RMERRE Agenda

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

MEETING:
DATE:
DAY:
TIME:
PLACE:

Approx.
Time

5:30
(5 min.)

5:35
(5 min.)

5:40
(5 min.)

5:45
(5 min.)

5:50
(10 min.)

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate.

METRO COUNCIL
April 25, 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 Recommendations Listed Below)

4.1
4.2

Minutes of March 14, 1991

Resolution No. 91-1435, For the Purpose of
Endorsing the Establishment of an Institute
of Portland Metropolitan Studies at
Portland State University and Other
Institutions of Higher Education in the
Metropolitan Area

5. ORDINANCES, FIRST READINGS

5‘1

Ordinance No. 91-396, An Ordinance Amending‘

Ordinance No. 90-340A Revising the FY 1990-
91 Budget and Appropriations Schedule for
the Purpose of Funding Increased Expenses
in the Insurance Fund

6. RESOLUTIONS

REFERRED

6.1

REFERRED

6.2

FROM THE GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Resolution No. 91-1439A, Adding Items to
Metro’s Legislative Package (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE

Resolution No. 91-1423A, For the Purpose of
Approving the Lease of Metro Owned Property
Located at the Junction of Southwest 209th
Avenue and Tualatin Valley Highway in
Aloha, Oregon (Action Requested: Motion
to Adopt the Resolution)

considered in the exact order listed.

Presented
By

DeJardin

Devlin

McLain

Items may not be
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Approx. Presented
Time: By:

REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE

5:50 6.3 Resolution No. 91-1430, For the Purpose of McLain
(10 min.) Approving Amendment to a Personal Services

to Expand the RLIS Map Extent to Include

Rural Areas Adjacent the UGB (Action

Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

6:00 6.4 Resolution No. 91-1433, For the Purpose of Bauer
5 min.) Approving a Contract to Digitize Soil

Surveys of Clackamas and Multnomah Counties

(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the

Resolution)
6:05 6.5 Resolution No. 91-1436, For the Purpose of
(10 min.) Approving Release of a Request for

Proposals (RFP) for Personal Services to
Enhance the Census Bureau TIGER Maps for
Use in the Regional Land Information System
(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the

Resolution)
6:15 6.6 Resolution No. 91-1428, For the Purpose of
(10 min.) Establishing Guidelines and Criteria for

the Greenspaces Demonstration Grants
Program to Restore and Enhance Urban
Wetlands, Streams and Riparian Corridors
(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the

Resolution)
6:25 6.7 Resolution No. 91-1422, For the Purpose of
(15 min.) Endorsing Comments and Recommendations

Regarding DEQ'’s Comprehensive Emissions Fee
Proposal (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Resolution)

6:40 6.8 Resolution No. 91-1432, For the Purpose of

(5 min.) Ratifying Bi-State Policy Advisory
Committee Resolution 03-01-1991 Amending
the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee
(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the

Resolution)
6:45 7. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS
(10 min.)
6155 ADJOURN .

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



METRO Memorandum

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

DATE: April 26, 1991

TO: Metro Council
Executive Officer
Interested Staff

FROM: Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council

H COUNCIL ACTIONS OF APRIL 25, 1991 (REGULAR MEETING)
COUNCILORS PRESENT: Deputy Presiding Officer Jim Gardner, Larry Bauer,
Roger Buchanan, Richard Devlin, Tom DeJardin, Sandi Hansen, David Knowles,
Ruth McFarland, Susan McLain, George Van Bergen and Judy Wyers. COUNCILORS
ABSENT: Presiding Officer Tanya Collier.

AGENDA ITEM ' ACTION TAKEN
1. INTRODUCTIONS None.
2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON- None.
AGENDA ITEMS
3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS None.
4. CONSENT AGENDA Adopted (DeJardin/

Buchanan; 11-0 vote).
4.1 Minutes of March 14, 1991

4.2 Resolution No. 91-1435, For the Purpose
of Endorsing the Establishment of an
Institute of Portland Metropolitan
Studies at Portland State University
and Other Institutions of Higher
Education in the Metropolitan Area

5. ORDINANCES, FIRST READINGS

5.1 Ordinance No. 91-396, An Ordinance Referred to the Finance
Amending Ordinance No. 90-340A Revising Committee for
the FY 1990-91 Budget and consideration.

