2/27/91)
SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

CUkRENI' PROPOSED  — RECOMMENOED T0TAL RECOMMENDED
APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION . REVISION APPROPRIATION.
CONVENTION CENTER PROJECT DEBT SERVICE FUND
* Debt Service 5,667,278 0 0 0. 5,487,278
Interfund Transfers ' 4,756 0 0 0 4,758
Total Convention Center Project Debt Service Fund 5,492,034 0 0 0 5,692,034
Requireaents : . .
METRO ERC MANAGEMENT POOL FUND
Personal Services | - 764,509 0 ' 0 0 764,509
Naterials & Services : ' 152,216 0 0 .0 152,216
Cont ingency 95,000 0 . 0 0 95,000
Total Metro ERC Managesent Pool Fund Requivements 1,011,725 -0 0 0 1,011,725
OREGON CONVENTION CENTER OPERATING FUND ' .
Personal Services 1,918,520 - 38,948 0 38,948 1,957,468
Naterials & Services - . 3,268,073 923,434 0 923,436 4,191,509
Capital Outlay 200,000 0 0 0 200,000
Interfund Transfers 449,072 0 0 0 469,072
_Contingency © 300,000 0 0 0 300,000
Unappropriated Balance ' 1,133,624 21,970 0 21,970 1,155,594
Total Oregon Convention Center Operating Fund 7.489.289' 984,354 0 984,354 8,473,643
~ Requirenents : . :
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
Menorial Coliseus . . :
Personal Services . 3,295,848 0 0 0 3,295,848
" Materials & Services . 5,277,026 0 0 0 5,277,026
Capital Outlay ° , 248,500 - 0 0 0 268,500
Subtotal 8,841,374 0 0 0 8,841,374
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ORDINANCE NO. 91-370A

EXHIBIT B

SUPPLENENTAL BUDGET (Revised 2/27/91)

- SCHEOULE OF APPROPRIATIONS FY 1990-91

Page B-12

CURRENT PROPOSED RECOMMENDED TOTAL RECOMMENDED
APPROPRIATION REVISION REVISION REVISION APPROPRIATION
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND (continued)
- Clvic Stadium , - ' :
Personal Services 516,945 0 0 0 516,945
~ Materials & Services 1,150,196 0 0 0 1,150,194
Capital Outlay 21,700 0 0 0 21,700
Subtotal 1,688,841 0 0 0 l ,488,841
Perforning Arts Center - :
Personal Services 2,701,759 270,756 0 270,756 2,972,515
Naterials & Services 1,074,060 0 0 0 1,074,080
Capital Outlay 312,575 0 0 0 312,575
_Subtotal 4,088,394 270,756 0 270,756 4,359,150
. Genera] Expengse
Interfund Transfers 1,076,203 0 0 -0 1,076,203
Contingency 445,000 0 0 0 645,000
Subtotal 1,741,203 0 0 0 1,741,203
Unappropriated Balance 2,005,453 0 0 0 2,005,453
Total Spectator Facil'ities Operating fund Requiresents .18.365.265 270.756 ' 0 270,756 18,436,021
PORTLAND CENTER FOR THE PERFORMING ﬁRiS CAPITAL FUND
Capital ‘ﬂutlay 945,000 0. 0 0 945,000
Contingency 105,448 0 0 0 105,448
~ Total Portland Center for the Perforaing Arts Center - 1,0}0.468 0 0 0. 1,070,448
Capital Fund Requireaents :
T0TAL APPROPRIATIONS 22&.706.355 19,464,439 0 19,464.439 246,170,794
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- Debt Service Schedule

+ METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
Reidel Compost Yacility

VWasts Disposal Project Revenus Boods '
Variable Rats Bonds Bet By Markst
Principal Paysents as 8hown
Estisated Intsrest Rats 7.00%

$25,105,000 Beries A $5,000,000 BSeries 1
_YEAR _ Principal  Jnterest _ Total Principsl JInterest _ Total
FY90-91 [+] 1,757,350 1,757,350 0 350,000 350,000
FY91-92 0 1,757,35%0 1,7%7,350 ] 350,000 350,000
FY92-9) 600,000 1,725,050 2,325,850 0 350,000 350,000
FY¥93-94 600,000 1,603,050 2,283,850 [} 350,000 350,000
FY94~-95 700,000 1,639,350 2,338,350 0 350,000 350,000
rY¥95-96 800,000 1,582,350 2,362,350 0 350,000 350,000
FY96-97 800,000 1,526,3%0 2,326,350 0 350,000 350,000
FY97-98 800,000 1,470,350 2,270,350 L] 350,000 350,000
FY98-99 1,000,000 1,403,850 2,403,050 ] 350,000 350,000
<C FY99-00 1,000,000 1,333,850 2,333,850 0 350,000 350,000
> FY00-01 1,000,000 1,263,850 2,263,850 o 350,000 350,000
— FY01-02 1,200,000 1,103,350 2,383,350 0 350,000 350,000
gg FY02-0) 1,200,000 1,099,350 2,299,350 0 350,000 350,000
tﬁ PYO}-O( 1,400,000 1,004,850 2,404,850 ] 350,000 350,000
a FY0¢-05 1,400,000 906,850 2,306,850 0 350,000 350,000
<< FY05-06 1,600,000 798,350 2,399,350 0 350,000 350,000
FY06-07 1,700,000 682,850’2.582,850 0 350,000 . 350,000
FYO7-08 1,800,000 556,050 2,356,850 0 350,000 350,000
FY08-09 2,000,000 420,350 2,420,350 0 350,000 350,000
FY09-10 2,100,000 276,850 2,376,850 - 0 350,000 350,000
FY10-11 2,200,000 122,850 2,322,850 0 -350,000 350,000
FY11-12 1,205,000 0 1,205,000 $,000,000 0 5,000,000

The Bonds and all obligations of the Issuer under or with respect. to the Bonds, the 1989
Supplsmental Ordinance and the 1989 Credit Agreement shall be and remain limited obligations of
the Issuer payable solely and only out of the Trust Estates. No recourse shall be had sgainst
any propsrty, funds, or sssets of the Issuer for the payment of any amount owing under or with
. respect to the Bonds, the 1969 Supplemental Ordinance or the 1989 Credit Agresment. Payments
to the Trust Estates are made pursuant to irrevocable direct-pay letter of credit issued by
Credit Suisse for Series A and United Btates National Bank of Oregon for Series 1. Loan
repayments will be derived soley from the revenuss gensrated by the operation of the 1989
Compost Project which will be owned by Riedel Oregon Compost Company, Inc. Mstro covenants to

deliver waste to Riedel pursuant to the Mass Composting Facility Bervice Agresment, dated
August 16, 1989,

A-70



APPENDIX B
Estimate of Workers’ Compensation Dollars
By Department or Program Within Fund

¢ : , ‘ Workers’
' Comp
A . Dollars
General Fund : . .
Executive Management A $ 7,115
Council 5,557
Support Service Fund
Finance & Administration: ' : :
Accounting : ' 8,121
Support Services 2,589
Finance 3,526
Data Processing ' 5,801
, Construction Management , , 3,330
/ Office of General Counsel . ‘ 4,420
Personnel ‘ 4,995
Public Affairs : 8,155
Building Management Fund
Metro Center Account ' 1,240
Sears Facility Construction Account 1,176
Zo0 Operating Fund
. Administration 9,295
- Animal Management : 29,231
Facilities Management : - 24,532
Education Services : 9,087
Marketing . S 2,468
Visitor Services : . 20,953
Zoo Capital Fund 1,253
Solid Waste Revenue Fund :
Administration . » 4,947
Budget & Finance ' ‘ 4,728
Operations’ " ' 45,804
Engineering . 6,335
- Waste Reduction 9,352
Construction : , 905
Transportation Planning Fund : ' 21,387
Planning & Development Fund
Urban Growth Management ' 6,601
Solid wWaste Planning 5,914

Smith & Bybee Lakes Trust Fund 311



Convention Center Proiect

Management Fund
Capital Fund

Metro ERC'ﬁanagement Pool Fund
§g§ctatof Facilities Operating Fund

Memorial Coliseum

Civic Stadium
Performing Arts

Center

Oregon Convention Center Operating Fund

TOTAL WORKERS’

COMPENSATION DOLLAR ESTIMATE

798
1,952

8,988
36,916
5,426
27,993
21,229

$362,430

AN



-Agenda Item No. 6.3
Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

ORDINANCE NO. 91-387



MEIRO Memorandum

2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-339%
503°221-1616

-DATE:
TO:
FROM:

RE:

March 7, 1991
Interested Parties d%ﬁF

Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council

ORDINANCE NO. 91 387

The Council agenda will be printed before the Finance Committee meets to
consider Ordinance No. 91-387. The Finance Committee report on the
ordinance will be distributed in advance to Councilors and avallable at
the Council meeting March 14.

‘Recycled Paper -



Agenda Item No. 6.3
Ordinance No. 91-387A
Metro Council March 14, 1591

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT -

ORDINANCE NO. 91-387A, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO.
90-340A REVISING THE FY 1990-91 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS
SCHEDULE FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUNDING INITIAL FINANCING AND
PURCHASE COSTS OF THE HANNA PROPERTY

Date: March 11, 1991 : Presented by: Councilor Van Bergen

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: - At its March 7, 1991 meeting the
Committee voted unanimously to recommend Council approval of
Ordinance No. 91-387 as amended subject to a recommendation of
approval by the Regional Facilities Committee to which the
Finance Committee referred Ordinance No. 91-387. Present and
voting were Councilors Buchanan, Devlin,.Hansen and Van Bergen.
Councilor Wyers was excused. . e . -

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION / ISSUES: Jennifer Sims, Director of

Finance and Management presented staff‘s report. She indicated

the purpose of the ordinance is to provide options to the Metro

ER Commission regarding the possible acquisition of the so called
Hanna property located at the corner of N. Williams and N.E.

- Hassalo near the Memorial Coliseum. She pointed out that this
property is in bankruptcy and that the Metré ER Commission has

been interested in acquiring the property for several months,

and that a private party has.made an offer to acquire the

property. The Metro ER Commission adopted a resolution on - -
February 27, 1991 to amend the Spectator Facility Operating Fund

Lo transfer funds for the initial phase of the acquisition, and

has asked that the Council proceed with the ordinance (Resolution
No..115). : The ordinance transfers funds from the Contingency T
category to Materials and Services and Capital Outlay categories o=
to fund back taxes and initial renovation of facilities. Ms.
Sims pointed out that the Consolidation Agreement with the City
of Portland requires that the City Council must also approve the
budget amendments since it involves the Spectator Facilities
Fund. ‘

- In response to a question by Councilor Devlin, Council Staff
pointed out that the Regional Facilities Committee had not
determined whether or not the acquisition of this property was in
the Metro ER Commission‘s best interest. The Committee is
meeting on March 12, 1991 to review Metro ER Commission
Resolution No. 115. ' :

Chair Van Bergen expressed concern about acquisition of this
property at a time when the Metro ER Commission is running out of
operating funds. Such .an expense for a capital lease would be. .
paid out of operating funds and could require the elimination of
~other operating expenses such as employees or programs at thé
spectator facilities.

-~

Dominic Buffetta, Metro ER Commission Assistant General Manager,
pointed out that the proposed property has an appraisal value of



apprqQximately $1.4 to $1.6 million and said it could generate .
approximately $60,000 in annual revenue from parking. He agreed
with Chair Van Bergen that this revenue would not cover the
financing costs for the property. '

Ms. Sims requested that the Committee amend Exhibits A and B to
the ordinance to move the $76,500 shown in the Materials and -
Services category to the Capital Outlay category to reflect that
all proposed expenditures are a capital expense.

\FIN\OR030791.RPT



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

. AN -ORDINANCE AMENDING bRDINANCE NO.
90-340A REVISING THE. FY 1990-91
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE Introduced by Rena Cusma,

) ORDINANCE NO. 91-387A
)

FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUNDING INITIAL ) Executive Officer
)
)

FINANCING AND PURCHASE COSTS OF THE
HANNA PROPERTY

ﬁHEREAS,'The Council of the Metropolitan Service District has
reviewéd and - considered thé need to transfer appropriations within the
FY 1990-91 Budget; and |

WHEREAS, The need for a transfer of appropriation haé been
justified; and ' .

WHEREAs;‘Adequate funds exist for other identified needs; now,
therefore, |

THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY ORDAINS::.

That Ordinance No. 90-340a, Exhibit B, FY 1990-91 Budget, and
Exhibit C, Schedule of Appropriations, are hereby amended as shown in
the column titled “Reviéion; of Exhibits A and B to this Ordinance for
the purpose of transferring $200,000 from the Spectator Facilities
: bperating Fund Contingency to fund-initial financing and purchase costs
of the Hanna Property. |

' ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this

day of ' . ( 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

kr:0rd90-91:hannazord
February 20, 1991



EXHIBIT 4

ORDINANCE NO. 91-3874

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91

ACCOUNT § DESCRIPTION

LT R T pp—

CURRENT

BUOGET REVISTON

FIE ANOUNT  FTE

SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
" Hemorial Coliseua

..~ 521100

521290
521292
521400
524110
524120

524130
524190
524310
525110
525120
525130
525140
525190
525610
525710
526310
526410

526420 - |

526500
526690

526691

526700
526800
526910
528310
529800

571400
- 571500
574510
574520

Total Personal Services

" Materials & Services

0ffice Supplies

Other Supplies

Seall Tools

fuels & Lubricants

Audit Services

Legal Fees

Prosotion/Public Relation Services
Nisc Professional Services
Hanageaent Consulting Services
Utilities-Electricity
Utilities-Water and Sewer
Utilities-Natural Gas
Utilities-Heating 0i}
utilities-Other

Kaintenance & Repair Services-Building
Equipaent Rental

Printing Services

Telephone

Postage

Travel

Concessions/Catering Contract
Parking Contract

Teaporary Help Services .
Training, Tuition, Conferences
Uniforss and Cleaning

Real Estate Taxes
Hiscellaneous

Total Materials 3 Services

. Capital Outlay

Purchases - Equipsent and Vehicles

Purchases - Office Furniture and Equipnent

Construction Work Other Than Building®
Construction Work - Building

Total Capital Outlay

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

108.20 3,295,848 0.00

25,000
82,909
12,715
3,350
2,000
25,000
137,025
11,682
4,000
262,851
84,468
2,297
44,498
33,881
155,848
31,598
25,862
50,923
25,500
29,800
3,391,375

421,338 .
357,280
10,500
23,611

5,277,026

36,500
30,000
76,000
126,000

108.20 8,841,374 0.00

0 5,277,026

200,000 108.20 9,041,374

PROPOSED
BUOGET

AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT

0108.20 3,295,848

25,000
82,909
12,715
3,350
2,000
25,000
137,025

0 11,682

4,000

262,851 ° -

84,468
2,297
44,688
33,881
155,848
31,598
25,862
50,923
25,500
29,800
3,391,375
421,338
357,280
10,500
23,611

36,500
.30,000

76,500 152,500
123,500

249,500



EXHIBIT &
ORDINAKCE KO. 91-3874

CURRENT PROPOSED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 ' BUDGET REVISION BUOGET
ACCOUNT ¢ UESCRIPfIUN FIE ANOUNT  FIE ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES FUND
General Expenses
Interfund Transfers
581610 Trans. Indirect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 312,486 312,468
S81615 Trans. Indivect Cost to Insur. Fund 114,822 ' - 114,822
582751 Transfer Resources to Metro ERC Hanagesent Pool 603,030 603,030
583410 Transfer Birect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 45,885 45,885
Total Interfund Transfers 1,076,203 0 1,076,203
Contingency and Unapprop'riated Balance
599999 Contingency ' - 665,000 (200.000) ' 445,000
599990 Unappropriated Balance 2,005,453 ‘ 2,005,453
Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance 2,670,453 - {200,000) 2,470,453

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 229.42 18,834,021 0.00 0 229.42 18,634,021



Heaarial Coliseus
Personal Services -
taterials & Services
Capital Outlay

Subtotal

Civic Stadius
Personal Services.
Haterials & Services
Capital Outlay

Subtotal
Perforaing Arts Center
Personal Services
Haterials & Services
* Capital Outlay
Subtotal .
General Expense
Interfund Transfers
Contingency
Subtotal

Unappropriated Balance

EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-3874
Schedule of Appropriations

Total Spectator Féciljties Operating Fund Requiresents 18,634,021

ALL OTHER APPROPRIATIONS REMAIN AS PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED

CURRENT PROPOSED
APPROPRIATION  REVISION  APPROPRIATION
3,295,848 0 3,295,848
5,277,026 0 5,277,026

268,500 200,000 468,500
8,841,374 +-200,000 9,041,374
516,945 0 516,945
1,150,196 0 1,150,196
21,700 0 21,700
1,688,841 0 1,688,841
2,972,515 0 2,972,515
1,074,060 0 1,074,060
312,575 0 312,575
1,359,150 0 1,359,150
1,076,203 0 1,076,203
665,000 (200,000) 465,000
1,741,203 © (200,000) . 1,541,203
2,005,453 . 0 2,005,453
0 18,636,021



, Agenda Item No. 6.3
< Ordinance No. 91—387§
. HMetro Council March 14, 19921

REGIONAT, FACILITIES COMMITTEE REPOR9S

ORDINANCE NO. 91-387A, AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 90-340A REVISING
THE FY 1990-91 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE FOR THE PURPOSE
OF FUNDING INITIAL FINANCING AND PURCHASE COSTS OF THE HANNA
PROPERTY - ‘_y :

"

Date: March 13, 1991 ' Presented by: Councilor Buchanan -

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At its March 12, 1991 meeting, the
Council Regional Facilities voted 3-0, with one abstention, to
recommend Council approval of Ordinance No. 91-387A. Voting aye
were Councilors Knowles, Buchanan, and McFarland. Councilor
Gardner abstained. Councilor Bauer was excused.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION[ISSUES: Committee staff Casey Short gave a

brief staff report on the background of the Hanna property
purchase issue, and outlined the issues raised in the Finance
Committee’s discussion of the ordinance. (See Finance Committee
report for this information.)

MERC Commissioner Dick Waker presented testimony on the issue.
He pointed out that the Hanna property is the last piece of
property in the contiquous Coliseum/Convention Center complex
that is not in public ownership. He clarified that a private
concern has made a bid on the property to the Hanna bankruptcy
trustee, and that MERC does not now have an active bid. He spoke-
to the potential vacation of N. Williams Avenue, which would
connect the parcel with the Coliseum parking lot; even without
the street vacation the land could be used to add 200 parking
spaces. The site is one of the Trailblazers’ top sites for an
arena, and its purchase now would be an investment in a piece of
property that has more value than cost. = ‘ '

Commissioner Waker addressed the question of how the property
would be paid for in the long run by saying that the issue of
financing MERC operations must be resolved regardless of a v
decision on this property. There is a revenue shortfall in the
not-too-distant future anyway; Metro’s Public Policy Advisory
Committee on Regional Facilities is looking at long-term funding
issues. The funding problem needs to be solved, as do questions
of parking, arena sites, and a headquarters hotel. Regarding the
private concern that is bidding on the property, Commissioner '
Waker said he has reason to believe they plan to cash out the
property, and did not think they plan to develop it.

Councilor Knowles asked legal counsel Dan Cooper who would -have
title to the property. Mr. Cooper responded that under the terms
of the consolidation agreement with the City of Portland, the
City would have title if the property is paid for from the
Spectator Facilities Fund, as is proposed. He clarified that
this fund includes the Coliseum, Civic Stadium, and the
Performing Arts Center complex, which was transferred to Metro
with a positive fund balance. ’



Commissioner Waker said the choice of fund was relatively simple
because the scope of the Convention Center Fund doesn‘’t extend
beyond the 11 blocks that constitute the Convention Center site.

Councilor Gardner asked whether there were Convention Center
funds available to pay for the property, or at least to pay the
$200,000 that is-requested in Ordinance 91-387A. He said he
would like Metro to own the property. He also asked where the
money would come from to pay the debt service, acknowledging that
the property is expected to generate $60,000 per year in parking
revenues which will pay a portion of the debt service.

Commissioner Waker spoke to the issue of parking revenue, saying
that the Trailblazers have agreed to waive their rights to that
revenue, which under the terms of their contract would otherwise
have gone to them. They did so to promote their own interests,
which they say will be better served with public ownership of the
parcel. ‘ ' : ' ‘

Councilor Gardner asked if the decision to use Spectator
Facilities funds was taken because that was the only source of
available funds, or was it a political decision. Commissioner
Waker said it was a little of both, and said that unspent
Convention Center revenues are being held for improvements to the
Convention Center.

Councilor McFarland asked Mr. Cooper to explain the purpose of
his March 12 memo to Don Carlson (see Attachment l). Mr. Cooper
said that it was in response to Mr. Carlson’s question, which
asked whether approval of this ordinance would give MERC the
authority to buy the property without further Council action.

Mr. Cooper‘s opinion is that a supplemental budget action would .
be necessary if the property is bought this fiscal year, and that
funds would have to be recognized and appropriated through the
coming budget process if the purchase takes place next fiscal
year. o ' :

Councilor Buchanan asked to have the location of the property
clarified, which was done. He then asked whether approval of
this ordinance would establish City of Portland ownership. There
was some discussion of this, with Mr. Cooper confirming a
statement of Councilor Gardner‘s that the question will be
finally established by the appropriate budget action. Councilor
Gardner further said that if Metro could identify funds in a
budget action to pay the debt service, those funds could repay
the Spectator Facilities Fund and Metro could be the owner.

Councilor Buchanan said that he has reservations about the
ownership issues, but he wouldn‘t oppose the ordinance. He then
asked whether the additional parking from this parcel would ease
Convention Center parking problems. Commissioner Waker said that
the site was not too far to serve this purpose, but that extra
parking was only needed for local shows; the Coliseum needs the
parking more, especially for Trailblazer games. :



Councilor Gardner said that he would abstain in the vote on the
ordinance because of concerns about the ownership issue.

Chair Knowles opened the public hearihg, and no one testified.

Mr. Short asked under what circumstances this ordinance would be
needed; Commissioner Waker said that it would only be needed if
the private bidder chose not to buy the property after all. He
expressed his belief that it would not be used, but was developed
to preserve MERC’s options under state budget law.



' : ATTACHMENT 1 ‘

2000 S.W, First Avenue

HIRO Memorandum

Portland, OR 97201-334s

5032211616
Date: March 12, 1991.
To: Don Carlson, Council Administrator
From: ’ ' Daniel B. Cooper, General Counséi?ié%%%i
Regarding: ORDINANCE NO. 91-387

After review of ORS ch 294 (Local Budget Law) and discussion with
staff to the TSCC, I have concluded that Metro ERC will need to
obtain formal approval of a supplemental budget in order to ’
purchase the Hanna property if it desires to do so prior to
July 1, 1991, notwithstanding the adoption of Ordinance No. 91-
387 by the Metro Council. :

If the purchase is to occur after July 1, 1991, there will‘need

to be a recognition of the revenue and expenditure in the Fiscal
Year 1991-1992 budget for Metro ERC. o - . e

I hope this answers your question to me in this regard.
. dr
1348

Recucled Paper- o



‘.42, AN+ORDINANCE :AMENDING ORDINANCE - NO.

BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
-~ METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

ORDINANCE NO. 91-387
90-340A REVISING THE FY 1990-91

)
BUDGET .AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE ; Introduced by Rena Cusma;
FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUNDING INITIAL ) Executive Officer
FINANCING AND PURCHASE COSTS OF THE )
HANNA PROPERTY )

ﬁHEREAS, The Céuncil of the Metropolitan Service District has
reviewed and considered the need to transfer.appropriations within the
FY 1990-91 Budget; and - |

WﬁEREAS, The need for a transfer of appropriation haé been
: Justified; and |
| WHEREAS, Adequate funds exist for other identified needs; now,
therefore, | _
| -THE COUNCIL OF THE METRO?OLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY ORDAINS:‘

That Ordinance No.-90-340A, Exhibit B, FY 1990-91 Budget, and
Exhibit C, Schedule of Appropriations, are hereby amended as shown in
the column titled "Revision" of Exhibits A and B to this Ordinance for
the purpége of transferrihg $200,000 frbm the Spectator Facilities
“Operating Fundeontingéncy to fund-initial financing and purchase costs
of the Hanna Property. . | |

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this

day of - ‘ , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

AETEST:

Clerk of the Council

kr:ord90-91shannasord
February 20, 1991



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-387

. CURRENT PROPOSED
FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUOGET REVISION BUDGET
ACCOUNT & DESCRIPTION FIE AMOUNT  FTE MMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUND
feaorial Coliseun

Total Personal Services 108.20 3,295,848 0.00 0 108.20 3,295,848

Baterials § Services
521100 office Supplies ' 25,000 25,000
521290 Other Supplies _ 82,909 82,909
521292~ Saall Tools ' 12,715 12,715
521400 Fuels § Lubricants : 3,3% 3,350
524110 Audit Services _ . 2,000 : 2,000
524120 Legal ‘Fees 25,000 25,000
524130 Prosotion/Public Relation Services 137,025 o 137,025
524190 Nisc Professional Services 11,682 3,500 15,182
524310 Management Consulting Services 4,000 4,000
525110 Utilities-Electricity 262,851 . 262,851 -
525120 Utilities-uater and Sewer 64,468 64,468
$25130 Utilities-Natural Gas 2,297 ‘ 2,297 -
525140 Utilities-Heating 0il 44,688 44,488
525190 Utilities-Other ' ) 33,881 33,881
525610 Maintenance & Repair Services-Building 155,848 -~ 155,848
525710 Equipeent Rental 31,598 31,598
526319 Printing Services 25,862 : 25,862
$26410 Telephone , ) 50,923 ' 50,923
526420 Postage ) - 25,500 | 25,500
526500 Travel 29,800 _ ' 29,800
526690 Concessions/Catering Contract 3,391,375 3,391,375
526491 Parking Contract ' 421,338 421,338
526700 Tesporary Help Services 357,280 357,280
524800 Training, Tuition, Conferences 10,500 10,500
526910 Uniforas and Cleaning 23,611 v ‘ 23,611
528310 Real Estate Taxes 0 73,000 - 73,000
529800 Niscellaneous 41,525 . 41,525

Total Materials & Services ‘ 5,277,026 76,500 5,353,526

Capital Outlay
S71400 Purchases - Equipment and Vehicles 36,500 34,500
$71500 Purchases - Office Furniture and Equipsent -~ 30,000 30,000
574510 - Construction Mork Other Than Building 76,000 76,000
$74520 Construction Work - Building 126,000 123,500 : 249,500

Total Capital Outlay 268,500 123,500 - 392,000

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 108.20 8,841,374 0.00 200,000 108.20 9,041,374



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE 0. 91-387

CURRENT

PROPOSED

FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 | BUOGEI REVISION BUDGET
ACCOUNT # OESCRIPTION o FTE ANOUNT  FTE ANOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
SPECTATOR FACILITIES FUND
General Expenses
Interfund Transfers
581610 - Trans. Indirect Costs to Support Svs. Fund 312,486 312,466
581615 Trans. Indirect Cost to Insur. Fund 114,822 114,822
382731 Transfer Resources to Metro ERC Managesent Pool 603,030 603,030
583410 Transfer Direct Costs to quport Svs. fund 45,885 45,885
Total Interfund Transfers 1,076,203 0 1,076,203
Contingency and Unappropriated Balance |
509999  Contingency $45,000 (200,000) 485,000
599990 Unappropriated Balance 2,005,453 : '2.005.453
Total (:ontingency and Unappropriated Balance 2,670,453 (200,000) 2,470,453

TOTAL EXPENDITURES | 229.82 18,635,021

0.00 0 229.42 18,835,021



EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-387
Schedule of Appropriations

PROPOSED

. ALL OTHER APPROPRIATIONS REMAIN AS PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED

CURRENT )
APPROPRIATION REVISION APPROPRIATION
SPECTATOR FACILITIES OPERATING FUNOD ’
Meaorial Coliseun
Personal Services 3,295,848 0 3,295,848
Materials & Services 5,277,024 76,500 5,353,526
Capital Outlay 248,500 123,500 392,000
Subtotal 8,841,314 200,000 9,041,374
" Civic Stadium
Personal Services 516,945 0 516,945
faterials & Services 1,150,196 0 1,150,196
Capital Outlay 21,700 0 21,700
Subtotal 1,668,841 0 1,488,841
Perforaing Arts Center
Personal Services 2,972,515 0 2,972,515
~ Materials & Services 1,074,060 0 .1,074,040
Capital Outlay 312,575 0 312,575
Subtotal 4,359,150 0 4,359,150
. general Expense
Interfund Transfers 1,076,203 0 1,076,203
Contingency 445,000 (200,000) 445,000
Subtotal 1,741,203 (200,000) 1,541,203
Unappropriated Balance 2,005,453 0 2,005,453
Total Spectatof Facilities Operating Fund Requirements 18,636,021 0



'~ STAFF REPORT

AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 90-340A REVISING THE
FY 1990-91 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE
FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUNDING INITIAL FINANCING
AND PURCHASE COSTS OF THE HANNA PROPERTY

Date: February 20, 1991 Presented by: Dominic Buffetta and
4 ' : Jennifer Sims

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

‘The attached ordinance revising the FY 1990-91 Budget is
introduced in order to facilitate acquisition and renovation of
the Hanna property by the Metro ER Commission.

The property is a rectangular piece of land bordered by a parking
area to the north, Interstate 5 to the east, N.E. Hassalo to
south and N.. Williams to the west. It is approximately 62,400
square feet in size. It consists of a single story building with
parking areas undercover and additional parking areas adjacent to
“the north and east sides of the building.

MERC has previously authorized an option to acquire the Hanna
property. That option was never consummated and at this time a
private interest has an offer pending. Property is in bankruptcy
with MDFC Loan Corporation being the holder of the lien on the
property. - :

The following steps are necessary in order to execute the
purchase of this property: ’ '

1. MERC approve resolution for budget amendments for
FY 1990-91 requirements and Supplemental Budget.

2. Secure MERC approval to enter into capital lease
agreement for purchase of property.

3. Adoption of budget revision Ordinance No. 91-387. This
ordinance provides for the out-of-pocket direct expenses
associated with the acquisition of the property for
FY 1990-91. ‘

4. Approve Supplemental Budget recognizing lease proceeds
and purchase of the property. Debt service payments
will be scheduled to begin in FY 1991-92.

5. Secure City of Portland approval for acquisition of real
property as required by Section 3.D of the Consolidation
Agreement. ' '



Estimated. FY 1990-91 expenses are as follows:

Materials & Services

Taxes/Liens $ 73,000
Title Search and Insurance A 2,200
Financing Costs 1,300
Subtotal ‘ , $ 76,500
Capital
Roof Repair . ‘ $ 13,500
Removal of Underground Storage Tanks 65,000
Lighting Renovation _ 3,500
Glass Replacement - 4,000
Exterior Structure Repair ' 2,500
Painting/Aesthetics 10,000 .
Asbestos Removal : 25,000
‘Subtotal ) $123,500
Total Expenses : : _ $200,000

These are the projected costs to make the property available and.
useful in the short-term. These are conservative estimates of
costs. No specific analysis of asbestos requirements has - been
made. The $25,000 estimate is an average, estimates range from
$15,000 to $40,000 for this work. .

Funds for the purchase of this property will derived from a
capital lease financed over a l1l0-year period. 1Initial interest
rate estimates are at about 8 percent. The debt service payments
. and acquisition costs would be paid from the Spectator Facilities
Fund. As required by the Consolidation Agreement, title to this
property would be in the name of the City of Portland or ERC.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION

' The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Ordinance No. 91-
387. ' .

js\hanna.stfrpt
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TRANSPORTATION and PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1404,
AUTHORIZING a SOLE SOURCE CONTRACT
under METRO CODE 2.04.060

Date: February 27, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Van Bergen
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION '

At its February 26, 1991 meeting, the Transportation and Planning
Committee voted unanimously (Bauer, Devlin, Gardner, MclLain, and
' Van Bergen) to recommend the Contract Review Board adopt
Resolution No. 91-1404, exempting Transportation’s purchase of .
ALOGIT software from public bidding or applicable alternative
procurement procedure as a sole source agreement pursuant to
Metro Code Section 2.04.060.

The Commlttee found that

o ALOGIT is the software the Transportatlon Department needs,

o the Hague Consulting Group is the only qualified provider of

: ALOGIT software, and

o the contract (6,000 Dutch Guilders plus 1,000 Guilders to
instal, equivalent to $3,500 - $4,500) exceeds $2,500.

'BACKGROUND

Code Section 2.04.060 requires the initiating department to
‘document that there is only one qualified provider of the service
required, and .that a sole source contract may not exceed $2,500
unless the Contract Review Board exempts the contract from the
public bidding or applicable alternative procurement procedure.

In Ordinance No. 90-374, Council amended Transportation's FY 90-
91 budget to allow for computer and software acquisitions.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES

The Committee wanted to undersﬁand what this software does and
why Transportation needs- it. The terminology 1n the staff .Teport
confused and amused Committee members.

Transportatlon explained that the software would enable them to
use smaller samples to make projections which take into account
many variables. This is much less costly than doing surveys and
working with 1arge samples. The software is specific to
transportation, is used in Europe, and comes recommended by
qualified sources. Transportation will use the software to
predict patterns of rail and bus ridership inter-related with how

riders reach transxt, where they have come from, and where they
are g01ng.



BEFORE THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING A )
SOLE SOURCE CONTRACT UNDER METRO )
CODE 2.04,060 )
)
)

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1404

Introduced by David Knowles,
Chair, Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation

WHEREAS, Metro needs a specific logit estimation package

for better light rail and park-and-ride model development; and

WHEREAS, The Metro Council in Ordinance No. 90-374

amended the Transportation Department's FY 90-91 budget to allow

for computer acquisitions including this acquisition of software;

and

WHEREAS, ALOGIT is the only software discovered in a

search by the department that satisfies the requirements without

extensive customizing or modification; and

WHEREAS, the Hague Consulting Group is the only provider

of this software and the contract exceeds $2,500; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.060 requires Council

approval of sole source agreements; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the ALOGIT purchase through the Hague Consulting Group

(or a U.S. designee) is authorized as a sole source agreement

pursuant to Metro Code Section 2.04.060.

ADOPTED by the Contract Review Bpard of the Metropolitaﬁ

‘Service District this day of

» 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

TKL:mk
91-1404.RES/02-19-91



TAFF_REPORT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING A SOLE SOURCE CONTRACT UNDER
METRO CODE 2.04.060

Date: February 7, 1991 Presented by: T. Keith Lawton
BA R

.Ordinance No. 90-374 adopted by the‘Metro Council (December 13,
1990) included replacement of the MASSCOMP and software
. acquisition. . :

One piece of software envisaged at that time was an advanced
multinomial logit estimator with attributes allowing the use of
both scaled and unscaled variables and an easy implementation of
nested logit estimation. This type of software is very transporta-
tion specific and can be developed using user programming in the
SAS .or Gauss packages, or it could be custom built (with time and
cost implications) in the Systat package. A search for an existing
implementation of this software was carried out by querying other
organizations familiar with sophisticated destination/mode choice
model development;. we contacted other MPOs and the consulting firms
Cambridge Systematics and transek ab (Stockholm). For the kind of
models we. are attempting to develop (rail-specific, bus-specific,
with mode of arrival estimation), both consultants suggested
ALOGIT, a program developed in the Netherlands by the Hague Con-
sulting Group. Documentation of the package reveals that it will
satisfy our requirements. '

We have contacted the Hague Consulting Group and have been quoted a
price of 6,000 Dutch Guilders plus 1,000 Dutch Guilders to port to
our SUN system. This translates to approximately $3,500 (@ 50¢/
Guilder). This price is very reasonable and certainly much lower
than the cost of programming using existing software and much
quicker than getting custom programming (the RFP process, contract
letting, etc., would take three to six months without the time to
carry out the contract -- this RFP process alone typically costs
more than $3,500 in salary, fringe and overhead!). We have been
unable to find a comparable package and request permission to sole
source this acquisition.

v ' ' END

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 91-
" 1404. .
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Introduction to ALOGIT Page 1

1.’ INTRODUCTION

This  document gives an overview of the ALOGIT suite of computer

‘programs. These programs are designed for the analysis of

cratistical models of the "logit" form, which are widely applied
for analysis and forecasting of qualitative response in many
analytical fields, particularly in transportation plaaning.

ALOGIT is a professional tool, containing many sophisticated
features that can handle advanced model forms. Yet it is
designed’ so that these features are largely invisible from the

user who does not need them: simple models can be set up,-

estimated and applied very quickly and with few complications.

The following Chapter defines the logit model and gives an
overview of the way in which the programs mayc.be used to define,
estimate and study a ‘model. The second Chapter describes
briefly some of the detailed features of the programs. An
appendix gives more technical details outlining the methodology
used by the programs, both for straightforward logit analysis and
to handle two useful extensions made to the form of the model,
and also gives details of how program facilities may be used to
deal with particular types of data.

.

This document is designed to be read inm conjunctien with the

ALOGIT User's Manual, which gives full details of the application
of the programs themselves. ‘

Qague Consulting Group _ " June 1987
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-~1411, FOR THE PURPOSE

OF AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO THE COMPETITIVE PROCUREMENT
PROCEDURES OF METRO CODE 2.04.053, AND AUTHORIZING A CHANGE
ORDER TO THE DESIGN SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH PARAMETRIX, INC.

Date: March 6, 1991 ~ : Presented by: Councilor Gardner

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At . the March 5, 1991 meeting, the
Committee voted 4-0 to recommend Contract Review Board approval of
Resolution No. 91-1411. Voting in favor were Councilors Gardner,
McFarland, MclLain, and Wyers. Councilor DeJardin was excused.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Dennis O‘Neil, Senior Solid Waste
Planner, said that this change order stems from a change in the
landfill closure construction strategy. He said that the Solid
Waste Department now anticipates purchasing most of the cover soil
in 1991 and 1991, and stockpiling it. Also, the Department .
anticipates awarding separate annual contracts for closure work on
each area of the landfill, rather than contracting with one
contractor for the entire landfill. The change order, which totals
$117,985, would authorize the current design services contractor
to develop technical documents ‘for soil procurement, to develop a
soil settlement monitoring plan, to develop a detailed closure
construction sequence, and to provide technical assistance to Metro
in procuring energy recovery from landfill gas.

In response to a question from Councilor Wyers, Jim Watkins,
Engineering and Analysis Manager, explained that this project would
incorporate the gas study discussed during the FY 90-91 budget
process. S

Councilor McFarland said that although she voted in favor, she is
concerned that once a contractor obtains a Metro contract, the work
awarded to the contractor is extended through the change order
process. She questions whether the public is well-served by
continued exemption from the bid process established in the Metro
COde. ¢ ‘

Councilor Gardner highlighted several reasons why this change order
differs from the change order which will authorize the current
contractor at Metro South Station to construct the household
hazardous waste facility. The scope of work under the change order
with Parametrix is a refinement of the design process for the
closure project, whereas the household hazardous waste facility at
Metro South is a new project. The dollar value of the Parametrix
change order also is substantially less. He believes these factors
warrant approval of a change order with Parametrix.

Councilor Wyers agreed. She said that a majoritf of Solid Waste
Committee members have expressed similar views, and that although
this change order warrants approval of the exemption, change orders
will continue to receive close scrutiny from the Committee.



BEFORE THE CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 91-1411
AN EXEMPTION TO THE COMPETITIVE
.PROCUREMENT PROCEDURES OF METRO
CODE 2.04.053, AND AUTHORIZING
A CHANGE ORDER TO THE DESIGN
SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH

PARAMETRIX, INC.

Introduced by Rena Cusma,
Executive Officer

f
I

WHEREAS, It is in the public interest that the st. Johns

Landfill closure process move forward in an expeditious manner; and
' WHEREAS, The closure process can be expedited through the

use of the existing engineering contractor to perform tasks
described in Change Order ‘No. 2; and

WHEREAS, The project has required additional design
services that could not ‘have been anticipated at the time of
Contract award; and

WHEREAS, It is impractical to solicit proposals for the
. work described in Change Order No. 2; and

WHEREAS, Change Order No. 2 cannot be approved unless an
exemption to the Competitive Procurement Process pursuant to Metro
Code 2.04.054 is granted by the Metro Contract Review Board; and

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

- BE IT RESOLVED, '

That the Metropolitan Service District Contract Review
Board exempts Change Order No. 2 to the Design Services Agreement
with Parametrix, Inc. from the Competitive Procurement Procedures
of Metro Code '2.04.053 and authorizes execution of Change Order
No. 2.

ADOPTED by the Contract Review Board of the Metropolitan
Service District this day of , 1991.

Tanya Coliier, Presiding Officer

1 :\DENNIS\SW911411 . RES



EXHIBIT A

CHANGE ORDER NO. 2

TO THE CONTRACT BETWEEN PARAMETRIX, INC. AND
THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT ENTITLED :
WDESIGN. SERVICES AGREEMENT" (Contract No. 901-270)

St. Johns Landfill Closure Engineering Services Related To
Procurement of Soil, Evaluation of Metro's Construction Sequence
Plan, and Procurement of Landfill Gas Energy Recovery-

The Scope of Work/Schedule of the "De51gn Services Agreement" is
hereby modified to incorporate the changes described below:

SCOPE _OF WORK

Task I . Develop Technical Documents for Material
Procurement/Preload Contract

CONTRACTOR will provide the technical documents to be used by
Metro in obtaining competitive bids in 1991 for material
procurement, subgrade preparation, placement of subgrade
embankment and the placement of preload. These technical
documents will be included with Metro-prepared bidding, general
conditions and other documents necessary to obtain a bid-ready
set of contract documents. This objective will be met by
performing the following tasks:

1. Review Closure Design in Sub-area (SA) -5 and prepare
Des1gn Change Memo @ ° :

A A Design Change Memo will be prepared by
Parametrix to clearly 1dent1fy and list Closure
Design elements requiring future design revisions
to accommodate the recently revised SA-5 grading
plan. The review will include the Final grades,
Final Cover System, Stormwater Management System
and the Gas Management System. The identified
design changes will be 1ncorporated into future
contract document revisions that will be performed
prior to the bidding of final closure improvements
in the affected areas.

2. Prepare Subgrade Embankment Documents for SA-5 and the
Power Line COrrldor (PLC)

A Provide construction specifications, drawings, and
details concerning procurement, grade preparation,
placement, and protection of subgrade embankment .

CHANGE ORDER NO.2
PARAMETRIX, INC. : PAGE 1



material in SA-5 and the PLC. Necessary
construction documents for the stockpiling and
protection of existing clay materials removed from
SA-5 during grade preparation shall also be
included. The PLC area will not be stripped of
any existing clay material prior to placement of
subgrade embankment material.

These documents will also specifically provide for
the subgrade preparation of the Motor Blower Flare
(MBF) Facility in SA-5. Construction of the MBF
facility will occur at a future date and will not
be a part of these technical documents.

3. Prepare Preload Documents for SA-5 and the PLC

A

Provide construction specifications, drawings, and
details concerning procurement, placement, and '
protection of the soils that will be used to
Preload SA-5 and the southerly portion of PLC.

The preload will include subgrade embankment and
Type 1 sand materials. Revise existing ‘drawings
and details where appropriate and supplement with
new drawings as needed.

The construction documents shall include details
concerning installation of the lateral gas
trenches in the PLC prior to placement of preload
and the extension of existing groundwater

" monitoring wells in SA-5 and the PLC.

Specific locations, details and construction
specifications for placement, extension during
construction, protection and initial monitoring of
settlement monitoring plates during construction
will be prepared by CONTRACTOR and its
subconsultants.

METRO has estimated that approximately 572,000
cubic yards (CY) of subgrade embankment material

"(estimated volume required for closure of Sub-

Areas 1, 2, 3 and PLC) and 431,000 CY of Type 1
sand (estimated volume required for closure of
subareas 1, 2, 3, 4, and PLC) will be procured
under this set of contract documents. A portion
of the procured subgrade materials will be used to
achieve final subgrades in SA-5 and in the
southerly portion of the PLC. The remaining
material procured will be placed in SA-5 and the
PLC as preload. Placement of the preload shall be

CHANGE ORDER NO.2

PARAMETRIX,

INC. . . _ PAGE 2



\

. designed in a cost effective manner to allow for
the future use of the materials in other parts of
the landfill during construction of the final
cover. ‘

4. Prepare Surface Water Control Documents for SA-5 and
the PLC

A Provide construction specifications, drawings, and
details for stormwater management measures to be
undertaken during and after stripping and
preloading of SA-5 and PIC.

5. Prepare Quantity Take-off and Englneers Estlmate of
Anticipated -Cost

6. Provide Project Administration and Coordination

A Administer the work as described in Task 1, .
including coordination of CONTRACTOR staff and its
subconsultants, coordination of work development’
with METRO staff and participation in client
reviews of CONTRACTOR documents. Attend three (3)
meetings with METRO; one early in the project to
address METRO's intent, one to discuss METRO's
review comments concerning the draft Technical
Document submittal, and one to discuss the final
submittal and finalization of design work.

A CONTRACTOR will also perform a QA/QC review of the
draft technical documents prepared under this
contract. '

7. Deliver five (5) sets of Draft Technical Documents to
Metro

8. Rev1se Draft Technical Documents and Deliver F1na1
Technical Documents to Metro

A The Final Technical Documents shall be a final
package that requires minimal technical
modifications or additions by METRO. CONTRACTOR

- shall deliver to METRO one set of reproducible
mylar drawings in final form for bid set
production by METRO. In addition, a digital copy
of the final specifications text (in an MS DOS
compatible format, WordPerfect 5.1, on a 5 1/4"
high density disk) and a hard copy of the final
technical specifications shall be delivered to
Metro.

CHANGE ORDER NO.2 :
PARAMETRIX, INC. , PAGE 3



9. Perform a Biddability Review of the METRO-prepared
"Request for Bids" package.

A CONTRACTOR will review the bidding'package as
.prepared by METRO staff and provide written
comments to METRO for METRO's con51deration.

4 ° METRO will be responsible for bid advertisement,
reproduction of bid documents and bid
administration. When requested by METRO,

' CONTRACTOR will assist METRO during.the bidding
period in accordance with the Engineering Services
Agreement executed in June, 1990. '

Task II Develop a Settlement monitoring Plan for the 8t. Johns
T - Landfill

CONTRACTOR, in association with subcontractor Cornforth
Consultants, will develop a settlement monitoring plan for the
landfill that will allow for an indication of when SA-4, SA-5,
and the southern portion of the PLC can be closed. Guidelines
for revising final contours will be developed for these three
areas. A general plan for less detailed settlement monitoring of
the remaining areas of the landfill will also be developed. The
subtasks required to attain this task include items 1 through 5,
presented below:

1. Develop a general plan to monitor the settlement over
the entire landfill. Within the development of the
general plan, SA-3 is identified as a critical area and
will be given additional consideration. SA-S, a
portion of the PLC, and SA-4 is addressed in more
detail below.

2. Develop a detailed plan to monitor the settlement in
- SA-4, SA-5, and the southerly portion of the PLC. This
plan will include the development of "predicted"
settlement curves for SA-4, SA-5 and the portion of the
PLC adjacent to SA-3. The following would be carried
out in developing these curves:

a. Collect the preliminary settlement information and
: upgrade parameters based on the results of the
monitoring well installations.
b. Evaluate actual loading in SA-4 and SA-5 over the
- last six months.

CHANGE ORDER NO.2 ' : ‘
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Task IIIX

c. Refine previously developed log time versus
- settlement curves for the three points in SA-4,
three points in SA-5 and two points in the portion
of PLC adjacent to SA-3. ' ‘

d. Based on the amount of procured materials

available, roughly "predict" log time versus
settlement curves under the preload for SA-5 and
the PLC.

e. Estimate relative amounts of garbage versus silt
settlement for the three areas in order to better
predict the continuation of settlement as, and
after, preload is removed.

The settlement monitoring plan shall address monitoring

-point locations and/or the possible use of aerial

topography for monitoring, monitoring methods and
procedures, and monitoring intervals. The detailed
plans for SA-4 shall be separate from the plan for SA-5
and the PLC such that METRO may use the SA-4
information independently.

Coordinate with the task to Develop Technical Documents
for a Material Procurement/Preload Construction »
Contact. The specific settlement monitoring plan for

. S8A-5 and PLC will be developed in conjunction with the

Construction Technical Documents task for those Sub-
Areas. The remaining subtasks to develop this
Settlement Monitoring Plan task w111 be completed at a
later date.

Two technical memorandums shall be submitted. One
shall summarize the details of the settlement
monitoring plans. The other shall summarize the
preload analysis including the curves needed for
analyzing the settlement monitoring data for SA-5 and
the southerly portion of the PLC.

Detailed Evaluation of METRO's COnstruction Sequencing
Plan for Years 1992-1995

CONTRACTOR shall evaluate the overall Construction
Sequencing Plan for Years 1992-1995 as presented by
METRO. This detailed work will focus on construction
risks to METRO, sequence of work by season and size of.
final closure and other specialty work contracts, an
analysis of stripping off cover and stockpiling to
minimize handling and cost effective management of on-
site and preload soil material. The outcome of this
evaluation will be suggested revisions to METRO's Draft

CHANGE ORDER NO.2 ' ' : ’
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Task IV

Sequencing Plan. Once finalized, this Sequencing Plan
will provide the basis for future year's construction
work. CONTRACTOR shall identify for each construction
year the specific construction activities. CONTRACTOR
shall use this Sequenc1ng Plan to develop a cash flow
chart for construction costs per De51gn Services
Agreement, Task 2.2.2.

Evaluation of Landfill Gas Utilization

CONTRACTOR will assist METRO throughout the procurement process
for energy recovery from landfill gas on an as-needed, time and
material basis. There are three subtasks for this element of the

project.

1.

Review of the Draft Request for Proposal

METRO will prepare a Request for Proposals for private
vendors to consider developing a methane recovery and
utilization project at the Sst. Johns Landfill.
Utilization will include production of medium or high
BTU gas, electrical generation or production of

" alternative fuel products. Once a draft is prepared,

CONTRACTOR will review the draft RFP document for
technical issues and accuracy in terms of gas
generation, quality and quantity, performance and
financial requirements and the general conditions of
the RFP. CONTRACTOR will also provide input into the

review process and evaluation criteria.

Comments on the Draft RFP will be forwarded to METRO in
writing within ten (10) days of receipt of the Draft
RFP. '

Participation in Review of Responses to RFP

When requested by METRO, CONTRACTOR will conduct an
evaluation of the proposals based upon pre-determined
evaluation criteria. When requested by METRO,
CONTRACTOR will complete a preliminary report based on
the written responses to the RFP. The report will
include a rating of each proposal based on the
evaluation criteria.

When>requested by METRO, the Project Manager and/or Gas
Specialist will meet once with METRO staff, and will
also participate in an interview with proposers.

CHANGE ORDER NO.2 °
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3.

"SCHEDULE

Additional Investigations and Evaluation Activities

In. conducting a formal RFP process to determine the
utilization of methane gas, METRO anticipates that
special tasks may be required of CONTRACTOR. For
example, METRO may request independent investigation
regarding certain technologies as to performance or
other technical or financial issues. METRO may also
ask CONTRACTOR for technical assistance when developing
a draft agreement for energy recovery from landfill
gas. CONTRACTOR shall perform work when requested by
METRO within a work scope and cost limit authorized by
METRO. : :

CONTRACTOR shall complete Task I within five (5) weeks of
authorization to proceed; Task II within seven (7) weeks of
authorization to proceed; and Task III within nine (9) weeks of
authorization to proceed. CONTRACTOR and METRO shall mutually
agree upon a cost and Schedule before authorization to proceed is
issued for each subtask of Task IV.

' COST

CONTRACTOR shall receive $53,500 (lump sum) for Task I, $17,235
for Task II, and $17,200 for Task III. For Task IV, CONTRACTOR
. shall receive not more than $30,000. .

All other terms and conditions of the original agreement and
previous amendments remain in full force and effect.

PARDES1G.CO2

' PARAMETRiX, INC. METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
BY: BY:
(Print name and title) ' (Print name and title)
DATE: DATE:
DO:gbc

CHANGE ORDER NO.2
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1411 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO:THE COMPETITIVE
PROCUREMENT PROCEDURES OF METRO CODE 2.04.053 AND
AUTHORIZING A CHANGE ORDER TO THE DESIGN SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH PARAMETRIX, INC.

Date: -February 20, 1991 Presented by: Jim Watkins
Dennis O'Neil

PROPOSED ACTION

Adopt Resolutlon No. 91-1411, which grants exemption from the
competitive procurement process and authorizes execution of
Change Order No. 2 to the De51gn Services Agreement with
Parametrix, Inc. for englneerlng services related to the st.
Johns Landfill closure.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSTS

In May 1990, Metro executed a 2.3 ‘million dollar De51gn Services
Agreement w1th Parametrlx, Inc. Parametrix, Inc. is to provide
engineering services for the St. Johns Landfill closure. The
firm's proposal was selected over one other proposal costing 3.7
million dollars. Since then, Parametrix has worked with Metro's
engineering staff and DEQ to develop plans, -designs and
specifications for closure improvements. Ninety percent of the
development of these plans, designs and spec1f1cat10ns is
complete, but significant tasks related to bidding and
construction management remain.

The orlglnal De51gn Services Agreement was based on a
construction strategy under which one set of plans, designs, and
spec1f1catlons would be provided and would.be used in one
competitive bidding process to select one contractor to construct
all closure improvements.

During the design development process, it became apparent that
two modifications of the strategy were desirable. First, Metro
would purchase most of the cover soil and stockpile it on-51te in
1991 -and 1992. The stockpiles will be located on areas of the
landfill where considerable settlement is anticipated, and the
weight of the stockpiles will be used to accelerate the

' settlement before final cover is applied. The purpose of this is
to reduce the risk that rapid settlement after cover application
would cause increased post-closure maintenance costs because of
cover failure. Metro would also gain cost advantages from buying
soil in bulk, and reduc1ng the risk to construction contractors
of delayed 5011 dellverles during the constructlon season.



Secondly, Metro would pursue an open competitive bid process each
year for an area of the landfill, rather than let one contract
for the entire landfill. Metro would be able to learn from the -
~actual construction experience of each year, and use this
knowledge to revise contracts for subsequent years. Smaller
contracts would tend to allow more potential bidders to compete.
Since contractors would only be responsible for one year's

construction, they would be less likely to add contingencies for.
- future cost changes.

These modifications in construction strategy require that the
Design Services Contract with Parametrix, Inc. be modified.
Change Order No. 2 authorizes Parametrix, Inc. to perform the
additional tasks of developing technical documents for soil
procurement and preloading to be included in a Metro bid package
to be developed as soon as possible. Change Order No. 2 also
authorizes Parametrix, Inc. to develop a settlement monitoring
plan to help Metro monitor the effects of preloading and
determine the order of closure of the various sub-areas.
Parametrix, Inc. would also develop a detailed closure
construction sequence and cash flow estimate based on Metro's
construction strategy outline. The cost of these tasks is
$87,935.00.

Finally, Change Order No. 2 authorizes Parametrix, Inc. to
provide technical assistance to Metro in its procurement process
for energy recovery from landfill gas. This task would cost not
more than $30,000.00. Mr. Drennen, the Project Manager for
Parametrix, Inc. was responsible for Metro's procurement process
- for energy recovery from landfill gas. Parametrix, Inc.,
therefore, has experience specific to energy recovery from St.
Johns Landfill gas.

Metro Code 2.04.054 states that a contract amendment'exceeding
$10,000.00 shall not be approved unless the Contract Review Board
(Metro Council) exempts the amendment from the competitive
procurement process of Section 2.04.053.

An exemption is clearly justified in this instance. As detailed
above, the work contemplated is most logically viewed as part of
the ongoing work of Parametrix, Inc. Parametrix, Inc. has an up-
to-date and intimate knowledge of St. Johns Landfill and its
closure, and will continue to perform engineering services
related to landfill closure until 1996. Metro's planning for
landfill closure was never intended to be piecemeal and
fragmented between consultants. It would be inefficient to now
hire an additional engineering consultant to carry out this
relatively small component of landfill closure engineering.

BUDGET TMPACT

The current fiscal year budget for St. Johns Landfill closure
engineering services is 1.2 million dollars. Change Order No. 2,



for no more than $117,935.00 is not expected to cause this budget
to be exceeded.

E*ECUTIVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution

1 :\DENNIS\STAF0220.RPT
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fj GRANTICONTRACTSUMMARY

MITRO WETROPOUTAN SERVICE DISTRCT . .
901-270 ' 531-319320-574130-75960 .

ATTACHMENT 1

GRANT/CONTRACT NO. SUDGET CODE NO. - s = -
CLandfill closn,.n . id Waste o . C e 3 e
Funo: 2 DEPARTMENT: SO1i @F MORE THAN ONE) = - '
SOURCE CODE (IF REVENUE) : = = = =
INSTRUCTIONS °
1. OBTAIN GRANT/ICONTRACT NUMBER FROM CONTRACTS MANAGER. CONTRACT NUMBER SHOULD APPEAR ON THE SUMMARY
FORM AND ALL COPIES OF THE CONTRACT. - RECEWTD I THE $HTRACTS DIYISION ON:
2. COMPLETE SUMMARY FORM, :
3. IFCONTRACTIS — . ~
A. SOLE SOURCE, ATTACH MEMO DETAILING JUSTIFICATION. .
~ B. UNDER $2.500, ATTACH MEMO DETAILING NEED FOR CONTRACT AND CONT q?ﬁf&aigﬁ%&mﬁus. ETC.

. C. OVER$2,500, ATTACH QUOTES, EVAL FORM, NOTIFICATION OF REJECTION, HE H.
D. OVER $50,000, ATTACH AGENDA MANAGEMENT SUMMARY FROM COUNGIL PACKET BIDS, ;’ﬂ’)

- 4. PROVIDE PACKET TO CONTRACTS MANAGER FOR PROCESSING =
. . ADMI, 5;\;31.5'\!\1 —

CONTR SRiAINICTOAT,
1. PURPOSE OF GRANTICONTRACT _ Change order #2- assist in mate€fall: pnowmmemnmload _dﬁ)telcmment

settlement monitoring plan, develop construction sequefce pia “"a'SSTsﬁw-energy'rECUvew

orocurment.
2. TYPEOFEXPENSE  [9 PERSONAL SERVICES D LABOR AND MATERIALS O Pnocuasmsm
[ PASS THROUGH O INTER-GOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT O consTRuCTION
AGREEMENT : : : [0 oTHER
OR :
TYPEOFREVENUE [JGRANT [JCONTRACT [J OTHER ‘
3. TYPE OF ACTION ) cHANGE INCOST [ CHANGE INWORK SCOPE
. [0 CHANGE INTIMING [J NEwWCONTRACT
4 PARTIES METRO / PARAMETRIX, Inc. ,
s. eFFecTivepaTe_ May 24, 1990 _ TeERminaTionpaTe _APYil 30, 1996
(THIS IS A CHANGE FROM ; )
6. EXTENTOFTOTALCOMMITTMENT:  ORIGINAUNEW s 2,301,692.00 .
PREV. AMEND , : ' 9,900.00
) THIS AMEND , _117,935.00
TOTAL : s 2,429,527.00
7. BUDGET INFORMATION A
A. AMOUNT OF GRANT/CONTRACT TO BE SPENT IN FISCAL YEAR 198 91 892 s ©st.930,000.90
. B. BUDGETLINEITeM NaMe ENgineering Ser‘”ceiuoummpnopmneoroncormuc'r s _1,220,000.00
C. es*nm'rsotom.uusnsu APFROPRIATION REMAINING AS OF January 31 191 ¢ _500,000.00

8. suumn\rosalosonouo'resmassmmcne:nMmonmausmesssmsnmsa -
see orininal contract summary

“EUBMATEDBY $ oo DO mee

. : : . )
SUBMITTED BY ' $ oo O mee
TSUBWITTED®RY $ <o O mee

-8. NUMBERAND LOCATION OF ORIGINALS_____Parametrix, Inc, / Metro Solid Waste / Metro Contracts Division




1C A, APPROVEDBYSTATEFEDERALAGENCIES? [ves DOwno DOwor APPUC-ABLE '
’ 8. 1S THIS A DOTAUMTASFHWA ASSISTED contrRact  [Oves. Owo

1. ISCONTRACT OR SUBCONTRACT WITH A MINORITY BUSINESS? O vES D NO .
' IF YES, WHICH JURISDICTION HAS AWARDED CERTIFICATION

12. WILLINSURANCE CERTIFICATEBEREQUIRED? DJYves - Owo ,
3. WERE BID AND PERFORMANCE BONDS SUBMTTED? [ ¥Es  [J NOTAPPLICABLE

N/A

TYPEOFBOND _____ N/A AMOUNT$
TYPE OF BOND : 4 ‘ AMOUNT §
14. LISTOF KNOWN SUBCONTRACTORS (IF APPLICABLE) ,
- NAME See original contract summary SERVICE | . i
NAME SERVICE - ; O wmee
NAME SERVICE » D wmae
NAME ' ' SERVICE ' ‘ O mae

15. IF THE CONTRACT IS OVER$10,000 oo
A ISTHE courmmoa DOMICILED IN OR REGISTERED TO DO BUSINESS IN THE su*rs OF OREGON?
Jves [DOwno

B. IF NO, HAS AN APPL!CATION FORFINAL PAYMENT RELEASE BEEN FORWARDED TO THE CONTRACTOR?
"OvYes oOaTe____ INITIAL

46, COMMENTS:

GRANT/CONTRACT APPROVAL

INTERNAL REVIEW CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD COUNCIL REVIEW
(IF REQUIRED) DATE (IF REQUIRED)
KV

DEPARTMENT HEAD & @ v COUNCILOR — ‘ DATE

REVI ~1 z]:-r—l‘i] COUNCILOR

DGET | = 2/175(\ 3 COUNCILOR

LEGAL COUNSEL REVIEWAS NEEDED: : -
A. DEVIATION TO CONTRACT FORM ' i
B. CONTRACTS OVER $10,000
C. CONTRACTS BETWEEN GOVERNMENT AGENCIES




Agenda Item No. 7.3
Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1403



TRANSPORTATION and PLANNiNG COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1403, DEMONSTRATING SUPPORT for

AMENDMENT of the OREGON REVISED STATUTES, CHAPTER 197, pertaining
to ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND PERIODIC REVIEW of )
REGIONAL GOALS and OBJECTIVES

Date: February 27, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Gardner

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

At its February 26, 1991 meeting, the Transportatlon and Planning
Committee voted unanlmously (Devlin, Gardner, McLain, and Van
Bergen) to recommend Council adopt Resolution No. 91-1403.

BACKGROUND

Resolution No. 91-1403 supports, and directs Metro staff to work
toward, amendlng state statutes (Chapter 197) so that the State
will determine if metropolltan area land use planning goals and
ob]ectlves are consistent with State land use goals and

_ objectives. The process would closely resemble the process of
acknowledgement and periodic review now prov1ded for
comprehen81ve land use plans.

The purpose of thls amendment is to avoid requiring persons to
conform to two sets of goals and objectlves which might not be
consistent.

The Urban Growth Management Policy Advisory Committee voted on
January 30, 1991 to recommend Council seek this change.

‘The Governmental Affairs Committee, at its February 21, 1991
meeting, voted unanimously to recommend Counc11 adopt Resolution
No. 91-1403. :

In order not to miss the filing deadline, Metro staff have
already asked Leglslatlve Counsel to draft a bill to accomplish.
this result.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES

There was no Committee discussion.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF DEMONSTRATING RESOLUTION NO. 91-1403
SUPPORT FOR AMENDMENT OF THE
OREGON .REVISED STATUTES, CHAPTER
197, PERTAINING TO ACKNOWLEDGE-
MENT AND PERIODIC REVIEW OF

Introduced by Jim Gardner,
REGIONAL GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

" . Deputy Presiding Officer

A N N S Sud :

WHEREAS, Oregon Revised Statutes 268.380 (1) require the
Metropolitan Service District' to adopt "land use goals and

objectives" for the region "consistent with statewide goals"; and

WHEREAS, the means to show consistency with statewide goals is
through an _acknowledgement and periodic review procedure, .
administered by the Land Conservation and Development Commission;

and

WHEREAS, the Land.Use Board of Appeals, IWV v. Metro, case 88~
102, ruled that the current definition of "acknowledgement" applies
. , ' ]

only to comprehensive plans and their implementing ordinances; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan. Service District is cﬁrrently
completing "Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives", which are
intended to meet the requirements of ORS 268.380 (1); and

"WHEREAS, the draft "Regional Urban Growth Goals and
Objectives" are not intended to be comprehensive plans or

- implementing ordinances; and



WHEREAS, the Urban Growth Management Policy Advisory Committee
voted on January 30th , 1991 to recommend that the Council of the

Metropolitan Service District seek subh changes; now, therefore .
BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Metropolitan Service Distfict hereby supports the -
amendment of the Oregon Revised Statﬁtes,.éhapter 197, to clarify.
procedures intended to show the consistency of any régional iand
use goals and objedfives with state goals. ‘Said regionai land use.
goais and objectives may inclﬁde the draft "Regional Urban Growth
Goals and Cb.jecti‘ves" or any part thereof, or as may b.e revAis.ed..
Further, the Council directs its staff and representatives to work
with members of the State Législature; and other persons as may be

appropriate, tb‘request such amendments.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District the day of , ., 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION 91~-1403, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
DEMONSTRATING SUPPORT FOR THE AMENDMENT OF THE OREGON
REVISED STATUTES, CHAPTER 197, PERTAINING TO
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND PERIODIC REVIEW OF REGIONAL GOALS AND
OBJECTIVES. . -

Date: February 19,'1991 ' Presented by : Rich Carson

FACTUAIL BACKGROUND

Metro is mandated by the state to adopt "land use goals and
objectives" for the region "consistent with statewide goals".
Currently, as an interim measure, Metro is operating within the old
CRAG (Columbia Region Association of Governments) Goals, which at
this point are over 10 years old, and in several cases very much
out-of-date. ' : '

The Urban Growth Management ‘Policy Advisory Committee. is
currently drafting Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives, in
part to meet the requirements of state statute. '

) However, the latest LUBA case (LVW v. Metro) indicates that
acknowledgement only applies to comprehensive plans and
implementing ordinances.

Accordingly, there is no means to determine whether any
regional goals and objectives are consistent with state goals.
There is a real concern that with either  the existing CRAG goals or
_the draft RUGGO (when adopted), litigation could be filed by any
party who may erroneously séek to use the district goals as a basis
of appeal of a local land use action.. Additionally, as it now
stands, '"consistency" could only be defined by the courts in a
contested case. '

For these reasons, the Urban Growth Management Policy Advisory
Committee has recommended that Metro seek amendments to state
statutes to clarify acknowledgement and periodic review.

>‘ EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends the approval of Resolution
No. 91-1404, supporting the amendment of Chapter 197 of the Oregon
Revised Statutes. . !



2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

MELRD Memorandum -

503/221-1646
Date: -~ Pebruary 5, 1991
To: Burton'Weast, Western Advocates, Inc.
From: 2 Richard carson, Director, Planning & DeVelopment'
Regarding: METRO BILL: ACKNOWLEDGMENT AND PERIODIC REVIEW OF

REGIONAL GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
\ _

Legislative‘Intent

Metro seeks amendments to ORS ch 197 for statutory clarification
of LCDC’s authority to acknowledge that its land use goals and
objectives are consistent with statewide land use goals. Also,
once acknowledged these district goals and objectives must be
subject to periodic review for continued acknowledgment.

- The intent of these amendments is to clearly utilize the same
process for acknowledgment and periodic review of district goals

- and objectives that has been used for determining comprehensive
plan statewide goal compliance. The existing statutory standard
that district goals and objectives must be "consistent" with
statewide goals must be retained because regional goals and
objectives are not intended to be comprehensive plans.
Therefore, this legislation retains the distinctionh between
district goals and objectives, which address issues of
metropolitan significance, and city-county comprehensive plans-
which must contain all land use policies to be implemented.

Background

"'ORS 268.380(1) requires Metro to adopt "land use goals and
objectives" for the region "consistent with statewide goals."
Such goals and objectives, intended to fulfill this requirement,
are currently under consideration to replace CRAG’s 1976 Goals
and Objectives. However, a recent LUBA case confirms that there -
is currently no process in State law for determining RUGGO
“consistency" with statewide planning goals.

LWV v. Metro, LUBA No. 88-102 (1989) interpreted ORS
197.015(1), the definition of "acknowledgment," to apply only to
comprehensive plans and their implementing ordinances.

’



Memorandum'
Page 2 .
February 5, 1991

In the absence of a specific procedure, like that created for
acknowledgment of comprehensive plans in ORS 197.251, uncertainty
exists about how to determine State goal consistency. Without
amendments to ORS ch 197, "consistency" would be tested in case
by case LUBA appeals whenever a litigant perceives that the
district goals and objectives have been applied to a Metro land
use action. ' , '

'Further, without some kind of binding determination of

consistency for district goals and objectives, like
acknowledgment of comprehensive plans is binding in ORS
197.175(2) (d), litigants may erroneously attempt to use district
goals and objectives as the basis for appeal of local land use
actions as well. ICDC’s determination that district goals and
objectives are consistent with statewide planning goals will
clarify the role of district goals and objectives and reduce
unnecessary land use appeals.

RC/LS/der
1196
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.Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388A



"METRO

2000 S.\W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-3398
503:221-1646

- Memorandum

DATE: March 7, 1991

TO: . Interested Parties '
FROM: Paulette'Allen, Clerk of the Counci]f'g)H
RE: 'RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388A

Because of the large volume of supporting documentation for Resolution
No. 91-1388A, only the Transportation & Planning Committee report,
Resolution No. 91-1388A, the exhibits to that resolution and the
original Resolution No. 91-1388 have been printed in this agenda packet.
- The remaining materials, comprised of Senate Bills, charts, and other
informational materials, will be distributed in advance to Councilors in
a supplemental packet and will be available at the, Council meeting March

14. . Those interested in obtaining those materials may contact the Clerk

Recycled Paper



| TRANSPORTATION and PLANNING COMHITTEE REPORT

- RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388A, ENDORSING PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH
D.E.Q.’S COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE PROPOSAL

Date: February 27, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Bauer .

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At its February 26, 1991 meeting, the
Transportation and Planning Committee voted 4-1 (Councilors
Bauer, Devlin, Gardner, and McLain in favor, Councilor Van Bergen
opposed) to recommend Council adopt Resolution No. 91-1388A, with
four amendments: _

1 add the phrase "Bi-State Pollcy Advisory Committee"

) following the term "JPACT" in RESOLVED #4 (Bauer) ;

2 add the phrase "Bi-State Pollcy Advisory Committee"

follow1ng the term "JPACT" in RESOLVED #5 (Bauer); and

3 add a RESOLVED #6 as follows: .

: "Limitations on the use of motor vehicle fee
alternatives due to restrictions of the Oregon
Constitution should be changed." (Gardner)

4 renumber the existing RESOLVED #6 as RESOLVED #7. (Gardner)

- The history of Resolution No. 91-1388A is outlined in. the
. Transportation and Planning Committee’s staff report. The
'Governmental Affairs Committee has recommended its adoptlon.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: John Kowalczyk of DEQ explained that
o HB 2175 extends the $25/ton industrial emission fee of-the
" Clean Air Act to other sources of air pollution, including.
motor vehicles. This is appropriate and fair, and may be
necessary, because Oregon could find its federal highway
money impounded if it fails to implement the Act.:
0 The Portland metropolltan area needs time beyond the
" Legislative session to use the JPACT process to develop and
implement an added market-sens;tlve air quality strategy.

Councilor Bauer noted that the Bi-State Commission endorsed the
comprehens;ve emissions fee prior to Resolution No. 91-1388A and
supports a statewide fee on new vehicle sales, which may be
included in HB 2175. The Commlttee unanimously approved his
amendment to keep the Commission in the metropolitan area "loop"
to develop  and implement an area air quality strategy.

Councilor Gardner noted Metro’s past Legislative support for
changing the Constitutional limits on the use of vehicle fees.
He moved to add a provision to that effect from the original
draft of Resolution No. 91-1388. The amendment passed, over the
opposition of Councilors Devlin and Van Bergen who said that it
was a separate issue (which is the subject of HB 1984) and would
be unnecessary for emissions fees currently being proposed.

. 'Implementing the fee concept concerned Councilor Van Bergen.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING

PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH DEQ'S

) . RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388A

) ,
COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE ) Introduced by David Knowles,

)

)

PROPOSAL Chair, Joint Policy Advisory
- Committee on Transportation
WHEREAS, The Portland ﬁetropolitan area is in violation
. of air quality standards for carbon monoxide and ozone; and

' WHEREAS, Motor vehicles are a significant contributor to

this air quality problem}'and

WHEREAS, Significant growth of population, vehicle travel

aﬁd congestion threaten to exacerbate this problem; and

WHEREAs; DEQ has proposed a market-Sensitive approach to
reduce emiésions through fees on polluters at the rate of $25.00
per ton; now, therefore, |

BE IT kESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
~adopts the following principles: |

1. Motor vehicles #re é significant source of air
pollution statewide and should shoulder their share of the burden
of meeting air quality standards.

2. A market-sensitive statewide approach to addressing
this problem is appropriate.

3. Programs and fees proposed to control automobile
emissions should be consistent with state, regional and local land
use objectives qhd.assist in implementing a multi-modal approach to

meeting air quality objectivés. . ’



4. The Metro Council, JPACT; and TPAC

{ should be further involved in the development of program

R

details.

5. An added approach should be pursued to meeting air
quality problems in‘the Portland metropolitan area; TPAC shouid‘
work with the Department of Environmental Quality to recommend to

i and the Metro Council specific language |

to be incorporated into HB 2175 calling for the development and
implementation of the added approach in the Portland metropolitan

area.

7. This resolution does not endorse any specific

proposal to implement these principles.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service Dis-

trict this day of , 1991,

MH:mk
91-1388A.RES
02-27-91

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388A, ENDORSING PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH
DEQ’S COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE PROPOSAL

Date: February 19, 1991 By: Martin Winch
BACKGROUND |

On September 27, 1990, the Air Quality Subcommittee of the Bi-State
Policy AdVLSory Commlttee recommended expanding the emission fee
concept to "all major sources of air pollution," stating that these
sources "are potentially more effectively controlled through a non-
regulatory, market-based approach which should include establishing an
air quality improvement fund from the fees to support publlc and
prlvate projects that would cost-effectlvely reduce emissions." (see
Exhibit A) On October 26, 1990, the Bi-State Policy Advisory '
Committee accepted and endorsed this recommendation and urged Metro
and IGR to forward it to their respective state leglslatures. (see
Exhibit A)

On November 13, 1990, the Intergovernmental Relations Committee
unanlmously recommended Council approval of Resolution No. 90-1352,
Approv1ng the Recommendations of the Bi-State Policy Advisory
Committee Regarding Air Pollution Measures, which Council did adopt on
November 29, 1990. (Exhibit A)

On January 4, 1991, the Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee
(TPAC) reviewed and discussed the November 26, 1990 Legislative draft
of the Comprehensive Emission Fee bill. Questions were raised about
the feasibility, cost, legal complications and fairness of various
fees and fee collection mechanisms. Resolution No. 91-1388 was
crafted as a motion, with the intent of reciting basic principles
relating to transportation and air quality which were the foundation
of the draft legislation. A motion to table for a month narrowly
‘failed. Over several dissenting votes and abstentions, TPAC passed
the recital of principles which became Resolution No. 91-1388.
(Exhibit B)

The Governmental Affairs Committee considered Resolution No. 91-1388
on January 17, 1991. The Committee tabled the Resolution with.the
purpose of monitoring it.

The Transportation and Planning Committee considered Resolution No.
91-1388 on January 22, 1991. The Committee deferred action on the
Resolution until after conslderatlon by the Bi-State Pollcy Advisory
Committee and JPACT review.

JPACT first considered Resolution No. 91-1388 on January 17, 1991.
JPACT decided to defer the Resolution to its February meeting, on
account of concern over questlons inherent in the comprehen91veness of

the proposed legislation and its lmplementatlon measures, the parklng
fee in particular. :

TPAC again considered Resolution No. 91-1388 on February 8, 1991.
TPAC had before it two draft modifications of the Resolution, labelled



(A) (Exhibit C) and (B) (Exhibit D). TPAC, however, drafted another
version, which is now Resolution No. 91-1388A.

JPACT considered Resolution No. 91-1388A at its February 14, 1991 .
meeting. The Resolution passed, with the Washington County cities’
representative dissenting.

COMPARING RESOLUTIONS NO. 91-1388 AND 91-1388A
The recitals are identical in both versioné. ‘

Three of the "Resolved’s" are substantially the same:

Resolution No. 91-1388 91-1388A . comment
Resolved #1 - "its" : "their" | grammatical
Resolved #2 o add, "market-sensitive" ’
Resolved #7 #4 - renumbered

- Two of the "Resolved’s" in 91-1388, were deleted entirely in 91-1388A:

#5 (fee revenue from the metro area should be linked to ,
transportation improvements in the metro area, particularly to -
implementing transit expansion called for in the R.T.P.); and

#6 (change the Constitutional restrictions on the use of vehicle
fees). . ' '

Two of the "Resolved’s" in 91-1388 were significantly changed in 91-
1388A:

#3 in 91-1388 ("Significant air quality problems in the Portland
region warrant implementation of a special approach for this
airshed.") has become #5 in 1388A ("An added approach should be
pursued to meeting air quality problems in the Portland ‘
metropolitan area; TPAC should work with DEQ to recommend to JPACT
and the Metro Council specific language to be incorporated into HB
2175 calling for the development and implementation of the added
approach in the Portland metropolitan area.")

#4 in 1388 ("Programs proposed to control automobile emissions
should be consistent with state, regional and local land use
objectives") has become #3 in 1388A ("Programs and fees proposed to
control automobile emissions should be consistent with state,
regional and local land use objectives and assist in implementing a

multi-modal approach to meeting air quality objectives.")

Finally,.#G in 91-1388A is added: "This resolution does~not endorse
any specific proposal to implement these principles."

After JPACT approved Resolution No. 91-1388A, members orally
instructed Metro’s Transportation Department to use the JPACT/TPAC
process to gain regional consensus on HB 2175 as a whole, not limited
to the metro-area language of new "Resolved" #5. -



EXHIBIT "A"
BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE (T & P 2/26/91)
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT »

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING THE RESOLUTION NO. 90-1352

)
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE BI-STATE . )
POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE ) INTRODUCED BY COUNCILOR .
REGARDING AIR QUALITY ) LAWRENCE BAUER, CO-CHAIR
PROTECTION MEASURES ) BI-STATE POLICY ADVISORY
| ) COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, the Metro Council and the Intergovernmental
' Resource Center of Clark County established the Bi-State Policy -
Advisory Committee (Bi-Sgafe) by joint resblution on September
24, 1981; and .

WHEREAS, Metro’s charge to Bi-State includes the direction,
"to develop recommehdatiéns:for consideration by the Metro |
Council;" and

WHEREAS, Bi-State has ldentlfled air quality. as one of the
. seven issues for lts lnvestlgatlon, in recognltlon of the
.lmportance of the local air quality problem and the need for a
regional approach to address it; and

| WHEREAS Bi-State has establlshed an Air Quallty

Subcommlttee to lnvestlgate air quality issues in the Portland-
Vancouver metropolitan area; and

WHEREAS, Bi-State’s Air Quality Subcommittee has developed
recommendations in support of standardized air quality protection.
measures for the Portland-Vancouver airshed; and

WﬁEREAS, Bi-State adopted Resolution 10-01-1990 on Octobér
26, 1990 (attached as Exhibit A), which "aécepts and endorses the
recommendations of the Air Quality Subcommittee and encourages
Metropolitén Service,District,an& Intergovernmental Resource
Center to forward these recommendations to their respective state

legislatures;“ and '



WHEREAS, the recommendations of the Air Quality Subcommittee
and the full Bi-State committee:(attached as Exhibit B)_ include
calls to standardize and enhance an expanded motor vehicle
inspection/maintenance program, standardize requlations and )
enforcement proceduresdon‘stationary sources of air pollution on
both sides of the Columbia River, establlsh and enforce a
standardlzed system of stationary source emissions fees, expand
the Emission Fee concept to all major area sources of air
pollutlon, and preserve local control of alr-quallty policy in
‘order to coordinate policy 1mplementatlon, and

WHEREAS, lt is in the public interest that standardized air
quality protection measures be based on the higher of the two
states’ etandards; now, therefore, |

BE IT RﬁSOLVED,

_That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District accepts and
endorses the recommendatlons of the Bi-State Pollcy Advxsory Committee
regardlng air quallty protectlon, and . further recommends that the more
stringent of the,Oregon and Washington regulatlons form the basis for
establishing'air quality standards for the Portland-Vancogyer-airshed;
and \

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,

That the Council directs that copies of this Resolution, with
Exhibits A and B attached, shall be sent to the Governor‘and Governor-
Elect of Oregon; members of Metro’s legislative delegation; members of
the Joint Committee on‘Enﬁironment,'Energy'and Hazardous Materials; and
members of relevant House and Senate Committees, including the ﬁouse
.Environment and Energy Committee and Senate Agriculture and Natural

Resources Committee.



ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this

A

29th __ day of November , 1990.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Offiéer

cstbisairq.res
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Exhibit "A"

BI-STATE POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION 10-01-1990 ‘

For the purpose of recommending that Metropolitan Service District and intergovernmental -
Resource Center forward recommendations. to their respective state legislatures concerning
consistent and uniform approaches to air quality regulations affecting the Portland-
Vancouver metropolitan area. - ‘

WHEREAS, the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee established a
subcommittee to investigate air quality issues in the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan
area; and '

WHEREAS, the Air Quality Subcommittee met on two occasions during the
months of August and September of 1990 to formulate recommendations regarding
air quality regulations applied to the metropolitan area; and

- WHEREAS, the September 27, 1990 meeting of the Air Quality
Subcommittee culminated in policy recommendations to the Bi-State Policy Advisory

. Committee as expressed in an October 12, 1990 letter from Stuart Clark, Air
Program Manger with the Washington State Department of Ecology, and John
Kowalczyk, Air Quality Planning and Development Manager with Oregon State’
Department of Environmental Quality, to Councilor Larry Bauer and Commissioner
John Magnano, a copy of which is appended to this Resolution. '

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Bi-State Policy Advisory
- Committee accepts and endorses the recommendations of the Air Quality
Subcommittee and encourages Metropolitan Service District and Intergovernmental

Resource Center to forward these recommendations to their respective state
legislatures.

Adopted this 26th day of October, 1990, by the Bi-State Policy advisory Committee.
L &y

Councilor Lawrence Bauer - .

Co-Chair:

(k7 . WL

Co joner John Magnan o
air




i-State. . 1351 Officers’ Row
Vancouver, Washing(on 98661

indly established by IRC and METRO in 1983 Exhibit "B" (206) 699-2361
Fax (206) 696-1847

October 12, 1990

Councilor Lawrence Bauer, Co-Chair
Commissioner John Magnano, Co-Chair’
Bi-State Policy- Advisory Committee
1351 Officers’ Row ..
Vancouver, WA 98661

RE: Recommendations on Air-Quality Issues
Dear Councilor Bauer and Commissioner Magnano:

The States of Washington and Oregon share a mutual concern for maintaining the unique
quality of life enjoyed by residents in the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan area. This
concern has formed the agenda of the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee. Through this
intergovernmental mandate, the committee has identified the airshed shared by the two
states as a common resource impacted by the'inevitable. and rapid growth of urban areas on
both sides of the Columbia River. In ‘establishing the Bi-State Air Quality Subcommittee,
-the Advisory Committee has acknowledged both the importance of the local air quality
problem and the need for a regional approach to addressing it.

We of the Air Quality Subcommittee believe there is a need for understanding the ways in
which different emissions affect the environment in order to formulate policies which are
consistent and equitable, a “leveling of the playing field" that ensures that both the public

and private industry are paying costs proportionate to their respective levels of pollutants,
for example. :

As the time for new legislative sessions approaches in Salem and Olympia, we urge that the
Advisory Committee put forward recommendations to Governors Gardner and Goldschmidt

which we. believe will result in constructive new legislation of.benefit to both states. Our
recommendations are as follows: : o

“Working together for a better Northwest future®




*Councilor Lawrence Bauer
Commissioner John Magnano
Octaober 12, 1990

Page 2

The Bi-State Air Quality Subcommittee supports a more consistent and uniform

approach by the govemments of Washington and Oregon regarding air quality issues
affecting the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan area. With respect to proposed legislation,
such an approach would seek to adopt regulations which would be largely standardized
between the states and which would not place disproportionate costs on any group or
area. We recommend the following policy actions: o

a.

Standardize and erhance ain expanded inotor vehicle emission inspection and
‘maintenance (I/M) program to cover major urban areas on both sides of the
Columbia River. The EPA has determined that /M programs are among the
most cost-effective for controlling urban air pollution. We recommend that
projections of urban growth’s impact on local travel be used to determine the
boundaries of the I/M program. ' '

Standardize regulations and enforcement procedures on stationary sources of air
pollution on both sides of the Columbia River. These sources, also'called point
sources, are monitored and regulated differently in the two states, resulting in
inconsistent control of industrial emissions within the region.

Establish and enforce a standardized system of stationary source emissions fees
within the framework of the new Clean - Air Act requirements to further limit air
pollution from major industrial and commercial sources.

Expand the Emission Fee concept to all major area sources of air pollution.
These sources are potentially more effectively controlled through a
nonregulatory, market-based approach which should include establishing an
air quality improvement fund from the fees to support public and private
projects that would cost-effectively reduce-emissions. '

Preserve local control of air-quality policy, with the objective being coordination--
not centralization--of policy implementation. :

We are in the process of formulating additional and more specific recommendations to the
Advisory Committee in the coming weeks, realizing that time is growing short for submission
-of formal recommendations to the state legislatures. We are also aware of a need for -
educating the public in Portland, Vancouver, and particularly the surrounding small
communities and rural areas on the significance and implications of air-quality issues. We
will be considering ways to inform residents of the metro area on why the varying impacts
of different categories of emissions require a range of approaches to control. -



Councilor Lawrence Bauer
Commissioner John Magnano
. October 12, 1990

Page 3

On behalf of the subcommittee members, we invite your questions and comments in

~. response to these recommendations, which should be directed to subcommittee coordinator

Dave Anderson.

Sinccrcly,

PN,

Stuart Clark, Air Program Analyst |
Washington State Department of Ecology
‘Member, Bi-State Air Quality'Subcommittee

John Kowalczyk, Manager, Air Quality Planning & Development

Oregon State Department of Environmental Quality
Member, Bi-State Air Quality Subcommittee

" Other Subcommittee members listed below:

John Magnano, Clark County Commissioner

Richard Brandman, Transportation-Planning Manager,
Metropolitan Service District of Portland

Dick Serdoz, Director, SW Washington Air Pollution Control
Authority _ :

Elsa Coleman, Parking Manager, City of Portland

a:\da\bauerfin



EXHIBIT "B"
BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE (T &« P 2/26/91)
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE- PURPOSE OF ENDORSING RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388

PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH .;'. :
DEQ'S COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS) Introduced by .
FEE PROPOSAL ) ) George Van Bergen, Chair
Joint Policy Advisory Committee
on Transportation ‘

WHEREAS, The Portland metropolitan area is in-violation
of air‘quality standards for carbon monoxide and ozone; and

WHEREAS, Motor vehicles are a significant contributor
to this -air quality problem; and

wﬁEREAS, Significant growth of population, vehicle
travel and congestion threaten to exacerbate this problem; and

WHEREAS, DEQ has proposed a market-sensitive approach
to reduce emissions through fees on polluters‘at the rate of
$25.00 per ton; now, therefore

| 'BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitah'Service District
adopts the following principles:

1. Motor vehicles afe a significant source of air
vpollution statewide and shouid shoulder its share of the burden
of meeting air quality standardé. |

2. . A statewide approach to addressing this problem is
appropriate. «

3. Significant air quality problems in the Portland
region warrant implementation of a special approach for this

| airshed.

4. Programs proposed to control automobile emissions




- should be consistent with staﬁe, regional and local land use

objectives.

~ 5. Revenues from fees imposed on transportation

sources inﬂfhié area should be linked to transportation
improvements in this area, particularly to assist in implementing.
the trahsit expansion aspects of the Regional Transportation
‘Plan.

6. Limitations on the use of motor vehicle fee
alternatives due to restrictions of the Oregon Constitution
- should be_changed. |
' 7. The Metro Council, JPACT and TPAC shoulé_be_further ‘

involved in the development of program deféils.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District this | day of ' . 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ACC:1mk
91-1388.RES
1-7-91 :



EXHIBIT "C"

BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE (T &« P 2/26/91)
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT :

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING
PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH DEQ'S
COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE
PROPOSAL

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388 (A)

Introduced by David Knowles,
Chair, Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation

s N sl NP st

WHEREAS, The Portland metropolitan area is in violation
of air quality_standards for-carbon monoxide and ozone; and
WHEREAS, Motor vehicles are a significant contributor to
this air‘quality_problem: and _
'wHEREAS, Significant growth of population, vehicle travel
and congestion threaten to éxacerbate this problem; and
WHEREAS, DEQ has proposed a market—sensitive approach to
- reduce emissions through fees on polluters at the rate of $25.00
-pef ton;.now, therefore,
| BE IT RESOLVED,
"That the Céuncil of.the Metropolitan Service District édépts
the following prihciﬁles: |
1. Motor vehicles are a significant source of air pollution
'statewidelgnd should shoulder their share of the burden of meeting
-ailr quality stahdaids. |

£

2. A}

> statewide approach.to addressing this
problem is appropriate. \

‘ 3. 'Signifiéant air quality problems in the Portland region
warrant impiementation ¢

approach for this airshed.

¥ of a special

4. Programs proposed to control automobile emissions should

be consistent with state, :egional and local land use objectives.



5. Revenues from g

transportation sources in this

should be *inked—te §

: transportation improvements in

this area, particularly to aSSlSt in implementlng the transit
expansion aspects of the Regional Transportatlon Plan.

6. leitations on the use of motor vehicle fee alternatives
due to restrictions of the Oregon Constitution should be changed.

7. The Metro Council, JPACT and TPAC should be further

involved in the development of program details.

ADOPTED by the cOuncil of the Metropolitan Service Dis-

trict this ____ day of , 1991.

. Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer
MH: : o
m3§mma

02-07-91



EXHIBIT "D"

BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE (r &« P 2/26/91)
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388 (B)

PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH DEQ'S )

COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE ") Introduced by David Knowles,

PROPOSAL ) Chair, Joint Policy Advisory
)

Committee on Transportation

WHEREAS, The Portland metropolitan area is in violation

of air quality standards for carbon monoxide and ozone; and

WHEREAS, DEQ has proposed a market-seas&ttve

approach to reduce emissions through fees on

at the rate of $25.00 per ton; now, therefore, g



BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District adopts
the following principles: |

1.. Moﬁor vehicles are a significant source of air pollution

statewide and should shoulder their share of the burden of meeting

air quality standards.

. statewide approach to addressing this

¥ should be inked—to i

i

particularly to assist'in
implementing the transit expansion aspects of the Régiopal

Transportation Plan.



3%. ~Significant air quality problems in the Portland region
warrant implementation {
approach for this airshed

€§. Limitations on the use of motor vehicle fee alternatives
due to restrictions of the Oregon Constitution should be changed.

'4%. The .Metro Council, JPACT and TPAC should be further

involved in the development of program details £

ADOPTED by ‘the Council of the Metropolitan Service Dis- .

[N

trict this day of . 1991,

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer
MH:mk
91-1388.REB
02-07-91



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ENDORSING PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH DEQ'S COMPREHENSIVE
EMISSIONS FEE PROPOSAL '

Date: January 7, 1991 Presented by: Andrew C. Cotugno
: BACK:
-BBQBQSED_ACIIQH

~ Adopt Resolution No. 91-1388 endorsing principles regarding DEQ's
proposed emissions fee program proposed for consideration by the
1991 Oregon Legislature. ,

BACKGROUND

The Joint Interim Committee on Energy, Environment and Hazardous
Materials with the assistance of DEQ have developed a proposal
for a comprehensive emissions fee program. Under this program,
consistent with recently adopted federal requirements on indus-
try, a $25.00 per ton fee is proposed on polluters. Included is
a proposed emission fee on automobiles statewide and a parking
" fee program proposed for the Portland metropolitan area. An

overview of the proposal is described in Attachments A and B from
DEQ." )

The aspects of the program affecting transportation include a fee
on all automobiles statewide to be collected through annual’
vehicle registrations, new car sales or tire sales. Because of
the significance of the air ‘quality problem in the Portland
region, an additional program designed to reduce vehicle miles of
travel involves a fee on parkers for work trips to encourage use
‘of alternative forms of transportation. Numerous details remain
.to be defined and are not reflected in the legislative proposal.
These could be established through amendments considered by the
Oregon Legislature or at a later date through DEQ Administrative
Rule. Because of the lack of .specificity, it is not recommended
- to specifically endorse the proposed bill. However, a number of’
- objectives that the bill are intended to accomplish merit en-
dorsement and therefore the proposed resolution endorsing a
series of principles is recommended for adoption.

I ! E ENDAT

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 91—
1388.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING )

PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH ) A

DEQ'S COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS) Introduced by

FEE PROPOSAL ) George Van Bergen, Chair

Joint Policy Advisory Committee
on Transportation

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388

WHEREAS;‘The Portland metropolitan area is in violation
.of air quality standards for carbon monoxide and ozone; and
WHEREAS, Motof vehicles are a significant contributor
to this air qualityvproblém: and |
WHEREAS, Significant growth of population, vehicle
travel and congestion threaten to exacerbaté this problem; and
WHEREAS, DEQ has proposed a market-sensitive approach
to reduce emissions through fees on polluters at the rate of
$25.00 per tbn; now; therefore |
BE IT RESOLVED, . * . ’ \
That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
adopts the following principles: '
' | ~ 1. Motor vehicles are a significant.source of air
~pollution statewide and should shoulder‘its share of the bufden
of meeting air quality standards.
2. A statewide approach to addressing this problem is
appiopriate. ,
3. Significant air quality problems in the Portland
' region warrant implementation of a special approach for- this
airshed.

v,4.AvPrograms proposed to control automobile emissions



should be consistent with state, regional and local land use
objectives.

5. .Révenues from fees imposed onvtransportation
sources in this area should be linked to transportation
improvements. in this area, particularly to aséist in implementing
'thé transit expansion aspects of the Regionai Transportation
Plan.

6. Limitations on the use of motor vehicle fee
alternatives due to restrictions of the Oregon Constitution

- should be changed.
.7. The Metro Council, JPACT and TPAC should be further

involved in the development of program details.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District this : day of , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ACC:1lmk
91-1388.RES
1-7-91



Agenda Item No. 7.5
Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412A



SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412, FOR THE PURPOSE
OF ESTABLISHING - THE METRO CENTRAL STATION COMMUNITY
ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Date: March.6, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Susan MclLain

Committee Recommendation: At the March 5, 1991 meeting, the
Committee ' voted unanimously to recommend Council adoption of
Resolution No. 91-1412 as amended. Voting in favor were Counc;lors
DeJardin, Gardner, McFarland, Mclain, and Wyers.

Committee Issues/Discussion: Councilor Sandi Hansen explained that
Resolution No. 91-1412 will create the Metro Central Station-
Communlty Enhancement Advisory Committee, outline its duties, and
- appoint its members. She said that nelghborhood associations in
the area impacted by the new transfer station have forwarded the
-names of representatives to serve on the Advisory Committee.

Johh Lee Sherman, representing Friends of Forest Park, asked that
.the Solid Waste Committee include a representative from his
organization on the Advisory Committee.

Councilor Hansen said that a representative from Friends of Forest
Park had not been included in the list of proposed Advisory
Committee members, because it was thought that representatives from
Linnton Community Association and Forest Park Neighborhood
Asociation could adequately represent the.Park’s interests, since
it lies within their boundaries.

Councilor McLain suggested that since the Friends of Forest Park
desire to become involved, it would be a positive step to include
a representative on the advisory committee. She could not identify
any negative consequences. '

Councilors Hansen and Gardner stated that they were not adverse to
- amending Resolution No. 91-1412 to provide for a representative
- from the Friends of Forest Park. The Committee voted unanimously
to amend the Resolution accordingly.

The Committee asked that the Friends of Forest Park confer and
provide the name of a representative to Council staff before the
. next Council meeting on March 14, 1991. Exhibit A to the amended
resolution will then be revised to add the name of the Friends of
Forest Park representative to the list of Advisory Committee
members.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING
THE METRO CENTRAL STATION
COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY
COMMITTEE |

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412A

Introduced by
Councilor Hansen

WHEREAS, The adopted Regional Solid Waste Management Plan
requires the District to apportion an amount of the service»
charge for solid waste disposed at each public or privately owned
site for the enhancement of the area in and around the disposal
site; and h
WHEREAS, The transfer station located at 6161 N.W. 6lst
'Avenue is a disposal site as defined bj the solid waste
management plan; and |

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service District is
seeking recommendations regarding the administration of the
community enhancement program for the area surrounding the
transfer station, no&, therefor,

'BE IT RESOLVED,

1. The Metro Council hereby establishes an advisory
committee to be known as the Metro Central Station Enhancement
Advisory Committee.

2. The purpose of the Committee shall be to make
recommendations to the Metro Council regarding policies and the
administration of the enhancement program for the Metro Central
Station area, to include the following:

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412A - Page 1



a. specify the boundaries of the area to be enhanced;
b. criteria for determining how funds will be used
for community enhancement; and
c. the membership composition of a committee to
recommend projeéts for funding.
.The Committee shall complete its recommendations withih six
months of the date of Council appointment.

3. The Committee chairperson shall be the Metro Councilor
from District No. 12. The Metro Council shall'appoint [£ive—{5)]
six (6) area citizens as follows: one from the Forest Park
Neighborhood Assdciation; oﬁe from the Friends of Forest Park;
one from the Linnton Community Association; one from Northwest
District’Neighborhood Association; one froﬁ Northwest Industrial
Neighborhood Association; and one from St. Johns Neighborhood
Association/Friends of Cathedral Park Neighborhood Association.
The citizen apéointees are indicated on Exhibit A attached which
shows the membership roster of the Advisory Committee.

4. The Metro Council staff shall provide administrative

services to the advisory committee.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
the day of , 1991

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

A

mgs
\SWC\91-1412A.ANM1

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412A - Page 2



EXHIBIT A

Resolution No. 91-1412A

METRO CENTRAL STATION
COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

o Sandi Hansen, Chair
Metro Councilor, District No. 12

Don Joycé : .
Forest Park Neighborhood Association

(-]

o _John Sherman .
Friends of Forest Park

o Chris Foster
Linnton Community Association

o Ed Leek
Northwest District Association

"o Mark Young
Northwest Industrial Neighborhood Association

o Terry Scott
St. Johns Neighborhood Association /
Friends of Cathedral Park Neighborhood Assocation



METRO - Memorandum

2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398 .

503/221-1646
TO: Council Solid Waste Committee
FROM: Councilor Sandi Hansen, xistrict 12
DATE: February 26, 1991

RE: Resolution No. 91-1412

I am asking the Solid Waste Committee to recommend Council approval
of Resolution No. 91-1412, which would create the Metro Central
Station Community Enhancement Advisory Committee, outline its
duties, and appoint its members.

Under the terms of the resolution, the Advisory Committee will
recommend to the Council the boundaries of the area to be enhanced,
criteria for determining how funds will be used, and the membership
composition of the permanent enhancement committee. '

- The Resolution provides that I will serve as Advisory Committee
Chair, in my capacity as the Metro Councilor representing the
district in which Metro Central Station is located. The other five
‘'committee members will represent the neighborhoods impacted by the
transfer station. These neighborhoods are Forest Park, Linnton,
Northwest District, Northwest Industrial, and St. Johns/Friends of
Cathedral Park. /

I have attached two maps showing the approximate location of the
transfer station. . On one map the impacted neighborhoods are

- outlined; the other map deletes the outline so that association
boundaries can be shown clearly. :

At my request, the neighborhood associations representing these
.neighborhoods have each submitted the name of a person to serve on
the Advisory Committee. These citizens are listed in Exhibit A,
- with the exception of the representative from Linnton. It is my
understanding that the Linnton Community Association will be
forwarding the name of its representative to Council staff prior
to the Solid Waste Committee meeting on March 5, 1991. The
Resolution will be revised to incorporate the Linnton
representative as soon as the name is provided. '

Once the Council approves this Resolution, with the assistance of
Council Analyst Karla Forsythe I will convene reqular meetings of
the Advisory Committee. I anticipate bringing recommendations -
regarding the permanent committee to the Council for adoption in
the fall, in accordance with the six-month deadline established in
the Resolution for the Advisory Committee’s work.



(5

w

Metro Central .
Transfer Station
{approximate location)

INNTON

ST. JOHNS )
FRIENDS OF . '
CATHEDRA KENTON
PAnK 1 EAST

COLUMBIA
RISMOUT
NvEasiTy 4 SUNDERLAND " ,
aston PIEDMONT 4' 70
® L00C OODLAWN R0
ume| LEENGN cuny %
\ OVERLOOK By xing L. _JcoNcorela . 7 /
5 ASINIALA- [BEAUMONT [ MADISON g, A
™ OISEY DA| WILSHIRE NORTH /..m"’. /é,' .’lla AY
@ — Q twor| — rost | TS //
T oy %
IRVINGTON™ PARK SON “
. ORTHWES]D ¢ o . ™ ' g
cH
HILLSIDE VRN X
t 1DE KERNS UREJCENTER HAZEIWOOD /
OLOW HURST {
VA own iy SUCKMAN o nvsine 7
n wisTwgo TOWN TABOR
Wt HOSFORD. 5
ureer § /sQuinwiEst HitL ABERNETHY !
HIGHLAND AAHILLS : : umnmouol soutn
CALY =
- 5. % 3 SROOKLYN _ TRESTONN\_FOSTER-
REIOLEMILES . T KENILWORTH \\ POWELL
ORERT GRAY 000 POWELLHURST.
il B REED | WOOD- LENTS GILBERT
E STOCK oy scomn
HAYHURSY - :
witson | & ARLETA
MAPLEWOOD LARK v EAST SRENTWOOD. PLEASANT VALLEY
ULTNOMAH / souin 2{3}'{&?},’,‘ ORELANG
Ao RN "] oARUNGTON
CREEK L manxiue

- MARSHALL
R
CRESTWOOQO PARK COLLINS
WEST VIE
PORTLAND
PARK |ARNOLD
CREEK
FAR. -
sw.

NEIGHBORHOOD BOUNDARIES

TWO NEIGHSORHOOD GROUPS OVERLAP
i THREE NEIGHBORHOOD GROUPS OVERLAP

.
NORTH

*ON uOoT3InTOS9aYy

CIPTI-T6

T INIWHOVLILY



Sl

LINNTON

Metro Central
Transfer Station
(approximate location)

MAYDEMN
ST. JOHNS .
FRIENDS OF .
” CATHEDRAL KENTON
PARK
1 EAST
COLUMBIA
ORTSMOUTH
UNIVERSITY 4 SUNDERLAND . .
) PARK asios PIEDMONT oy, ;//,,’;/1/
< q LooG WOODLAWN ;*3} %
R 2 //
overloox M- M oa U g %
\ 007 NG CONCORDIA /’/ /
R SABINIALA- [BEAUMONT MADISON $
NW [e]}1 \12 DA| WILSHIRE NORIH . m"
o ovsTea IR suor | eost | o 77
- uvmcrc'f:” ary wablson 74 / .
INORTHWES n s oy OUTH % 2
HILLSIDE 3 puin? cn oD ZEwo0D g
ARUNGTON xeans (0 Jcenen |MONTAVILA £
oUW HURST

MLl

- RICHMOND §2:‘5;‘
EALY =
TS F] KIYN CRESTONN_FOSTER-
RRIDLEMILE 3 | KENILWORTH “\ POWELL
-
ORIRT GRAY & atto|woon \ .
£ $TOCK N LENTS
HATHURST s e
w;lSON 0
MAMEWOOD M‘"" v east | | wsewwooo.
-\mor
o™ ULTNOMAH ¢ souTn ] NMORELAND DARUINGTON
CREEK L paninae
- MANSHALL
[ {
CRtsTWOo0 PARK COLLINS
WEST VIE
PORTLAND
PARK |ARNOLD
- CREEK TWO NEIGHSORHOOD GROUP
W < THREE NEIGHBORHOOD GROUPS OVERLAP

SUCKMAN
OWN.
TOWN

SUNNTSIDE | MOUNT

TABOR
HOSFORD. 5
‘AIKIN!INV

POWELLHURST.
GILBERT

PLEASANT VALLEY

NEIGHBORHOOD BOUNDARIES

.
S OVIRLAP P9
NORTH

‘ON UOT3INTOSSY

ZTPTI-T16

¢ LNIWHOVYLIY



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING )

THE METRO CENTRAL STATION )

COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY ) Introduced by
COMMITTEE ) Councilor Hansen

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412

WHERﬁAS, The adopted Regional Solid Waste‘Management Plan
requires the District td apportion én amount of the service-
charge for solid waste disposed at each public'or pfivately owned-
site for'fhe enhancement of the area in and around the disposﬁl
site; and

WHEREAS, The transfer statipn located at 6161 N.W. 61st
"Avenue is a disposal site as defined by the solid waste
manégement plan; and

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service District is
seéking recommendationsvregarding the administration of the
dommunity enhancement program for the area.surrounding the
transfer station, now, therefor,

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. The Metro Council heréby establishes an advisory
‘committée to be‘kﬁown as the.Mefro Cential Station Enhancement
Advisory Committee.

2. The purpose of the Committee shall be to make
recommendations to the Metro Council regarding policies and the
a&ministfation'of the enhancement program for the Metro Central
Stafion area, to.include the following: |

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412 - Page 1



a. specify the boundaries of the area to be‘enhanced;
b. criteria for determining how funds will be used -
| for community enhancement; and
c. the membership coﬁposition of a committee td
reéommend projects for funding.
The Committee shall complete its recommendations within six
months of the date of Council appointment. :
3. The Committee chairperson shall be the~Metrd Councilor
. from District No. 12. The Metro Council shall appoint five (5)
area ciﬁizens as follows: one from the Forest Park Neighborhood
Associatioﬁ; one from the Linnton Community Association; one from
Northwest District Neighborhood Associafion; one from Northwest
Industrial Néighborhood Association; and one from St. Johns
Neighborhood Association/Friends of Cathedral Park Neighborhood
Association. The citizen appointees are indicated on Exhibit A
attached which shows the membership.roster of the Advisbry
Committee. . | |
4. The Metro Council staff shall provide administrative

services to the advisory committee.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

the : day of _ ' , 1991

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer
l:g;é\Ql-ldl! -RES '

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1412 - Page 2



EXHIBIT A

Res_olutiori No. 91-1412
'METRO CENTRAL STATION
COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Sandi Hansen, Chair

Metro Councilor, District No. 12

Don Joyce ’ ’
Forest Park Neighborhood Association

Linnton Community Association

Ed Leek
" Northwest District Association

 Mark Young '
Northwest Industrial Neighborhood Association

Téri'y Scott
St. Johns Neighborhood Association /
Friends of Cathedral Park Neighborhood Assocation



Agenda Item No. 7.6
Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1288



SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1288, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
GRANTING A FRANCHISE TO K.B. RECYCLING, INC. FOR THE PURPOSE
OF OPERATING A SOLID WASTE PROCESSING FACILITY

Date: March:6, 1991 K Presented by: Councilor Wyers

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the March 5, 1991 meeting, the
Committee voted 4-0 to recommend Council approval of Resolution No.
91-1288. Voting in favor were Councilors Gardner, McFarland,
McLain, and Wyers. Councilor DeJardin was excused. '

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Steve 'Kraten} Senior Solid Waste-
Planner, explained that the franchise is requested because K.B.
Recycling, which is now a buy back center, would like to add a pick
line for loads which are 70% recyclable. This franchise would
satisfy provisions of the EQC order. Phil North, Senior Solid
Waste Planner, said that K.B. Recycling has requested several
variances, and that staff recommended granting them with the
.exception of the request to waive the 90-day notice requirement
prior to facility closure.

Councilor Gardner asked about the anticipated impact on revenue at
Metro South Station, which now receives some of this waste. Mr.
Kraten indicated that the revenue attributable to this waste is not
substantial.

Councilor Gardner asked how the plans for disposal.of this waste
relate to the contract with Oregon Waste System which requires
Metro to send to the Columbia Ridge Landfill 90% of the waste
destined for a general purpose landfill. Mr. North'said that waste
out of the system requires a non-system license order under the
flow control ordinance, and that it is. the Department’s position
that plans for disposal of this waste are not impacted by the
contract.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF GRANTING A ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1288
FRANCHISE TO K.B. RECYCLING, INC. )
FOR THE PURPOSE OF OPERATING A )

)

SOLID WASTE PROCESSING FACILITY

Introduced by Rena Cusma,
Executive Officer

_ WHEREAS, Section 5.01.030 of the Metropolitan Service
District Code requires a Metro Franchise for any person to
,eétablish, operaté, maintain or expand a disposal site,
processing facility, transfer station or resource recovery
facility within the District; and

' WHEREAS, K.B. Recycling, Inc. (K.B.) has applied for a
non-exclusive franchise (Exhibit A) to operate a processing
center at 8277 S. Deer Creek Lane, Milwaukie, Oregon; and

WHEREAS, K.B. has submitted evidence of compliance with

Metro Code Section 5.01.060'requirements for franchise
applications and operational plans; and

- WHEREAS, K.B. has applied for variances from Metro Code
Sections 5.01.070(g) - flow control authority of solid waste,
5.01.120(b) - prior notice to discontinue service, 5.01.180 -
determination of rates, 5.01.190(e) - divestiture of rights of
franchisee, 5.01.200 - right to puréhase; and

. WHEREAS, K.B. has met the purpose and intent of Metro
Code Section 5.01.180 and has met variance criterion (3) under
Metro Code Secfion 5.01.110 as set out‘in its application for a
variance from rate regulation; and- ' .

' 4 WHEREAS, The franchise request has been reviewed in

accordance with Code Section 5.01.070 including consistency with
the District's Regional Solid Waste management Plan, spécifically
with respect to poiicy 8.4 of the Regional Solid wWaste Management

" Plan, and



WHEREAS, A draft franchise égreement has been prepared
for consideration by the Executive Officer (Exhibit B): and

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

BE. IT RESOLVED,

1. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service
District authorizes the District to enter into the attached
Franchise Agreement with K.B. Recycling, Inc. within ten (10)
days of the adoption of this Resolution.

' 2. That the Metropolitan Service District
acknowledges a maximum facility capacity of 111 tons per week,
417 tons per month and 5,000 tons per year and agrees not to
direct flows to this’facilitY~in excess of these maximums, as
might otherwise be permitted under Section 5.01;076(9).

3. That the requested variance from Metro' Code
Section 5.01.120(b) to exempt the franchisee from the requirement
to provide Metro with nofice prior to diécontinuing service is
denied becausé it is counter to safeguarding the public interest.

4. That the variance from Metro Code Section 5.01.180
to exempt the facility from having the Metro Council establish
disposal rates is granted subject to the condition that the
franchisee not establish disposal rates that are higher than
those charged by Metro at the Metro South Station without 
specific prior approval of the Metro Council and that Metro
retain the right to impose its rate-setting authority at'any
time. Further, the variance shall be reviewed by the Executive
Officer within one (1) year from the date of issuance of the
Franchise. If, in the opinion of the Executive Officer, this
variancg warrants additional review it shall be reconsidered by -

the Council.



5. That the variance from the Metro Code Section
5.01.190(e) allowing Metro.to require that the franchisee divest -
his/her ownership in the event of non-renewal or revocation of
franchise is granted based on the finding that the facility is
" small and suspension of activity would not adversely affect the-
rest of the solid waste system and that revocation or non-renewal
adequately safeguard the public interest.

_ é.' That the variance from Metro Code Section 5.01.200
that grants Metro the right to condemn or pufchase any real or
personal property or aoy interest therein of the franehisee is
granted based on a finding that the facility is small and
sﬁspension of activity would oot adversely affect the rest of the
solid waste system, that revocation or non-renewal adequately
safeguard the publlc interest, and that the fac111ty was
constructed using entlrely private fundlng.

7. That, subject to the issuance by Metro of a non-
system license, the franchisee be allowed to dispose of any
: re51dua1 materials outside the District boundary at the
franchisee's proposed transfer faclllty in Canby or the Riverbend
,Landflll provided, however, that the Metro User Fee and any other
appropriate charges are collected on these residuals and

forwarded to Metro.

Adopted by the Council of the Metropolitan Service Disﬁrict

this day of ; 1991.

‘Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



EXHIBIT A .
MAIL THIS APPLICATION TO: DATE RECEIVED BY METRO

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT ' 4«#5—/ (Y, 1920
Solid Waste Department Y v

2000 S.W. 1lst Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97201-5398

SOLID WASTE FRANCHISE APPLICATION
Check all that apply:

Transfer Station

Processing Center v X
‘Resource Recovery Facility
Other (Specify)

DATE OF APPLICATION: AUG, 1. 1990

1.  NAME OF FACILITY _ K.B. RECYCLING, INC.
. FACILITY ADDRESS _ 8277 S.E. DEER CREEK LANE

‘2. PROSPECTIVE FRANCHISEE

PUBLIC AGENCY PRIVATE _%

NAME OF FRANCHISEE: K,B, RECYCLING, INC.

MATLING ADDRESS: P,0O, BOX 550
CANBY, OREGON 97013
PHONE NUMBER: £59-7004

3. OWNER(8) OF PROPERTY

NAME , FRED A, & JERALD A, KAHUT

MAILING ADDRESS: P,O, BOX 550
C REGON 97013 _

PHONE NUMBER: 659-7004

4. SUBCONTRACTOR(S)

Name, address and function of prospective franchisee‘s
facility operation subcontractors, if any:




5.

0.

SITE LEGAL DESCRIPTION

(Include tax lot(s) descriptions, Sectlon, .Township and y
Range) :

T2 5. R2ZE SECTION 5 DA TAX LOTS 1700 & 1790 WM

SECTION TOWNSHIP - RANGE

Z0NING

Present Land Use Zone:

o

Restrictions: _ NONE

I8 A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NECEBSARY FOR THE PROPOBED
FACILITY? YES NO

IF REQUIRED, HAS THE PERMIT BEEN OBTAINED?

YES NO

PUBLIC HEARING(S)

Date(s) and nature of Public Hearlng(s) held or to be held,
if any:

PERMITS ISSUED OR APPLIED FOR

List name and number of all permits (i e., DEQ Solid Waste
Disposal Permit, Conditional Use Permit, National Pollution
Discharge Elzminatlon System Permit, Etc.), plus name,
address and contact -person at the agency responsible for
issuing the permlt(s)

Permit(s) Applied For:

DEQ - SOL D_WASTE

Permitfs) Received:

CITY OR COUNTY LICENSE OR FRANCHISE

Is the solid waste facility llcensed or franchlsed by a city

or county?



Yes ' No X Identify
11. POPULATION DATA
Estimated population to be served by the facility:

12. ESTIMATED QUANTITY OF SOLID WASTE TO BE ACCEPTED

‘Annually: Cubic Yards Daily: Cubic Yards
Annually: 1@ 469 _ Tons Daily: _sn._gn Tons



13. ESTIMATED ANNUAL TYPE AND QUANTITY OF MATERIAL TO BE

RECEIVED, RECOVERED AND DISPOSED FROM SOLID WASTE RECEIVED

“ |

Tons
Received

Tons
Recovered

Tons
Residual

Total

$ of “

H Commercial

Industrial

Residential

Putrescible
Food Waste

——

Glass

|l Newspaper

-Corrugated /
Kraft Paper

1365

887

L2342

Office Paper

“ Ledger Paper

.Mixed Waste
Paper

136

1o

Aluminum

|| Steel/Ferrous

Other Metals

Motor 0il

|| Yard Debris

Constr./Demo
Debris

Special Waste

Hazardous
Waste

Tires

(l Plastic

Other




14.

16.

17. .

,wiDays Per Week

CHECK ITEMS THAT ARE TO BE EXCLUDED FROM THE FACILITY.

Bulky Combustible materials (wood waste, : l
etc.) _

Waste 0il I

Junk Automobiles

~

construction/Demolition Debris

o

<

Putrescible Waste

]

Dead Animal Carcasses

- Sewage or Industrial Sludges

<

Large Appliances

ii
“ Hazardous Materials
||

Tires ” ' it

Other Materials - (Please Specify)

other Materials - (Please Specify)

other Materials - (Please Specify)

Other Materials - (Please Specify)

PUBLIC/COMMERCIAL OPERATIONS

wWill the facility be open'to the public? Yes | No X

will the facility be open to commercial
solid waste collectors? Yes X No

OPERATING HOURS AND TRAFFIC VOLUME

OPERATING HOURS PUBLIC COMMERCIAL

Hours Per Day 14

Estimated Vehicles Per Day




18. Does the owner/operator of this facility own, operate,
maintain, have a proprietary interest in, or is the owner
financially associated with or subcontracting the operation
of the facility.to any individual, partnership or
corporation involved in the business of collecting :
residential, commercial, industrial or demolition refuse
within the boundary of the Metropolitan Service District?

Yes : No X

19. Will the facility be open to any solid waste collection
" companies not wholly owned by the franchisee that collect
refuse within the boundary of the Metropolitan Service
District? ‘

 Yes X No

20. Will the facility be open to solid waste collection
companies who collect outside the boundary of the
Metropolitan Service District other than the franchisee?

Yes X‘ No

NOTES¢



1.

2.

.3

4.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment “A'" - The proposal for processing solid waste
(i.e., composting, shredding, milling, pulverizing, hand
sorting, other) or recovering energy trom solid waste (i.e.,
incineration).

Attachment "B" - a statement indicating the need for your
proposed facility, 1nc1uding=

- How the proposed facility will benefit the current
.solid waste system, and

- How the proposed facility will further recycling or
materials recovery processing within the boundary of
the uetropolitan Service District, ana

- . What the impact (positive, no effect, negative) the
: proposed facility will have on other solid waste
. disposal facilities within the boundary of the
Metropolitan Service District, including transfer
stations, processing centers, energy recovery
facilities and landfills.

.Attaohment nenw - a letter demonstrating that the applicant

can obtain public liability insurance, including automotive
coverage, in the amounts of not less than Three Hundred

Thousand Dollars ($300,000) for any number of claims arising

- out of a single accident or occurrence, Fifty Thousand

Dollars ($50,000) to any claimant for any number of claims
for damage to or destruction of property, and One Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($100,000) to any claimant for all other
claims arising out of a single accident or occurrence or
such other amounts as may be required by 8tate Law for
public contracts.

Attachment “D" - If the applicant is not an individual,
submit a list of stockholders holding more than five percent
(5%) of a corporation or similar entity, or of the partners
of a partnership.

Attachment "E" - If rates will be oharged, attach a sohedule
of proposed rates and fill out the attached financial
information forms.

Attachment "F" - Include a map showing the approximate
geographical service area of the proposed facility.



7. ~ Attachment “G" - List major equipment to be used,'inclnding:

IW. Purchase Pnrchase Date Scheduled Date Description of Equipment ’
Model Number Price (1f Known) to Replace
lsaler uRrB [375,000. |1988 HRB 10AS
lpowEr scarle 20,000.
f o car | 50,000 | 1990 LOADER (2)
“ HYSTER 25,000 | 1986 FORKLIFT
HYSTER 25,000.| 1988 _ FORKLIFT
HYSTER 25,000 | 1987 FORKLIFT
KRAIISE 55.000 | 1988 | CONVEYOR
'|E?fnnnrp 15,000 | 19a8 CONVEYQR

8. Attachment "H" - A facility layout plan including site
boundaries and all access roads.

9. Attachment "I" - One copy each of any required federal,
state, county, city or other permits or licenses and one
copy each of all correspondence pertaining to all such
permits or licenses.

10. Attachment "J" - Letters of support (as appropriate).

11. Attachment "K" - Other pertinent materials.



72 CLACKAMAS :
2 " .' COUNT? Depariment of Transportation & Development

WINSTON KURTH
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

RICHARD DOPP
DIRECTOR
OPERATIONS & ADMINISTRATION

December 9, 1986 _ - o o AN R
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
- Metro

200 S.W. First
Portland, OR 97201

SUBJ: K.B. Recyciing's High Grade Sorting

.--""~ The new K.B. Recycling operation at 8277 S.E. Deer Creek Lane is

"+ located in an I-3 zone and is subject to the Clackamas County Zoning
‘and ‘Development Ordinance. The Ordinance allows the operation of a
facility that would recover paper from select commercial loads of a
mixed waste. . '

Section 603.03 of the .Zoning Ordinance permits outright "primary uses,
recycling collection depots and transfer stations and processing or
-treatment of paper, glass, metal or rags". So, the proposed use is
permitted. : : »

There are some constraints, however. The site .and its building is not
very large, so a tight control over the number of trucks using the site
is a must. At least during the initial phase, the operation should be
limited to Clackamas County haulers until the County, Metro and K.B.
Recycling can see how it will work and smooth out any glitch in the
system before the operation is expanded to include out of County waste.

The County is looking forward to having the facility operational to be

able to begin producing high grade loads to further reduce our waste
strean., . :

DAVID G. PHILLIPS - Administrator
Community Environment Section

/mb

902 Abernethy Road o Oregon City, OR 97045 . 655-8521



- - - . . -

Departiment of Transportation & Development

WINSTON KURTH
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

RICHARD DOPP

OIRECTOR

OPERATIONS & ADMINISTRATION
TOM VANDERZANDEN

OIRECTOR

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

September 8, 1987

Metro
2000 S.W. First
Portland, OR 97201

Att: Steve Rapp
SUBJ: KB Recycling Franchise Application a -

Clackamas County when granting its approval for past collection
sorting operation of K. B. Recycling expressed a desire to -~
confine the flow to that originating in Clackamas County. - The

- reason for this was that the County has concerns that the
capacity of the building is not sufficient to have an open ended
volume arriving there.

The County will withdraw that stipulation as long as a maximum

volume limit is placed on the volume and the amount of that
maximum should be worked out with Fred Kahut.

DAVID G. PHILLIPS - Administrator
Community Environment Section

l b

902 Abernethy Road e  Oregon City, ORO7045 o  655-8521



K.B. Recycling, Inc.
8277 S.E. Deer Creek Lane
Milwaukie, Or 97222 -

: NOT To scalE
Total Acres = 2.3

Usable Acres = 2.3
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ccgneDaus2 W
Department of ERnwronmental Quality

811 S.W. SIXTH AVENUE, PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 PHONE: (503) 229-5696

August 21, 1987

Mr, Pred Kshut

-+ " K-B Recycling.Center -
LT . P,0, Box 550 '
. , Canby, OR 97013

: Re: K-B Recycling Center '
- ‘ Clackamas County
: §W Pemmit No. 389

Dear Ht. xnhut:

On July 31, 1987, the Department issued Solid Waste Permit No.. 389 for
operation of the K-B Rncycling Processing Center, !.

The permit was issued to dc!et any delay opegation once & Metro
franchise was granted., Since you are v:.th He\rb daries and will be
receiving waste from the Metro arey] you t bive pyrmission from Metro

before you begin opention. f ‘

If you have que-tions refarding the above, ’pleue contact me at 229-6237.

$incerely,

Robert L. Brown
Environzental Analyst
Hazardous and 8olid Waste Division

RLB:f
» et Matxo

'EQ-1A (288) . -
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THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS

..... o boobindbbods

i NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. TH
:(:é;gssuwg‘;%%i IBG E I V E EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE Arsonogn av'%%‘%ﬁlﬁéé‘a?&‘ﬁ NOT AMEND.
P.O. ' '
TI?A&"T’:N"?REG 67062 COMPANIES AFFORDING COVERAGE -
AUG 161330 COMPANY »  CALIFORNIA INSURANCE CO.
(= SUS-CODE
COMPANY N
INSURED LETTER ) B
. COMPANY c
Canby Disposal Company LETTER
K.B. Recycling, Inc. etal COMPANY 1y
* PO Box 550 LETTER
Canby, Oregon 97013 COMPANY
: LETTER E
"COVERAGES

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN {SSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
3 INDICATED, NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS -
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

0 POUCY EFFECTIVE  : POLICY EXPIRATION
o TYPE OF INSURANCE POLICY NUMBER OhTE (MAONY) | DATE (MMDDAY) ALL LIMITS 1L THOURANDS
r  GENERAL LIASILITY GENERAL AGGREGATE s 2,000,
MMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY PRODUCTS-COMP/OPS AGGREGATE $ 2,000,
i CLAMS MADE § X | PERSONAL & ADVERTISING INJURY $ 1,000,
A OWNER'S & CONTRACTOR'S PROT. ORB79-6443 05150 0511581 [EACH OCCURRENCE $ 1,000,
‘ FIRE DAMAGE (Any one firs) $ 50,
. MEDICAL EXPENSE (Anyoneperson)  : § 5
AUTOBOBILE LIABILITY COMBINED
) ; SINGLE
X ANYAUTO umi ) 1,000,
ALL OWNED AUTOS O0DILY
SCHEDULED AUTOS - Povarsony 1%
A HIRED AUTOS OR879-6443 0515/0 051591 ooty
. INJURY  §
NON-OWNED AUTOS (Per accident)
GARAGE LIABILITY PROPERTY |4
DAMAGE
EXCESS LANILITY "
OTHER THAN UMBRELLA FORM
WORKER'S COMPENSATION
"‘"‘ . $ (DISEASEE-POLICY LIMIT)
EMPLOYERS' LIANLITY $: (DISEASES-EACH EMPLOYEE)
OTER

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONSAOCATIONS VEHICLESMESTRICTIONS/SPECIAL ITENS

%M\M«Tkembosm@ mdw  8I15/9D

Metropolitan Service Dist
. 2000 S. First
Portland, Or 97201 .
WP G\ THhompsen,

a2

SRR RS R RN R R R AP R R
SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE

EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, THE ISSUING COMPANY WILL ENDEAVOR TO

MAIL _10 _DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER NAMED 7O THE

LEFT, BUT FAILURE TO MAIL SUCH NOTICE SHALL IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR

LIABILITY OF ANY KIND UPON THE COMPANY, ITS AGENTS OR REPRESENTATIVES.

AL APAANAANANANNANANI PSS P IANDBS 03 SN P A0 IS

SACORD CORPORASION 1988



FRANCHISE NUMBER:
DATE ISSUED: °
AMENDMENT DATE:
EXPIRATION DATE:
ISSUED TO:

NAME OF FACILITY:
ADDRESS:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

CITY, STATE, 2IP:
NAME OF OPERATOR.
PERSON IN CHARGE'

. ADDRESS:

CITY, STATE, ZIP:
. TELEPHONE NUMBER:

- Milwaukie,

EXHIBIT B

SOLID WASTE FRANCHISE
issued by the .

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

2000 8.W. 1st
Portland, Oregon 97201-5398
503-221-1646

~

5 years from date of issuance shown above.

K.B. Recycling, Inc.

K.B. Recycling, Inc.

8277 S.E.
T25, RZE, Section 5 DA, Tax Iots 1700 and 1790
WM.

Deer Creek Lane

Oreqon 97222
Fred and Jerald Kahut
Fred Kahut

8277 S.E. Deer Creek Lane
Milwaukie, Oregon 97222
(503) 659-7004

This Franchise will automatically terminate on the expiration date
shown above, or upon modification or.revocation, whichever occurs

first.

Until termination, K.B. Recycling, Inc.

is authorized to

operate and maintain a solid waste processing facility at the above
location in accordance with the Metro Code and the attached
Franchise Schedules A, B, C, D, and E and in accordance with the
prov151ons specified in the Solid Waste Disposal Site Permit No.
389, issued by the State of Oregon, Department of Env1ronmenta1

Quallty.

This Franchise may be revoked at any time for any violation of the

conditions of this Franchise or the Metro Code.

This Franchise

does not relieve the Franchise Holder from responsibility for

" compliance with ORS Chapter 459 or other applicable federal,

state

or local statutes, rules, regulations, codes, ordinances or

standards.

Facility Owner or Owner's

Representative

Rena Cusma
Executive Officer
Metropolitan Service District



FRANCHISE CONDITIONS
‘ S8CHEDULE A

Franchise Number: . ' | ' Expiration-nate:

sa-1

SA-2

SA-3

SA-4

SA-5

- AUTHORIZED AND PROHIBITED SOLID WASTES

The Franchise Holder is authorized to accept loads of dry
mixed solid waste containing at least 70 percent recycla-
ble materials by weight for processing. No other wastes
shall be accepted unless specifically authorized in
writing by Metro supplementary to this Franchise. The
Franchise Holder shall operate and maintain the facility
in accordance with all applicable federal, state and
local laws, rules, regulations, codes or ordinances.

The following types of materials are specifically
prohibited from the processing facility:

A. Bulky combustible material, car bodies, dead.
animals, tires, sewage sludges, septic tank pumpings
and hospital wastes.

B. All chemicals, liquids, explosives, infectious
materials and other materials that may be hazardous
or difficult to manage, unless speclflcally
authorized by Metro..

Dumping by commercial solid waste haulers is allowed. No
commercial hauler will be excluded from this site except
when the load contains a recoverable percentage
recyclable content of less than 70%. Public dumping of -
mixed waste is not allowed. :

Salvaging and hand or mechanical sorting of dry mixed
waste on the tipping floor to recover materials is
authorized. Piles of dry mixed waste on the tipping
floor shall be maintained at a reasonable size and shall
be controlled so as to not create unsightly conditions or
rodent or vector harborage. No waste shall be allowed to

- remain on the tipping floor for longer than a 24-hour
‘period. .

Non-recoverable material shall be removed from the
processing tipping floor and shall be transported to a

~franchised or authorized disposal site on a weekly basis

or more often if necessary. §Storage and transportation
shall be carried out to avoid rodent or vector production
and bird attraction.



SA-6

SA-7

SA-8

SA-9

SA-10

* SA-11

SA-12

- SA-13

' SA-14

SA-15

Materials separated and recovered for recycling (such as
newsprint, waste paper, cardboard, glass, metals, yard
debris, tires, appliances, and wood) shall be neatly
stored in containers or areas provided for this purpose
and shall be transported off-sxte to materials markets as
often as necessary.

The Franchise Holder shall perform litter patrols to keep
the. facility free of blowing paper and other material on
at least a daily basis or more often if necessary.

The Franchise Holder shall operate the processing
facility in accordance with the Application and Operatlon'

 'Plan dated August 14, 1990.

The‘Franchise Holder shall not, by act or omission,
discriminate against, treat unequally or prefer any user
of the processing facility through application of fees or
the operation of the facility.

All solid waste transferring vehicles and devices using
public roads shall be constructed, maintained, and
operated so as to prevent leaking, sifting, spilling, or
blowing of solid waste while in transit and shall be
operated and maintained in accordance with all applicable
federal, state and local laws, rules, requlations, codes
or ordinances. .
The Franchise Holder may dispose of residual wastes at
the operator's proposed transfer facility in Canby or the
Riverbend Landfill provided that the holder first obtains
a non-system license from Metro and provided that the
Metro User Fee, Regional Transfer Charge, or other fees
required by the non-system 11cense are collected and
forwarded to Metro.

The Franchlse Holder may accept no more than 18,000 tons
of mixed waste per year without amendment to thls
Franchise Agreement.

The entire perimeter of the site shall be screened by an
eight (8)-foot high 51ght-obscur1ng fence approved by
this department..

.All landscaped planter strips and islands shall be

weeded, cleaned of litter, and mulched with compost, -
barkdust, or planted to a ground cover plant.

Additional plantings of evergreen trees and/or shrubs’
(subject to County review) shall be installed along the
82nd Avenue frontage outside the fence as a buffering
element.



SA-16

SA-17

SA-18

SA-19

SA-20

‘SA-21"

. SA-22

Addltiohal shrubs and ground cover shall be installed in
the planter adjacent to the south entrance off Deer Creek
Lane. -

No required parking or loading spaces shall be used to

‘store materials whether contained or loose.

Materials may be stored outside of an enclosed structure
south of the building (the area formerly zoned C-3);

. however, no materials may be stored above the fence line.

No dropboxes, freight trailers, or other containers may
be stored on the right-of-way of Deer Creed Lane.

Litter blowing off the site or off trucks traveling Deer
Creek Lane to the site shall be picked up daily.

The franchise holder shall comply with all applicable
Clackamas County zoning and plannlng requirements.-.

All of the conditions noted above must be satisfied prior

to accepting any high-grade loads under the franchise.



Franchise Number:

SB-1

FRANCHISE CONDITIONS
SCHEDULE B

Expiration Date:

MINTMUM MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

. The Franchise Holder or designated Representative shall

" effectively monitor the processing facility operation and
maintain records of the following required data to be
submltted to Metro per the schedule 1nd1cated below:

SB-4

DATA TYPE FREQUENCY
Name and Address Each
Report “
Date Each “
: Report
Tons or Cubic Yards of Waste Delivered by Daily
Commercial Collection Vehicles .
D. | Number of Commercial Collection Vehicles Daily
E. | Unusual Occurrences Affecting the Operatlon Each
of the Facility Occurrence
F. | Tons or Cubic Yards of Reject Material Monthly
: Disposed of at Authorized Disposal Sites
G. | Disposal Rate Charged for Incoming Material Daiiy
H. | Tons or Cubic Yards of Waste Material Monthly
Recovered by Material Type .
I. Signature and Title of the Franchlsee or Each
- | Designated Agent Report

SB-2 Monitoring results shall be;reported on approved forms..

The reporting period is the calendar month. Reports must
- be submitted to Metro by the 10th day of the month
- following the end of each month.

SB-3 The Ffanchise Holder shall pay an annual franchise fee
established in Metro Code Section 5.03.030 within 30 days
of the effective date of the Franchise Agreement and each
year thereafter.

The Franchiée Holder shall report to Metro any changes in

" excess of five (5%) of ownership of the Franchisee's

corporation or similar entity, or of the partners of a
partnership within ten (10) days of such changes of
ownershlp.



SB-5

SB-6

SB-7

SB-8

SB-9

SB-10

SB-11

The Franchisee may contract with another person to
operate the disposal facility only upon ninety (90) days
prior written notice to Metro and the written approval- of
the Executive Officer. If approved, the Franchisee shall
remain responsible for compliance with this Franchise

" Agreement. \

The Franchisee shall establish and follow'procedures
de51gned to give reasonable notice prior to refusing
service to any person. COples of notification and
procedures for such action will be retained on file for
three (3) years by each Franchisee for possible review by
Metro.

The Franchisee shall maintain during the term of the

' Franchise public liability insurance in the amounts set

forth in SC-1 and shall give thirty (30) days written
notice to Metro of any lapse or proposed cancellation of
insurance coverage or performance bond.

The Franchisee shall file an Annual'Operating Report
detailing the operatlon as outlined in this Franchise on
or before the anniversary date of the ‘Franchise of each
year for the preceding year.

The Franchise Holder shall submit to Metro within 30 days
duplicate copies of any information submitted to, or
required by, the Department of Environmental Quality
pertaining to the solid waste permit for this facility.

The Franchise Holder shall report to Metro the names of
solid waste credit customers that are sixty (60) days or
more past due in paylng their disposal fees at the
processing facility. Such report shall be submitted in
writing each month on Metro approved forms. For the
purposes of this section sixty (60) days past due means
disposal charges due, but not paid on the first day of
the second month following billing.

In the event a breakdown of equipment, fire or other
occurrence causes a violation of any conditions of this
Franchise Agreement or of the Metro Code, the Franchlse
Holder shall: :

a. Immediately take action to correct the unauthorized
condition or operation.

b. Immediately notify Metro so that an investigation .
can be made to evaluate the impact and the
corrective actions taken and determine addltlonal
action that must be taken.



SB-12

SB-13

SB-14

In the event that the processing facility is to be closed
permanently or for a protracted period of time during the

.effective period of this Franchise, the Franchise. Holder

shall prov1de Metro with written notice, at least ninety
(90) days.prior to closure, of the proposed time schedule
and closure procedures.

The Franchisee shall file a monthly report on forms
approved by Metro indicating the types (wood, paper,
cardboard, metal, glass, etc.) and quantities (tonnage or
cubic yards) of non-source separated solid wastes
accepted at the facility, as specified in this schedule.

Authorized representatives of Metro shall be permltted to
inspect source separated recyclable-quantity information
during normal worklng hours or at other reasonable times
with notice. .



FRANCHISE CONDITIONS
S8CHEDULE C

Franchise Number: Expiration Date:

SC-1

SC-2

sc-3
'SC-4
sc-5

SC-6

SC-7

GENERAL CONDITIONS AND COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES

The Franchise Holder shall furnish Metro with certlfled
copies of public 11ab111ty insurance, including
automotive coverage, in the amount of not less than
$500,000 for any number of claims arising out of a single
accident or occurrence, $50,000 to any claimant for any
number of claims for damage to or destruction of
property, and $100,000 to any claimant for all other
claims arising out of a single accident or occurrence, or
such other amounts as specified in ORS 30.270. Metro
shall be named as an additional insured in this insurance
policy.

The term processing facility is used in this Franchise as
defined in Section 5.01.010(n) of the Metro Code.

The condltloné of this Franchise shall be binding upon,
and the Franchise Holder shall be responsible for,.all

. acts and omissions of all contractors and agents of the
. Franchlse Holder.

The processing facility operation shall be in strict -
compliance with all applicable sections of the Metro Code
regardlng storage, collection, transportation, recycling
and disposal of solld waste. :

The Franchise Holder shall provide an adequate operating

‘'staff that is duly qualified to carry out the reporting

functions required to ensure compliance with the
condltlons of this Franchlse Agreement..

Metro may reasonably regulate the hours of site operation
as it finds necessary to ensure compliance w1th this
Franchise Agreement.

- At least one sign shall be erected at the entrance to the’

processing facility. This sign shall be easily visible,

legible, and shall contain at least the following:

a. Name of facility:
b.  Emergency phone number;

c. Operational hours during which mater1a1 will be
" received;

d. Disposal rates; ,



SC-8

sc-9

SC-10

SC-11

e. Metro information phone number; and
f. Acceptable materials.

If the EkecutiVe Officer finds that there is a serious
danger to the public health or safety as a result of the

- actions or inactions of a Franchisee, he/she may take

whatever steps necessary to abate the danger without
notlce to the Franchisee.

Authorized representatlves of Metro shall be permitted
access to the premises of the processing facility owned
or operated by the Franchise Holder at all reasonable
times for the purpose of making inspections and carrying
out other necessary functions related to this Franchlse.
Access to inspect is authorized:

a. during all working hours;
b. at other reasonable times with notice; and

c. at any time without notice where, at the discretion
of the Metro Solid Waste Department Director, such
notice would defeat the purpose of the entry.

This Franchise Agreement is subject to suspension,
modification, revocation or non-renewval upon f1nd1ng
that:

a. The Franchisee has violated the Disposal Franchise
Ordinance, the Franchise Agreement, the Metro Code,
ORS Chapter 459 or the rules promulgated thereunder
or any other applicable law or regulation; or

b. The Franchisee has mlsrepresented material facts or
information in the Franchise Application, Annual
Operating Report, or other information required to
be submitted to Metro; or

c. The Franchisee has refused to provide adequate
" service at the franchised site, facility or station,
after written notification and reasonable
‘opportunity to do so.

d. There has been a significant change in the quantity
or character of solid waste received or the method
of solid waste processing.

This Franchise Agreement, or a photocopy thereof, shall -
be displayed where it can be readlly referred to by
operating personnel. :



SC-12

sc-13

The granting of a Franchise shall not vest any right or
privilege in the Franchise to receive specific types or
quantities or solid waste during the term of the: -
Franchise.

‘a. To ensure a sufficient flow of solid waste to

Metro's resource recovery facilities, the Executive
Officer may, at any time during the term of the
Franchise, without hearing, direct solid wastes away
from the Franchisee. In such case, Metro shall make
every reasonable effort to provide notice of such’
direction to affected haulers of solid waste.

b. To carry out any other purpose of the Metro Disposal
Franchise Ordinance; the Executive Officer may, upon
sixty (60) days prior written notice, direct solid
wastes away from the Franchisee or limit the type of
solid wastes that the Franchisee may receive.

c. Any Franchisee rece1v1ng sald notice shall have the
right to a contested case hearing pursuant to Code
Chapter 2.05. A request for a hearing shall not
stay action by the Executive Officer. Prior notice-
shall not be required if the Executive Officer finds
that there is an immediate and serious danger to the
public or that a health hazard or pub11c nuisance
would be created by .a delay.

All notlces requlred to be given to the Franchisee under
this Franchise Agreement shall be given to Fred Kahut
K.B. Recycling, Inc. 8277 S.E. Deer Creek Lane,

- Milwaukie, Oregon 97222. All notices and correspondence.

required to be given to Metro under this Agreement shall
be given to the Solid Waste Director, Solid Waste
Department, Metropolitan Service District, 2000 S.W.
First Avenue, Portland, OR 97201-5398.
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FRANCHISE CONDITIONS .
8S8CHEDULE D

Franchise Number: | Expiration Date:

SD-1

WASTE REDUCTION PLAN

To fulfill the requirements of the Waste Reduction Plan
as stated in Section 5.01.120(k) of the Metro Code, the
Franchisee shall provide the services described in
Attachment I and other operational functions described in
the Franchise Application dated Augqust 14, 1990. The
Franchisee shall participate in an annual. review with

~Metro of the facility's performance in.accomplishing

waste reduction goals and shall complete annual
objectives for waste reduction that may be mutually
identified through the process.

11



FRANCHISE CONDITIONS
S8CHEDULE E

Franchise Number: Expiration Date:

SE-1

SE-2

SE-3

DISPOSAL RATES

In accordance with the variance granted by the Metro
Council, the rates charged at this facility shall be
exempt from Metro rate-setting provided, however, that
Metro reserves the right to exercise its authority to’
regulate rates pursuant to Metro Code Section 5.01.180.

Franchisee's facility is exempted from collecting and
remitting Metro Fees on incoming waste received.
Franchisee is fully responsible for paying all costs
associated with disposal of residual material generated at

the facility. In the event Franchisee chooses to dispose

of residual material anywhere other than at a Metro
facility, Franchisee shall first obtain a non-system
license from Metro and shall remit to Metro the Tier 1
(one) User Fee and/or any other fee specified in the non-
system license on all residual material thus disposed.

Until Metro establishes rates that are to be charged at
the fac111ty, the Franchisee shall adhere to the following
conditions in the disposal rates that are charged at

K.B. Recycling, Inc.:

a. Franchisee shall establish and clearly post disposal
rates at the facility provided, however, that
" disposers may not be charged more than what would be
charged at the Metro South Station unless approval to
do so is granted by the Metro Council. »

b. Franchisee may modify rates to be charged and rate
schedules on a quarterly basis. Rates may be
~adjusted on January 1, April 1, July 1 and October 1.
Rates shall not change more frequently unless written
approval is obtained from Metro. Metro shall be
notified ten (10) days prior to any proposed rate
changes.

c. All applicable rates charged at the facility shall be
posted on a sign near where fees are collected. All
customers within a given disposal class shall receive
equal, consistent and non-dlscrlmlnatory treatment in
the collection of fees.

12



Franchisee shall maintain complete and accurate
records of all costs, revenues, rates and other
information (see Schedule B, Section SB-1) as they
may be directed by Metro to obtain pertaining to the
franchise operation. These records shall be made
available on request and summary reports shall be
provided to Metro within 30 days after each quarter
(first quarter report would be due May 1, and so on).

13



STAFF REPORT .

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1288 FOR THE PURPOSE
OF GRANTING A FRANCHISE TO K.B. RECYCLING, INC. FOR THE
PURPOSE OF OPERATING A SOLID WASTE PROCESSING FACILITY

Date: February 15, 1991 ' ~  Presented by: Debbie Gorham
. Phil North
Steve Kraten

- FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The purpose of this staff report is to introduce Resolution
No. 91-1288, that grants a non-exclusive processing facility

.. franchise to K.B. Recycling, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as
K.B.). The applicant has applied to Metro for a franchise to
operate a solid waste processing facility at 8277 S.E. Deer Creek
Lane, Milwaukie, Oregon. The application was accepted as complete
on December 21, 1990. The District, per Metro Code Section
5.01.020, has the authority to grant franchises for private
facilities accepting mixed waste.

K.B. is owned jointly by Fred and Jerald Kahut. The facility is
operated as a source separated drop center and buy-back facility
for public and commercial loads of recyclable materials. The
facility currently receives approximately 30,000 - 36,000 tons per
year of nearly 100 percent recoverable materials, primarily
cardboard and paper. The owners propose to increase the throughput
volume to accept up to an additional 5,000 tons per year of dry
mixed waste paper containing at least 70 percent recyclable
content.

The dry loads of mixed waste paper will be dumped onto the tipping
floor, moved by conveyor to a sorting area where workers will
recover the recyclable content. The estimated minimum recovery
level for this material is 70 percent, or 3,500 tons per year at
maximum throughput. The residual, non-recoverable materials are
proposed to be disposed of outside the Metro boundary by either
hauling to a transfer facility in Canby owned by Mr. Kahut, or
hauling directly to the Riverbend Landfill. Such residual waste
would qualify for disposal at a limited purpose landfill. The
facility will continue to operate as a drop-off and buy-back
center.

The Metro South Station, prior to retrofitting to allow for the
shipment of wastes to Columbia Ridge Landfill, had a small
compactor that allowed the contract operator to compact loads of
dry waste paper, principally cardboard, that contained 90% or
greater recoverable content for recycling. The facility operator
is presently using a baler for the same purpose. The total volume
of dry, recyclable waste paper processed at Metro South Station is
/ 25 - 50 tons per month or 300 - 600 tons per year.



If this franchise application is approved, much of the 90 percent
cardboard loads currently being recovered at Metro South may begin
to flow directly to K.B. In addition, Metro will be able to
redirect to K.B.' loads containing significant quantities of dry
mixed waste paper and cardboard that are presently being
landfilled.

The applicant has filed previous franchise applications, but
difficulties arising from variance requests were not able to be
resolved satisfactorily so no franchise was ever issued. The
current application contains substantially the same variance
requests. . However, new waste processing facilities such as Metro
Northwest Station and the Compost Facility will provide Metro with
increased system flexibility, thus lessening previous concerns
regarding the variance requests. :

Metro Code Section 5.01.070(e) (2) states a corporate surety bond is
required for this type of operation. Using the criteria outlined
in Metro resolution No. 86-672 for determining the amount of any
bond that may be required pursuant to a facility franchise, the
bond amount required is $0. :

The applicant requests that Metro recognize that the receiving and
‘processing capacity of the facility is limited and that Metro agree
not to exceed these limits. This is entirely consistent with the
Metro Code and in no way affects any right Metro has to redirect
flow. _ ' '

ISSUANCE OF A FRANCHISE

After receiving supporting information, the application was
accepted as complete on December 21, 1990. Staff has prepared a
proposed franchise agreement that will be issued to the applicant
within ten (10) days following Council approval of the franchise
application. Metro Code Section 5.01.070 states in part, "the
‘Executive Officer shall formulate recommendations regarding whether
the applicant is qualified, whether the proposed franchise complies
with the District's Solid Waste Management Plan, whether the
proposed franchise is needed considering the location and number of
existing and planned disposal sites, transfer station, processing
facilities and resource recovery facilities and their remaining
capacities, and whether or not the applicant has complied or can
comply with all other applicable regulatory requirements." The
following staff analysis is submitted to Council for review, as
required. ' g :

Qualifications of the Applicant

K.B. Recycling, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as K.B.) opened in
1987. The facility is’ owned by Fred and Jerald Kahut who also own
Canby Disposal, a commercial hauling company outside the Metro
boundaries. Canby Disposal was preceded by Kahut Brothers
Sanitary, a Portland hauling company begun in 1968, but no longer
in existence. K.B. is located near the intersection of 82nd Avenue
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and Highway 224 in Milwaukie, Oregon. It is currently operated as
a non-franchised public drop-off and buy-back center for source
separated recyclable materials.

K.B. currently receives approximately 30,000 - 36,000 tons per year
of clean, source separated, nearly 100 percent recoverable
materials consisting of primarily cardboard and paper. The
applicant proposes to accept up to an additional 5,000 tons per
year of dry mixed waste paper to recover corrugated and other
miscellaneous paper grades from loads that contain at least 70
percent recyclable content. The proposed expansion will also allow
Metro to redirect approximately 300 - 600 tons annually of
recyclable waste paper away from the Metro South Station for

- materials recovery processing at K.B. Staff has visited the
facility and considers the appllcant qualified to operate the
proposed facility and the site adequate for the proposed use.

Compliance with the Solid Waste Management Plan

The proposed fac111ty fully complies with the Goals, Objectlves and
Policies of the Regional Solid Waste Management Plan, 1nc1ud1ng the
Waste Reduction Chapter, adopted by the Metro Council in 1988.
Also, the Environmental Quality cOmmlsslon (EQC) Order

No. SW-WR-89-01, Section 4.J.(b) requires that Metro "either
redesign Metro South Station to accept loads of high grade wastes
for materials recovery that consist of 75% or hlgher of recyclable
material, or shall identify an alternate facility within five miles
that can accept that material, and then direct all high grade
commercial loads of waste to that alternative facility."

Compliance with the Order will be monitored by the Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ).

Sstaff reviewed various design options for retrofitting the Metro
South Station, but does not consider it economically feasible to
. retrofit Metro South Station for materials recovery processing at
this time. . Pursuant to the EQC Order referenced above, staff also
examined the availability of an alternate processing and recovery
fac111ty near Metro South Station. Staff reported to the DEQ on
April 1, 1990 that, although Metro South Station is not
economically fea51b1e to retrofit at the current time, an
acceptable alternative facility, K.B., is available pending
successful completlon of negotiations for the required Metro
dlsposal fac111ty franchise.

The Regional Solid Waste Management Plan (RSWMP) that states, in
part, "Purpose: To recover recyclable materials and reusable items
from the waste stream through facilities that process waste that
contains a high percentage of economically recoverable material."
K.B. fac111ty will accompllsh waste reduction by recovering
materials that would otherwise go unprocessed at the Metro South
Station and ultlmately be shlpped to the Columbia Ridge Landfill.
Additionally, the facility will be prlvately owned and operated and
will thus require no public investment in plant or equipment.



Need and Compatibility

This franchise will allow Metro to redirect volumes of materials’
from the Metro South Station to K.B. for proce551ng and recovery,
thus reduc1ng the volume shlpped to the Columbia Ridge Landfill for
dlsposal. Given the ant1c1pated processing volume of 5,000 tons
progected by the appllcant, effects at other regional waste
processing fac111t1es will be m1n1ma1..

Staff ana1y51s1 indicates that there is approximately 180,000 tons

per year of high grade waste paper be1ng generated but not

recovered in the region. Current reglonal processing and recovery

capability for mixed wastes is limited, although the Metro .

Northwest Station and the Metro Compost Facility will both bée able

to process and recover substantial volumes of recyclables from
mixed wastes.

-At present, there are two other major mixed waste processing and
recovery operations in the region, Oregon Processing and Recovery
Center. (OPRC) and East County Recycling, Inc (East County). OPRC
receives approximately 10,000 tons per year, although they have
recently announced an expansion plan that would increase their
capacity by approximately 90,000 tons per year to an estimated
100,000 tons per year. East County's franchlse limits them to
100,000 yards per year. An application is pending to expand the
East County operation. As indicated-in the staff analysis
referenced above, when OPRC's expansion is completed, there will .
still be approxlmately 80,000 tons of potentially recoverable waste
paper in the- reglon. Thus, K.B.'s proposed processing capacity
would have a negligible effect on the total amount of dry waste
paper available to other processing and recovery facilities in the
systemn.

Oregon Processing and Recovery Center attracts most of its loads. .
from downtown rather than from the Clackamas area. East County
services an area where disposers might be attracted to K.B., but
dlver51on is expected to be m1n1mal because: (1) the area of
overlap is small, (2) K.B. deals in prlmarlly high grade materials
whereas East County Recycllng deals in other types of materials as
well, and (3) any diversion will be based on competitive factors
not related to franchising K.B. -

The recommended term of the franchise is five years. Metro Code
Section 5.01.080 states the term of the franchise shall be the
lesser of five years or the site longev1ty. This facility has an
expected useful life (based on the population served and the

- intended use) of longer than five years.

! Refer to the staff report, dated April, 1990, to the Depart-'

ment of Environmental Quality titled "AN ANALYSIS To DETERMINE THE
REGIONAL CAPACITY TO RECEIVE AND PROCESS WASTE PAPER AT EXISTING
FACILITIES WITHIN THE BOUNDARY OF THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE
DISTRICT"



. Conformity with Requlatory Requirements

The applicant understands the regulations imposed on franchised
operations and has been responsible in addressing all relevant
requirements. The applicant is not currently involved in the
collection of solid waste within the District boundary. The
applicant has secured public liability insurance, including
automotive coverage, in the necessary amounts and naming Metro as
-an additional insured, in compliance with Metro Code Section
5.01.070(e) (4) . .

It had been previously represented by Clackamas County that the
K.B. facility would require County Planning Division approval. By
letter of December 19, 1990, Dave Phillips, Administration,
Community Environment Section, informed Metro that the initial
determination of the County had been modified (Attachment A). It
has been determined that the K.B. facility was an existing non-
.conforming use under prior General Industrial zoning I-3. As a
result no additional permit is necessary, but notwithstanding this
new determination, the facility still must be in compliance with
County approved design review. Mr. Phillips letter listed nine
concerns to be addressed in the franchise. Staff has discussed ‘
these concerns with Mr. Phillips and believes them to be reasonable
- and compatible with the proposed franchise. The nine items have

been incorporated into- the proposed franchise agreement and satisfy
the requirements of Policy 8.4 (mitigation) set forth in the ‘
‘Regional Solid Waste Management Plan.

Metro Code Section 5.01.070(e) (2) states that a corporate surety
bond is required for all facilities such as this. Metro resolution
No. 86-672 adopted criteria for determining the amount of any bond -
that may be required pursuant to a facility franchise should Metro
need to provide for continued operations or cleanup after closure,
"or in the event of failure to perform. Using the method stipulated
in the resolution, the amount of the bond is $0. Although the
facility is small and continued operation would probably not be
necessary, Metro could be responsible for cleaning up any waste in
the event of a total business collapse. The cost of any cleanup
that may be required is estimated to be less than $10,000,
including equipment rental, labor, haul and disposal of wastes and
administration. This estimate is based on staff's estimate of a
"yworst case"™ closure and remediation scenario of having to excavate
- and dispose of 50 - 100 cubic yards of petroleum contaminated soil.
Since this is not greater than the minimum $10,000 figure stated:-in
the resolution, staff recommends approving the variance request and
requiring no bond.

The applicant requests that Metro acknowledge, per Metro Code
Section 5.01.070(c) (2), that thé receiving and processing capacity
of the facility is limited to a maximum quantity of waste, not to
exceed 111 tons per week, 416 tons per month and 5,000 tons per
year.



VARIANCE REQUESTS
Prior Notice

The applicant requests a variance from Metro Code Section
5.01.120(b), which states that the franchisee may. discontinue
service only upon nlnety (90) days written notice to the District.
staff analysis indicates that this would be counter to the best
interests of Metro and the public and recommends denial of the
variance request. .

Rates

. The appllcant requests a variance from Metro Code Section 5.01.180

which states that the Metro Council must set rates for franchlsed
. facilities. The applicant asserts that the rate setting prov151on
of the Code is unnecessary and would, in fact, hamper operatlons
because: (1) they will be operating in a competltlve environment,
(2) disclosure of proprietary agreements as part of rate setting
would be detrimental to the business, and (3) the nature and
complex1ty of the business makes rate-settlng too inflexible.
Detailed arguments are presented in the operator's attached
application. .

Grantlng this variance request has precedence since similar
variance requests have been granted to the OPRC and East cOunty
operations. A key factor in the appllcant's successful operatlon
will be the flexibility to charge a competitive dlsposal rate in
order to attract the volume ant1c1pated. The franchise agreement .
includes wording that requires the applicant to charge no more than
the disposal fee established by Metro at Metro South Station unless
the operator submits a detailed justification and obtains Metro
approval for a hlgher dlsposal rate. Staff recommends approval of
this variance with the condition that the applicant's rates not
exceed those established at Metro South Station.

staff recommends that Metro reserve the right, however, to impose
its rate setting and review authorlty at any time. There are two
reasons for this recommendation. First, the District needs to
ensure the public that franchisees won't dlsrupt the recycllng or
disposal system by charglng too much or too little. Second, it is .
possible that conditions could change and that rate setting may
become necessary.

Rights of Franchisee

The applicant requests a variance from Metro Code section -
5.01.090(e) which states that if a franchise is revoked -or not
renewed, the District may requlre the owner to sell his interest to
- allow for the continued operatlon of the fa0111ty Because the
fac111ty will be small, the net impact from discontinuing :
operations should the franchlse be revoked or not renewed will have
little effect on overall system operations. Staff therefore
recommends that this variance be granted.

. 6



Flow Control Authoritz

The applicant requests that Metro modify its flow control
authority, per Metro Code Section 5.01.070(g), to direct waste to
or from the faclllty. The appllcant requests that Metro recognlze
that the receiving and proce551ng capaclty of the facility is
limited and that a specific maximum limitation of 111 tons per ,
week, 416 tons per month and 5,000 tons per year be acknowledged as
.the maximum processing throughput volume for the fac111ty and, that :
Metro agrees not .to exceed these limits. Thi%t volume limitation in
no way affects any other right Metro has to redirect flow. Staff ’
recommends approving the variance as noted above.

Right to _Condemn or Purchase

The applicant requests a variance from Metro Code section 5.01.200
which states that Metro may purchase or condemn any real property,
or interest therein, of the franchisee. Since the effect of .
dlscontlnulng operations at K.B. would be small, this provision of
the Code is not necessary to provide adequate protectlon of Metro's
and the publlc's interests. Also, the appllcant believe that they
may find it difficult to obtain. commerc1a1 fundlng for physical
expansxon, if required, if there is a risk of involuntary conver-
sion of the property to Metro as provided in the Code. Metro's
ability to revoke the franchise should the public's interest not be
adequately served should prov1de sufficient safeguards. Staff
therefore recommends that this variance be granted.

RATE _REVIEW COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Rate Review Committee recommends approval of the franchise
application as written.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER_ RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoptlon of Resolution
No. 91-1288, and issuance of a franchlse to K.B. Recycllng, Inc.

SX:a
STAFXHS.IPT
, February 20, 1991



ATTACHMENT 1

CLACKAMAS -
COU NTV | Department of Transportation & Development

WINSTON KURTH
EXECUTIVE DlRECTOR

RICHARD DOPP
DIRECTOR
OPERATIONS & ADMINISTRATION

TOM VANDERZANDEN
DIRECTOR
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

December 19, 1990

METRO

ATTENTION: Keith Thompson
2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201

SUBJECT‘ K. B. RECYCLING - PROPOSED FRANCHISE
: TAX LOTS 1700 & 1790, SECTION 5 DA, T. 2S5, R. 2E, W.M.
SITE ADDRESS. 8277 S.E. DEER CREEK LANE, MILWAUKIE, OR

Previously, this office sent a letter, dated October 2, 1990, to
METRO concerning the proposed franchising of the K. B. Recycling
facility for a high-grade recycling program. That letter
indicated that the facility is classified as an existing
nonconforming use in the General Commercial, C-3 Zonlng District,
and that the proposed high-grade program would require review and
approval by the County Plannlng DlVlSlon.

Additional information has come to our attention necessitating a
change in that determination. At the time the facility becane
operational, the subject property was located partly in General
Industrial, I-3 and partly in General Commercial, C-3 zoning
classifications. The major portion of the facility was located
in the I-3 zoned portion. In that zoning district, recycllng
collection depots, transfer stations, and the processing or
treatment of paper, glass, metal, or rags were listed as
permitted primary use. It appears that K. B. Recycling has
accepted mixed loads of waste containing high percentages of
recyclable paper and/or corrugated cardboard since the beginning
of operations at the site under this provision (see attached
letter). :

Therefore, that usage is also part of the permitted nonconformlng
use status of the’ fac111ty and may be contlnued as proposed.

902 Abernethy Roed ® QOregon City, OR 97045-1100 e (503) 655-8521 ® FAX 650-3351
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However, as noted in the October 2, 1990 letter, the facility is
not now in compliance with the County-approved design review, :
Planning File No. 430-84-V,D, of the facility. If a franchise is
approved, it shall include the following conditions:

1. The entire perimeter of the site shall be screened by an
eight (8) foot high sight-obscuring fence approved by thls
department;

2. All landscaped planter strips and islands shall be weeded,
cleaned of litter, and mulched with compost, barkdust, or
planted to a groundcover plant. These planters shall be
maintained regularly pursuant to Section 1009 of the
Clackamas County Zoning and Development Ordinance;

3. Additional plantings of evergreen trees and/or shrubs '

(subject to County review) shall be installed along the 82nd

Avenue frontage outside the fence as a buffering element;

4. Additional shrubs and groundcover shall be installed in the
planter adjacent to the south entrance off Deer Creek Lane
as requlred by Design Review approval 430-84-V,D, subject to -

" review and approval by the County.

5. . No required parking or loading spaces shall be used to store.
materials whether contained or loose;

6. Materials may be stored outside of an enciosed structure
south of the building (the area formerly zoned C-3):
however, no materials may be stored above the fence line;

7. No dropboxes, freight trailers, or other contalners may be
stored on the right-of-way of Deer Creek Lane:;

8. Litter blowing off the site or off trucks travellng Deer -
Creek Lane to the site shall be picked up daily; and

9. 2all of the conditions noted above must be satisfied prior to
accepting any high-grade loads under the franchise.

In summary, it now appears that the proposal to franchise K. B.

‘Recycling's Clackamas fac111ty as a High Grade Recovery Center is
consistent with the fac111ty s prior-approved, nonconforming use
status and, therefore, in compliance with the Clackamas County
Zoning and Development Ordinance subject to satisfaction of the
conditions stated above.
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If you have any questions, please call me at 655-8521.

DAVID G. PHILLIPS - Administrator
Community Environment Section

/Kkrb

cc: Nancy Craven, Attorney-at-Law
Fred Kahut, K. B. Recycling



Agenda Item No. 7.7
Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1409A



REGIONAL. FACILITIES COMMITTEE REPORT

* RESOLUTION NO. 91-1409A, EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR A Z0O/OMSI/WORLD
FORESTRY CENTER STATION IN THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR WESTSIDE
LRT : _

Date: March 4, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Bauer

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At its February 26, 1991 meeting, the
Council Regional Facilities Committee voted unanimously to
recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 91-1409A. Committee
members voting were Councilors Knowles, Bauer, Buchanan, Gardner,
and McFarland. ' . ~

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Committee staff Casey Short briefly
discussed the background to Resolution 91-1409, pointing out that
the final decisions on the Preferred Alternative for Westside
Light Rail will soon be made. With the end of the process in
sight, any testimony regarding a Zoo Station must be made at the
appropriate public hearings in March.

Andy Cotugno spoke to the resolution, suggesting minor
amendments. Those include a language change in the first Whereas
to acknowledge that the line is to run between Portland and
Washington County; simplifying language referring to access and
parking problems at the Zoo; and referring to the Zoo Station as
‘the Zoo/OMSI/World Forestry Center Station. Mr. Cotugno also
expressed his opinion that the Metro Council should not adopt
this resolution until after the close of public testimony on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, because the Council will be
voting on the Preferred Alternative Report. He suggested that
Council consideration of this resolution wait until the March 14
"Council meeting, and the Committee agreed to recommend the :
deferral. The Committee then approved Mr. Cotugno’s suggested
amendments. -

Mr. Robin Drews testified in favor of the Resolution. Mr. Drews
is a member of Friends of the Zoo, and identified himself as a
%Zoo supporter since 1965. He supports a Zpo Station because
there is inadequate parking, and we need MAX to move people and
help cut down our use of cars and our "oil addiction."

Féllowing'Mr. Drews’ testimoﬁy, Councilor Knowles pointed out
that the Council would be acting in its capacity as
owner/operator of the Zoo in endorsing a Zoo Station.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXPRESSING ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1409A
SUPPORT FOR A Z0O/OMSI/WORLD )

FORESTRY CENTER STATION IN THE . ) » - -
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR WESTSIDE ) INTRODUCED BY THE REGIONAL
LRT ) FACILITIES COMMITTEE

~

WHEREAS, the Westside Corridor Project is the region's highest
transportation priority, consisting of highway improvements and
construction of a light rail line [into] between Portland and
Washington County; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Wéshington Park Zoo abuts Highway 26
(Canyon Road) in the Canyon segment of the project; and

| WHEREAS, the Metro Washington Park Zoo is the top paid tourist‘
" attraction in Oregon; and o |

WHEREAS, the Zoo faces problems of access‘and parking

availability[, particularly on weekends in good weather]; and

WHEREAS, a 200/0OMSI/World Forestry Center station on the

Westside LRT line providing light rail access to the Zoo is
critical to [improve problems of access at peak timés and to help
alleviate parking problems] meeting the objectives for Zoo |
"expansion limited by problems of'access and parking; and
| | WHEREAS, the process for determining the region’s Preferred
Alternative for the project is nearing completion; and

ﬁHEREAS, the Metro Council wishes to express its suppdrt fof

including a Zoo/OMSI/World Forestry Center Station in the Preferred

Alternative and encourage advisory bodies; elected governing

bodies, and the Tri-Met board of directors to include a



Zoo[OMSI[World Forestry Centér Station in the Preferred

Alterhative; now, therefore,
BE IT RESOLVED

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

expresses its support for a Zoo/OMSI/World Forestry Center Station

in the Westside Light Rail Project and encourages decision-making
bodies to include a Zoo/OMSI/World Forestry Center Station in the

region’s Preferred Alternative for the project.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

Tanya Collier,_Preéiding Officer

c8191-1409.res



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXPRESSING . ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1409
SUPPORT FOR A Z0OO STATION IN THE ) .
) INTRODUCED BY THE REGIONAL
)

FACILITIES COMMITTEE

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR WESTSIDE
LRT '

WHEREAS, the Westside Corridor Project is the fegion's highest
.fransportation priority, consisting of highway improvements and
construction of a light rail line into Washingfon County; and
WHEREAS, the Metro Washington Park Zoo abuts Highway 26
(Canyon Réad) in the Canyon segmént of the project; and
) WHEREAS, the Metro Washington Park Zoo is the top paid tourigt
attraction in Oregon; and ' |
WHEREAS, the Zoo faces problems of access and parking
- availability, particularly on weékends'in good weather; and
WHEREAS, a Zoo station on thé Westside LRT line providing
light rail accesé to the Zoo is critical to improve problems of:
acce?s at peak times and to help alleviate parking problems; and
| WHEREAS, the proceés for determining the region’s Preferred
Alternative for the project 13 nearing completlon, and
WHEREAS, the Metro Council wishes to express its support for
including a Zoo Station in the Preferred Alternative and encourage
advisory bodies,.elected governing bodies, and the Tri-Met board of
directors to include a Zoo Station in the Preferred Alternative;

now, therefore,
BE IT RESOLVED
That the Council of.the‘Metropolitan Service District

expresses its support for a Zoo Station in the Westside Light Rail



Project and encourages decision-making bodies to include a Zoo

Station in the region’s Preferred Alternative for the project.

ADOPTED'by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1991,

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



Agenda Item No. 7.8
Meeting Date: "March 14, 1991

'RESOLUTION NO. 91-1416



'METRO - Memorandum

2000 5.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

503/221-1646
DATE: March 7, 1991
TO: Interested Parties ’
- FROM: Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Counciilg);ﬁ

RE: RESOLUTION NO. 91-1416

The Council agenda will be printed before the Governmental Affairs

Committee meets to consider Resolution No. 91-1416. The Governmental
Affairs Committee report will be distributed in advance to Councilors -
and available at the Council meeting March 14.

Req{cléd Paper



~

Agenda Item No. 7.8
Council Meeting»March 14,

GOVERNMENTATL, AFFAIRS COMMITTEE REPORT

. RESOLUTION NO. 91-1416A, ESTABLISHING A PROCESS FOR

REAPPORTIONING METRO COUNCIL SUBDISTRICTS

Date: March 8, 1991 ~ Presented by: Councilor Devlin

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At its March 7, 1991 meeting, the
Governmental Affairs Committee unanimously recommended Council .
approval of Resolution No. 91-1416A. Voting were Councilors
Collier, Devlin, and Hansen. Councilors DeJardin and Knowles
were excused.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Committee staff Casey Short

described the contents of the resolution. Councilor Devlin
called for public testimony, and one person testified. Mr. Bob
Goldstein said he had been involved with redistricting since
1979, and pointed out that citizens can challenge a redistricting
plan. He encouraged the committee to hold more than the one
public hearing called for in the resolution. He further advised
that he will be tracking our process. Councilor Devlin responded
to Mr. Goldstein’s point about public hearings, saying that the
resolution called for at least one public hearing before the plan
was developed; there will be more hearings on the plan as it is_
developed. )

Councilor Collier suggested three amendments to the resolution,
all in Exhibit A. The first called for clarification to the
interview process called for in point #2. Councilor Devlin
suggested a process, which would have each Councilor interviewed
by two members of the Governmental Affairs Committee. A staff
person would be present at each interview, the interviews would
be recorded, and a summary of the interviews would be compiled
and distributed to the Council. Councilor Hansen asked who would
develop the questions to be asked in the interviews. Councilor
Devlin responded that the interviews would focus on Councilors’
insights into features of their districts, and would therefore

- not require a set list of questions; he said it was incumbent on

Councilors to bring pertinent information to the committee.

Councilor Collier moved to delete reference to July 4 as a date
for a committee meeting to approve a reapportionment ordinance;
the amended resolution will refer to the first committee meeting
in July. Finally, Councilor Collier moved to change the langquage
in the July 25 paragraph to delete the reference to Council
approving the reapportionment ordinance. The language will
instead refer to Council voting on the ordinance, with no
presumption of approval.

The committee approved the amendments, and then approved the
resolution as amended.

1997



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING A RESOLUTION NO. 91-1416A -

)

PROCESS' FOR REAPPORTIONING METRO )
) INTRODUCED BY GOVERNMENTAL
) - AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

COUNCIL SUBDISTRICTS

WHEREAS ORS 268 150 requlres the Metro Council to reapportlon
‘Counc11 subdistricts following the eompllatlon and release of the
decennlal census; and | |

WHEREAS, ORS 268. 150 further requires that the reapportlonmentl
must be enacted at 1east 250 days before the May 1992 prlmary
election; and

WHEREAS, the.Oregon Legislature in-its 1989 session>amended
ORS 268.150 to- require the Metro Counc1l to cons1st of 13
councilors elected from separate subdistricts, effectlve January 1,A
'1993; and . | | |

'WHEREAS, Resolution No. 91-1382, adopted by the Council oﬁ
January 10, 1991, charges the Goverﬁmental Affairs Committee with
'developing a reapportienment plan for Council eonsideration{ and

WHEREAS, the Governmental Affairs Committee wishes to
establish a process fer‘reapportionment which provides for adequate
.inﬁolvement from each Councilor and from the public, and which sets
oﬁt a tiﬁe'line for accompiishing speeific tasks; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED |

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service ﬁistrict
establlshes a plan to reapportlon Council. subdlstrlcts as descrlbed'

in Exhlblt A.



ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service.DiStrict this

' day of , 1991.

" Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer -

cs5:91-1416



EXHIBIT A

PROCESS FOR DEVELOPING'A REAPPORTIONMENT PLAN
FOR METRO COUNCIL SUBDISTRICTS

1. The Governmental Affalrs Committee shall hold at least one
public hearing in the District before it begins formal
consideration of a plan to establish 13 Council subdistricts. The
purpose of the hearing(s) ‘will be to determine the public‘’s views
of the needs and desires of the people in prospective subdistricts
regarding subdistrict makeup. Issues to be discussed will include
the preservation of ethnic minorities within a subdistrict;
determination of historic neighborhood and community boundarles,
and identification of significant geographical and transportation
features to be considered in establishing subdistrict boundaries.

2. Prior to the Governmental Affairs Committee’s formal
consideration of a plan to establish 13 Council subdlstrlcts, each
Councilor will be interviewed to.determine his/her views of v
geographic and transportation features and historic neighborhood
and community boundaries to be considered in establishing Council
subdistricts. Each Councilor will be interviewed by two members of
the Government Affairs Committee. A staff person will be present
at each interview, the interviews will be recorded, and a summary
of the interviews will be compiled and distributed to Council.

3. The Governmental Affairs Committee and the full Council shall-
observe the statutory direction for criteria to be considered in °
the reapportionment of subdlstrlcts. As stated in ORS 268.150(2),
those include:

- subdistricts shall be substantlally equal in population;

- area within each subdistrict shall be contiguous;

- consideration shall be given to existent precincts,
maintaining historic and traditional communities and counties as
opposed - to following existent city or special district boundaries
or the political boundaries of state representatlve or state senate
election districts except when these political boundarles coxnc1de
with natural boundaries. . '

4. fThe following timeline shall be observed in preparlng and
~adopting. a reapportlonment plan:

March 15 - April 11: Councilor interviews

April 4: Public Hearing (as specified in #1, above)
Staff presentation on census results

Aprll 18: Commlttee determination of potential geographic,
transportatlon, neighborhood, and community features to be
conSLdered in establlshlng subdistricts.

May 2 - June 20: Committee work sessions on reapportionment plan
ordinance. ' ‘ .



[* July 4]First Committee meeting in July: Committee approval of

July

July

July

reapportionment ordinance, to be submitted to Council for

first reading.
[(* Date subject to change to accommodate holiday. )]

11: First readlng of ordinance. (Ordinance shall include an

‘emergency clause establishing effective date of September 12,

1991.)

18: Committee holds publlc hearlng and work session on
ordinance. v

25: »Council holds public hearing and votes on ordinance[, and
votes to approve it]. Sufficient time built in to allow for

. Executive Officer veto and Council amendment or override.

September 12: Deadline for final approval of reapportionment

ordinance.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING A )

PROCESS FOR REAPPORTIONING METRO )

COUNCIL SUBDISTRICTS ). INTRODUCED BY GOVERNMENTAL
) AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1416

WHEREAS, ORS 268.150 requires the Metro Council to rgapportion
Council subdistricts following the compilation and release 6f the
decennial census; and A

~ WHEREAS, ORS 268.150 further requires that the reapportionment
| must be enacted at least 250 days before the May 1992 primary
election;'and

WHEREAS, the Oregon Legislature in its 1989 session amended
ORS 268.150 torréquire the Metro Council to consist of 13 A
councilors elected from separate subdistricts, effective January 1,
1993; and | | |

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 91-1385, adopted by the Council on
January 10, 1991, charges the Go?ernmental Affairs Committee with
developihg a reapportionment plan for Council consideration; and

WHEREAS, the Governmeﬁtal Affairs Committee'wishés to
establish a process for reapportionment which provides for adequate
involvement from each Councilor and from the public, and which sets
out a time line for accémplishing specific tasks; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED | |

 That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
establishes a plan to reapportion Council subdistricts as described

in Exhibit A.



ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this

. day of , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

c8:91-1416



EXHIBIT A

PROCESS FOR DEVELOPING A REAPPORTIONMENT PLAN
FOR METRO COUNCIL SUBDISTRICTS

1. The Governmental Affairs Committee shall hold at least one
public hearing in the District before it begins formal :
consideration of a plan to establish 13 Council subdistricts. The
purpose of the hearing(s) will be to determine the public’s views
" of the needs and desires of the people in prospective subdistricts
regarding subdistrict makeup. Issues to be discussed will include
the preservation of ethnic minorities within a subdistrict;
determination of historic neighborhood and community boundaries;
and identification of 81gn1flcant geographical and transportatlon
features to be considered in establishing subdistrict boundaries.

- 2. Prior to the Governmental Affairs Committee’s formal
consideration of a plan to establish 13 Council subdistricts, each.
Councilor will be interviewed to determine his/her views of
geographic and transportation features and historic neighborhood
and community boundaries to be considered in establishing Council

- subdistricts.

3. The Governmental Affairs Committee and the full Council shall
observe the statutory direction for criteria to be considered in
the reapportionment of subdlstrlcts. As stated in ORS 268.150(2),
those include: :

- subdistricts shall be substantially equal in population;

- area within each subdistrict shall be contiguous;

-~ consideration shall be given to existent precincts,
maintaining historic and traditional communities and counties as
opposed to following existent city or special district boundaries
or the political boundaries of state representative or state senate
election districts except when these political boundaries coincide
with natural boundaries.

4. The following timeline shall be observed in preparing and
adopting a reapportionment plan:

March 15 - April 11: Councilor interviews

‘April 4: Public Hearing (as specified in #1, above)
’ ~ Staff presentation on census results

April 18: Committee determination of potential geographic,
transportation, neighborhood, and community features to be
considered in establishing subdistricts.

May 2 - June 20: Committee work sessions on reapportionment plan
ordinance. :

* July 4: Committee approval of reapportlonment ordinance, to be
submitted to Council for first reading.
(* Date subject to change to accommodate holiday.)



July 11: First reading of ordinance. (Ordinance shall include an
emergency clause establishing effective date of September 12,
1991.) -

July 18: Committee holds public hearing and work session on
ordinance.

July 25: Council holds.public hearing on ordinance, and votes to
approve it. Sufficient time built in to allow for Executive
Officer veto and Council amendment or override.

September 12: Deadline for final approval of reapportionment
ordinance.



E[ ({7
7.7

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 91-1416A

On page 1 of Exhibit A, amend item #4 to read as follows:

4. The following timeline shall be observed in preparing and
adopting a reapportionment plan:

March 15 - April 11: Councilor interviews

April 3 - 7: - Public Hearinqg(s) (as specified in #1, above)

April 4: [Public Hearing (as specified in #1, above)]
Staff presentation on census results

All other items remain unchanged.



o Agenda Item No. 7.9
-Meeting Date: March 14, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1413



METRO  Memorandum

2000 5.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

503/221-1616
DATE: March 7, 1991
TO: _ Interested Parties
FROM: Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Counciﬁf
RE: RESOLUTION NO. 91-1413

The Council agenda will be printed before the Governmental Affairs
Committee meets to consider Resolution No. 91-1413. The Governmental
Affairs Committee report will be distributed in advance to Councilors
and available at the Council meeting March 14.

Recycled Paper



Agenda Item No. 7.9
Resolution No. 91-1413A
Metro Council March 14, 1991

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1413, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTION AN
AMENDED -APPLICATION TO THE PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETIREMENT SYSTEM

Date: March 11, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Richard Devlin

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At its March 7, 1991 meeting the
Committee recommended Council adoption of Resolution No. 91-
1413A as amended. Present and voting were Councilors Buchanan,
Devlin, Hansen, Van Bergen. Councilor Wyers was excused.’

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION / ISSUES: Kim Huey, Acting Personnel
Officer, presented Staff Report. Ms. Huey indicated the
District’s PERS application was approved by the Employees
Retirement Board Staff, but not by the Board. The District’s
application was withdrawn on November 20, 1990 for clarification
of the acquisition of Tri-Met employees and the issue of
disqualification of the current District retirement plans. The
amendments included in the proposed new application are as
follows: - -

"

© to specify that Metro Exposition/Recreation Commission .
: employees’ membership in PERS is retroactive to July 1, 1990
0 to provide for effective dates of PERS membership in the
collective bargaining agreements rather than on the various
dates such agreements are ratified ' ’ o
o to differentiate between current Metro non-represented and
represented employees and those who may be transferred to
Metro in later mergers .
© to allow permissive membership in PERS if Metro’s current
retirement plans become disqualified

Council Staff proposed amendments to the resolution and Exhibit A
to clarify that the Council was approving the attached Exhibit A.

\fin\re91-1413.rpt



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING AN
AMENDED APPLICATION TO THE
PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETIREMENT
SYSTEM

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1413A

Introduced by Rena Cusma,
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service District
adopged Reéolutiop No. 90-1242 authorizing the Executive Officer
to make applicatién to the Public Employes Retirement Systen
substantially in the form contained in Exhibit "A" to that
- Resolution; and

WHEREAS, It is necessary to amend the application to
correct the effective dates for PERS membership for representeé;
classes; and |

| WHEREAS, It is neceséary to amend fhe application to
differentiate between current Métro employees and those who may be
transferred to Metro as a result of mergers at a later date; and

WHEREAS, It is necessary to amend the appllcatlon to
reflect retroactlve membershlp of Metro Exposition/Recreation
Commission employees; and

WHEREAS, It is necessary to amend the application to
allow permissive membership in the Public Employes Retirement
Systen if Metro's current retirement plans becomé disqualified

for necessary Internal Revenue Service exemptions; and



4 ~ WHEREAS, The proposed application (attached as

Exhibit "A“) whiﬁh has been informally approved by Public Employes
Retirement System Board staff encompasses tﬁe~required
amendments; and |

WHEREAS, It continues to be in the best interest of Metro
to become a pa;ticipating employer of the Public Employes
Retirement System in accordance with the éttached amended
application; now, therefore, '

BE IT RESOLVED,

"1. That the amended application to the Public Employes

Retirement System attached as Exhibit A hereto is approved.
2. That the Metro Executive Officer is authorized to
proceed with filing the amended application with the Public

Ehployes Retirement System.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District this 14th day of March 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



EXHIBIT “aA%

BEFORE THE PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETTREMENT BOARD

with thé approval of the Council of the Metropolitan Service
District pursuant to Resolution No. 563242 91-1413a .
(Exhibit attached.) o ‘ ‘ ’ " :

. 3. Metro is not, as of this date, participating in the
- Public Employes Retirement System. _ :

employees in the following classes of District employees to
become members of PERS without entering into a contract of
* integration (ORS 237.051) but bpursuant to this contract

- authorized by ORs 268.240(3). = . :

a. A class of District employees composed of al}l

Intergovernmenta] Agréement‘with the city of

'b. A class of employees composed of all éligible
employees hired by the Metropolitan Exposition-
Recreation Commission after July 1, 1990.

Inclusion of this class shall be effective July 1;
1990. _ : . ’




.

k class of employees composed of.all eligible
employees currently employed as of July 1, 1990,

" by the Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation

Commission. Inclusion of this class shall: be~

~effective July 1, 1990.

A class of employees composed of all ellglble
employees hired by Metro departments after July 1,
1991, who are not represented by an exclusive
collective bargaining agent on the effective date
of hire, excluding any public emplovees
transferred from another public employer because

. the duties of emplovment have been assumed by
. Hetro.

A class of employees composed of all ellglble
Metro employees who are .not represented by an
exclusive collective bargaining agent on July 1,
1991, who exercise the option to become members of
PERS effective July 1, 1991, excluding any public
emplovees transferred from another public emplover
because the duties of emplovyment have been assumed
by Metro. ‘Upon any disqualification of -Metro’s
current retirement plans for exemption from .
federal income tax, these remaining eligible- Metro.

employees not represented by an exclusive

" barqaining agent may become members of PERS.

A class of employees composed of all eligible
employees.represented by American Federation of
State, County and Municipal Employees (AFSCME),

‘Local 3580, effective on the date provided for in

a Collective Bargaining Agreement specifically
prov1d1ng for PERS membership by all members of

the unit wh1ch is ratified by both partles.

Metro wlll place on the negotlatlng table the
issue. of PERS membership at the bargalnlng
sessions expected to commence prior to the
explratlon of the current contract on June 30,

1991, consistent with its Agreement in accordance -
with ORS 268.240(4), below.

A class of employees composed of all eligible
persens. employees represented by Laborers
International Union Local 483 effective on the
date provided for in a Collective Bargaining .
Agreement specifically providing for PERS:
membership by all members of the unit which is
ratified by both parties. .

Metro will place on the negotiating table the
issue of PERS membership at the bargalnlng

. sessions expected to commence prlor to the

i



expiration of the current contract on June ‘30,

1991, consistent with its agreement in accordance
‘with ORS 268.240(4), below.

h. Each class of eligible emplovees represented bv an
exclusive collective bargaining agent for public
employees transferred from another public emplover

- .because the duties of emploqunt have -been assumed
by Metro. Inclusion of each class of represented- .
employees shall be effective on.the date provide
for in a collective barqaining a reement '
specifically providing for PERS membership by all

- ‘members of the unit which is ratified by both
parties. Inclusion is subject to any applicable
rights granted to transferring emplovees pursuant
to ORS 236.620(2) and 237.011¢(2 :

Metro will place on .the neqgotiating table the

issue of PERS membership at the bargaining :
sessions commencing after the duties of each ‘class . -~
of represented emplovees have been assumed by ’
Metro. S ; . ‘ :

i. Each class of eligible employees not re resented S
’ by an exclusive ‘collective bar aining agent for -
ublic emplovees transferred from another public
employer because the duties of emplovment have L
been _assumed by Metro. Inclusion of each class of
norirepresented emplovées shall be effective on the
date provided for in .an inter overnmental’ '
agreement transferring the employees or other
action of the Metro Council effecting the transfer
of such emplovees. : '

5. Metro hereby agrees éventually tb'extend PERS COVerage
© to all eligible District employees in accordance with ORS
268.240(4). | - '

6. a. Terms of admission of current employees
‘transferring to PERS membership shall include ,

- prior eligibility service, but shall not include
prior benefit service or the unused sick leave
option, unless the Metro Council approves
additional options in collective bargaining
agreements for represented classes or in a :
Resolution for nonrepresented classes. Metro ERC
classes shall retain the unused sick leave option.

- b. Pursuant to 'ORS 237.075, Métro has agreed to

‘ continue to -assume payment of employee
~contributions for Metro ERC classes so compensated
under the ERC, including all nonrepresented

Metro ERC employees.




S o ‘Metro agrees to assume payment of employee
: contributions for Metro nonrepresented employee
classes. .

4a. Metro has not agreed to assume payment of employee
contributions for represented classes of Metro
- employees, unless the Metro Council approves- such
- pPayment in collective bargaining agreements.

7. The dates provided for in Section 4(d) and 4(e) and the
level of the benefits for employees included  in PERS provided for
in Section 6 hereof may be amended. by mutual agreement of PERS
and Metro, subject to Metro Council approval.

8. ' This application and the .terms hereof shall, upon
approval of the Board, constitute the contract between PERS and
Metro contemplated by ORS 268.240. The effective date of the .
contract shall be the date approved by the Board. The éffective
date of PERS membership of District employees shall be the first:
date of eligibility under ORS chapter 237 inclusion of the class
under the terms of this application, ' .

Rena Cusma, Executive Officer
Metropolitan Service District-

. Date:
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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING AN )
AMENDED APPLICATION TO THE )
PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETIREMENT ) - Introduced by Rena Cusma,
SYSTEM . ) Executive Officer

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1413

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan éérvice District
adopted Resolution No. 90-1242 authorizing the Executive Officer
to make application to the Public Employes Retiremeﬁt System
substantiélly in the form contained in Exhibit "A" to that
Resolutian; and | '

'WHEREAS, It is necessary to amend the application to
correct the effective dates fof PERS membership for represénted
claéses; and | |

WHEREAS, It is necessary to amend the application to
differentiate between éurrent Metro employées and those who may be
transferred to Metro as a result of metgers‘at a later date; and

WHEREAS, It is necessafy to amend the application to
reflect retroactive membership of Metrd'Exposition/Recreétion
Commission employees; and

| WHEREAS, It is necessary to amend the applicatiqn to
allow permissive membership in the Public Employes Retirement
'System if Metro's current retirement plans become disqualified

for necessary Internal Revenue Service exemptions; and



WﬁEREAS, The proposed application (attached as
Exhibit "A"i which has been informally approved by Public Employes
Retirement System Board staff encompasses the required
amendments; and ’ |
WHEREAS, It continues to be in the bestlinterest of Metro
to become a participating employer of the Public Employes
Retirement 5ystem'ih accordance with the attached amended
application; now, therefore, |
. BE IT RESOLVED,
1. That the amended application to the’PubliE Employes
Retirement System is approved.
7 2. That the Metro Executive Officer is authorized to
proceed with filing the amended application with the.Public_

Employes Retirement System.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

‘District this 14th day of March 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



EXHIBIT "aA"

BEFORE THE PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETIREMENT BOARD

In the Matter of the Application

of the Metropolitan Service District
to Become a Participating Employer
under ORS chapter 237

The Metropolitan Service District makes this application pursuant
to ORS 268.240 to become a participating employer under ORS
chapter 237 to the extent of providing membership for each class
of employees described in the application.

1. Metro is a reglonal government organized and existing
~pursuant to the provision of ORS chapter- 268.

2. The Executive Officer of Metro makes this appllcatlon
with the approval of the Council of the Metropolitan Service
District pursuant to’ Resolutlon No. 963242
(Exhibit attached )

3. Metro is not, as of this date, participating in the
Public Employes Retirement System.

4. Metro applles to thls Board to allow the District .
employees in the following classes of District employees to
become members of PERS without entering into a contract of
integration (ORS 237.051) but pursuant to this contract
authorized by ORS 268.240(3).

a. A class of District employees composed of all
eligible City of Portland Exposition-Recreation
Commission employees transferring ed to
Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission

" employment on July 1, 1990, based on Metro’s 1989

. Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of
Portland. Inclusion of that class into PERS
sheuld shall be effective July 1, 1990, the date
of transferred employment under that Agreement.
Inclusion is subject to applicable rights granted’
to transferring employees pursuant to ORS
236.620(2) and 237.011(2).

b. A class of employees composed of all ellglble
employees hired by the Metropolitan Exposition-
Recreation Commission after July 1, 1990.

Inclusion of this class shall be effective July 1,
1990.



A class of employees composed of all ellglble
employees currently employed as of July 1, 1990,
by the Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation

Commission. Inclusion of this class shall be
effective July 1, 1990.

A class of employees composed of all e11g1b1e
employees hired by Metro departments after July 1,
1991, who are not represented by an exclusive
collective bargaining agent on the effective date

of hire, excluding any public employvees :
transferred from another public employer because
the duties of emgloyment have been assumed by

Metro.

A class of employees composed of all eligible

Metro employees who are not represented by an
exclusive collective bargaining agent on July 1,
1991, who exercise the option to become members of
PERS effective July 1, 1991, excluding any public

employees transferred from another public emplover
because the duties of employment have been assumed
by Metro. Upon any disqualification of -Metro’s
current retirement plans for exemption from

federal income tax, these remaini eligible Metro
employees not represented by an exclusive
bargaining agent may become members of PERS.

A class of employees composed of all eligible
employees represented by American Federation of
State, County and Municipal Employees (AFSCME),
Local 3580, effective on the date provided for in
a COllectlve Bargaining Agreement specifically -
prov1d1ng for PERS membershlp by all members of
the unit which is ratified by both parties. .

Metro will place on the negotiating table the
issue of PERS membership at the bargalnlng
sessions expected to commence prior to the
explratlon of the current contract on June 30,

.1991, consistent with its Agreement in accordance .

with ORS 268.240(4), below.

A class of employees composed of all eligible
persens employees represented by Laborers
International Union Local 483 effective on the
date provided for in a Collective Bargaining
Agreement specifically providing for PERS
membership by all members of the unit which is
ratified by both parties. :

Metro will place on the negotlatlng table the
issue of PERS membership at the bargalnlng
se551ons expected to commence prior to the .



5.

268.240(4) .

6.

h.

_i-.

expiration of the current contract on June 30,
1991, consistent with its agreement in accordance
w1th ORS 268.240(4), below.

.'Each _class of eligible emgloyees represented by an

exclusive collective:bargaining agent for public
employees transferred from another public employer

.because_the_duties of employment have been assumed

by Metro. Inclusion of each_class of represented--

"employees shall be effective on.the date provided

for_ in a collective bargaining agreement :
specifically providing for PERS membership by all
members of the unit which is ratified by both
parties. Inclusion_ is_ subiject to any applicable
rights granted to transferring employees pursuant
to ORS 236.620(2) and 237.011(2). ’

Metro will place on the negotiating table the
issue of PERS membership at the bargaining
sessions commencing after the duties of each class

of represented employees have been_assumed by -
Metro. :

Each class of eligible employees not represented
by an exclusive collective bargaining agent for
public employees transferred from another public
employer because the duties of employment have
been assumed by Metro. Inclusion of each class of
nonrepresented employees shall be effective on the
date ovided for in an_ intergovernmenta .
agreement transferring the emplovyees or other
action of the Metro Council effecting .the transfer
of such employees.

Metro hereby agrees eventually to extend PERS coverage
to all eligible District employees 1n accordance with ORS

“a.

Terms of admission of current employees
transferring to PERS membership shall include:
prior eligibility service, but shall not include
prior benefit service or the unused sick: leave
option, unless the Metro Council approves
additional options in collective bargaining
agreements for represented classes or in a
Resolution for nonrepresented classes. Metro ERC
classes shall retain the unused sick leave option.

Pursuant to ORS 237.075, Metro has agreed to
continue to assume payment of employee
contributions for Metro ERC classes so compensated
under the ERC, including all nonrepresented

Metro ERC employees.



c. Metro agrees to assume payment of employee
contributions for Metro nonrepresented employee
classes.

d. Metro has not agreed to assume payment of employee
contributions for represented classes of Metro
‘employees, unless the Metro Council approves such

. payment in collective bargaining agreements. .

7. The dates provided for in Section 4(d) and 4(e) and the
level of the benefits for employees included in PERS provided for
in Section 6 hereof may be amended by mutual agreement of PERS
and Metro, subject to Metro Council approval.

8. This application and the terms hereof shall, upon
approval of the Board, constitute the contract between PERS and
Metro contemplated by ORS 268.240. The effective date of the
contract shall be the date approved by the Board. The effective
date of PERS membership of District employees shall be the first
date of eligibility under ORS chapter 237 inclusion of the class
under the terms of this application. :

Rena Cusma, Executive Officer
Metropolitan Service District

Date:
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EXHIBIT "A"

BEFORE THE PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETIREMENT BOARD

In the Matter of the Application

of the Metropolitan Service District
to Become a Participating Employer
under ORS chapter 237

The Metropolitan Service District makes this application pursuant
to ORS 268.240 to become a participating employer under ORS
chapter 237 to the extent of providing membership for each class
of employees described in the application..

1. Metro is a regional government organized and existing
pursuant to the provision of ORS chapter 268.
2. _The Executive Officer of Metro makes this application
with the approval of the Council of the Metropolitan Service
District pursuant to Resolution No. , (Exhibit attached.)

3. Metro is not, as of this date, part1c1pat1ng in the
Publlc Employes Retlrement Systemn.

4. Metro applies-to this Board to allow the District -
employees in the following classes of District employees to
become members of PERS without entering into a contract of
integration (ORS 237.051) but pursuant to this contract
authorlzed by ORS 268.240(3).

a. A class of District employees composed of all
eligible City of Portland Exposition-Recreation
Commission employees transferred to Metropolitan
Exposition-Recreation Commission employment on
July 1, 1990, based on Metro’s 1989
Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of
"Portland. Inclusion of that class into PERS shall
be effective July 1, 1990, the date of transferred -
employment under that Agreement. Inclusion is
subject to applicable rights granted to
transferring employees pursuant to ORS 236.620(2)
and 237.011(2).

b. A classlof employees composed of all eligible
employees hired by the Metropolitan Exposition-
Recreation Commission after July 1, 1990.

. Inclusion of this class shall be effective July' 1,
1990.

Page 1 - Exhibit A



c. A class of ‘employees composed of all eligible
employees currently employed as of July 1, 1990,
by the Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation . .
Commission. Inclusion of this class shall be
effective July 1, 1990.

d. A class of employees composed of all eligible
employees hired by Metro departments after July 1,
1991, who are not represented by an exclusive
collective bargaining agent on the effective date
of hire, excluding any public employees
transferred from another public employer because
the duties of employment have been assumed by
Metro. S

e. A class of employees composed of all eligible
©  Metro employees who are not represented by an

exclusive collective bargaining agent on July 1,
1991, who exercise the option to become members of
PERS effective July 1, 1991, excluding any public
employees transferred from another public employer
because the duties of employment have been assumed
by Metro. Upon any disqualification of Metro’s
current retirement plans for exemption from
federal income tax, these remaining eligible Metro
employees not represented by an exclusive
bargaining agent may become members of PERS. -

f. A class of employees composed of all eligible
employees represented by American Federation of
State, County and Municipal Employees (AFSCME),
Local 3580, effective on the date provided for in
a Collective Bargaining Agreement specifically
providing for PERS membership by all members of
the unit which is ratified by both parties.

Metro will place on the negotiating table the
issue of PERS membership at the bargaining -
sessions expected to commence prior to the
expiration of the current contract on June 30,
1991, consistent with its Agreement in accordance
with ORS 268.240(4), below.

g. A class of employees composed of all eligible
employees represented by Laborers International
Union Local 483 effective on the date provided for
in a Collective Bargaining Agreement specifically
providing for PERS membership by all members of
the unit which is ratified by both parties.

Metro will place on the negotiéting table the -
issue of PERS membership at the bargaining
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5.
268.240(4) -

6.

sessions expected to commence prior to the
expiration of the current contract on June 30,
1991, consistent with its agreement in accordance
with ORS 268.240(4), below.

Each class of eligible employees represented by an
exclusive collective bargaining agent for public
employees transferred from another public employer
because the duties of employment have been assumed
by Metro. Inclusion of each class of represented
employees shall be effective on the date provided
for in a collective bargaining agreement
specifically providing for PERS membership by all
members of the unit which is ratified by both
parties. Inclusion is subject to any applicable
rights granted to transferring employees pursuant
to ORS 236.620(2) and 237.011(2).

Metro will place on the negotiating table the
issue of PERS membership at the bargaining
sessions commencing after the duties of each class
of represented employees have been assumed by '
Metro.

Each class of eligible employees not represented
by an exclusive collective bargaining agent for
public employees transferred from another public
employer because the duties of employment have

-been assumed by Metro. Inclusion of each class of

nonrepresented employees shall be effective on the
date prov1ded for in an intergovernmental
agreement transferring the employees or other
action of the Metro Council effecting the transfer
of such employees.

Metro hereby agrees eventually to extend PERS coverage
to all eligible District employees in accordance with ORS

a.

Terms of admission of current employees

'transferring to PERS membership shall include
'prior ellglblllty serv1ce, but shall not include

prior benefit service or the unused sick leave
option, unless the Metro Council approves
additional options in collective bargaining

‘agreements for represented classes or in a

Resolution for nonrepresented classes. Metro ERC
classes shall retain the unused sick leave option.

' Pursuant to ORS 237.075, Metro has agreed to

continue to assume payment of .employee
contributions for Metro ERC classes so compensated
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under the ERC, including all nonrepresented
Metro ERC employees.

Metro'agreés to assume payment of employee

~contributions for Metro nonrepresented employee

classes. '

Metro has not agreed to assume payment of employee
contributions for represented classes of Metro
employees, unless the Metro Council approves such
payment in collective bargaining agreements.

The dates provided for in Section 4(d) and 4(e) and the
level of the benefits for employees included in PERS provided for
in Section 6 hereof may be amended by mutual agreement of PERS .
‘and Metro, subject to Metro Council approval.

This application and the terms hereof shall, upon
approval of the Board, constitute the contract between PERS and
Metro contemplated by ORS 268.240. The effective date of the
contract shall be the date approved by the Board. The effective
date of PERS membership of District employees shall be the first
date of eligibility under ORS chapter 237 inclusion of the class
under the terms of this application.

Rena Cusma, Executive Officer
Metropolitan Service District

Date:
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STAFF REPORT

RELATING TO THE RESOLUTION FOR THE PURPOSE
OF ADOPTING AN AMENDED APPLICATION TO THE
PUBLIC EMPLOYES RETIREMENT SYSTEM

‘February 27, 1991 Presented by
‘ Kim Huey,
Acting Personnel Manager

. BACKGROUND

In May 1990 Metro Council adopted Resolution No. 90-1240
authorizing the Executive Officer to make appllcatlon to the Public
_Employes Retirement System substantially in the form attached as
Exhibit "A" to the Resolution.

Metro's July 30, 1990 PERS application was approved by the Public
Employes Retlrement Board staff, but not officially approved by
Board action when, based on the advice of General Counsel, it was
withdrawn by Metro on November 20, 1990 for amendments clarifying
the effect of acquisition of Tri-Met employees. In addition to the
complications raised by the potential of a merger with Tri-Met, the
issue of a possible disqualification of the current Metro plans
was raised by the agency's pension plan manager, WM Benefits Group.
Should such disqualification - occur Metro employees who had
originally elected to partlclpate in the current plans would need
assurance that their membership in PERS would be guaranteed. On
January 29, 1991 Dick Engstrom, Larry Shaw and Sarah Keele met with
Julia Huddleston, Public Employes Retirement System Board staff,
to discuss and reach agreement on required amendments to the
original PERS application. These amendments, incorporated in the
proposed new application, are:

- to specify that Metro Exp051tlon/Recreatlon Commission
employees' membership in PERS 1s retroactive to
July 1, 1990

- to provide for effective dates of PERS membershlp
in the collective bargaining agreements rather than on
the various dates such agreements are ratified

- to differentiate between current Metro non-represented
and represented employees and those who may be transferred
to Metro in later mergers

- to allow permissive membership in PERS if Metro's current
retirement plans become disqualified



If approved by Metro Council this amended application could receive
final action by the PERS Board on March 25, 1991.

FISCAL IMPACT -

Approval of this Resolution will result in no additional fiscal
~impact. _

RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 91-

1413 with the amended application to the Public Employees
Retirement Systen.

A\



N Cotened |
Audubon Society of Portland | {I/I;P [ﬁ]

5151 N.W. Cornell Road
Portland, Oregon 97210

503-292-6855

March 14, 1991

To: Metropolitan Service District Council
Tri-Met
From: Mike Houck
Re: Westside Lightrail Zoo/OMSI/Forestry Center Stop

Portland Audubon Society would like to go on record as
strongly supporting a lightrail stop (regardless of ‘the alternative
route selected) at the Zoo-OMSI-Forestry Center complex.

This stop is important, not only for service to these educa-
tional institutions, but also as a critical mass transit link to the
40-Mile Loop. This regional trail system is an important element in

~our efforts to provide natural history and recreational experiences
to Portland-Vancouver metropolitan residents. The combination of
eastside and westside lightrail connections to the 40-Mile Loop, and
north-south connector over the 1-205 bridge, is an important link
between one form of alternative transit. (lightrail) with another
form (walking). We should be encouraging such links throughout the
metropolitan region. '

_ One ' of the strategies identified in Metro's recent growth
management conference to address transportation issues is to
encourage more walking-oriented transit. This is also a goal
identified by the Portland Future Focus land use/environment
subcommittee on growth management. Recent studies demonstrate

, that in European countries walking constitutes 80% of daily trips. In
the U. S. that figure is approximately 15-20%. [f we are to
encourage more walking in the Portland metropolitan region we must
take advantage of every opportunity to link mass transit with what
we hope will be a growing regional trail network. You have the
opportunity to put one such link in place with a zoo station on -
westside lightrail. We hope you support that decision.

Sincerely,

Michael C. Houck
Urban Naturalist