Appropriations Schedule for the Purpose
of Funding Increased Expenses in the
Insurance Fund

(Continued)

Recycled Paper



METRO COUNCIL ACTIONS OF
April 25, 1991

Page 2

6. RESOLUTIONS

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.6

Resolution No. 91-1439A, Adding Items
to Metro’s Legislative Package

Resolution No. 91-1423A, For the
Purpose of Approving the Lease of Metro
Owned Property Located at the Junction
of Southwest 209th Avenue and Tualatin
Valley Highway in Aloha, Oregon

Resolution No. 91-1430, For the Purpose
of Approving Amendment to a Personal
Services Contract with David Evans and
Associates to Expand the RLIS Map
Extent to Include Rural Areas Adjacent
to the Urban Growth Boundary :

Resolution No. 91-1433, For the Purpose
of Approving a Contract to Digitize
Soil Surveys of Clackamas and Multnomah
Counties

Resolution No. 91-1436, For the Purpose
of Approving Release of A Request for
Proposals (RFP) for Personal Services
to Enhance the Census Bureau TIGER Maps
for Use in the Regional Land
Information System (RLIS), Waiving
Council Approval of the Contract, and
Authorizing the Executive Officer to
Execute the Contract

Resolution No. 91-1428, For the Purpose
of Establishing Guidelines and Criteria
for the Greenspaces Demonstration
Grants Program to Restore and Enhance
Urban Wetlands, Streams and Riparian
Corridors

Resolution No. 91-1422, For the Purpose
of Endorsing Comments and
Recommendations Regarding DEQ’s
Comprehensive Emissions Fee Proposal

(Continued)

Adopted as amended
(Devlin/DeJardin; 10-0
vote with Councilor
Knowles abstaining).

Resolution No. 91-1423B
adopted as amended
(McLain/Devlin; 11-0
vote).

Adopted (McLain/Devlin;
11-0 vote).

Adopted (Bauer/McLain;
11-0 vote).

Adopted as amended
(Devlin/DeJardin; 11-0
vote) .

Adopted (Devlin/Hansen;

Adopted (Devlin/Wyers; 9-2
vote. Councilors
McFarland and Van Bergen
voted nay).
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6.8 Resolution No. 91-1432, For the Purpose Adopted (Bauer/Hansen;
of Ratifying Bi-State Policy Advisory 11-0 vote).
Committee Resolution 03-01-1991
Amending the Bi-State Policy Advisory
Committee

7. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

1) Council discussion was held on the number of meetings in excess of the
allocation currently allotted for per diem allowance; 2) Councilor Wyers
discussed upcoming Solid Waste Committee agenda items; 3) Councilor
Gardner discussed legislative issues and the Council retreat April 27; and
4) Councilor Van Bergen distributed the FY 1991-92 Budget Committee
Recommendations and gave an oral report on the Budget process.

MCPS91.115



Agenda Item No. 4.1
Meeting Date: April 25, 1991

MINUTES



.document.

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

March 14, 1991
Council Chamber

~ 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: Tom DeJardin and Susan McLain:

Also Present: Executive Officer Rena Cusma

Presiding Officer Collier called the regular meeting to order at 5:30
p.-m. ' '

Presiding Officer Collier announced Agenda Item No. 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 had been added to the agenda. Presiding Officer Collier
announced Agenda Item No. 7.4, Resolution No. 91-1388A would be
considered before Agenda Item No. 7.1 but that public testimony on the
resolution would be taken at 7:15 at the scheduled agenda time.

1. INTRODUCTIONS
None. '

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCII, ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

- None.

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

Executive Officer Cusma noted the Intergovernmental Affairs Division of
the American Planning Association had given an award to Metro. She said
Mary Kihl, Intergovernmental Affairs Division Chair in the notification
letter to Metro of the award stated, "The concept of a directly elected
regional government effectively serving the changing planning needs of
three counties and 24 cities is clearly a model that deserves
accolades." : .

Executive Officer Cusma presented the Proposed Budget FY 1991-92

4, CONSENT AGENDA

4.1 Minutes_ of January 24, 1991

Motion: Councilor Buchanan moved, seconded by Counciloxr Devlin,
for adoption of the Consent Agenda.
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Vote: ' Councilors Bauer, Buchanan, Devlin, Gardner, Hansen,
McFarland, Van Bergen and Collier voted aye. Councilors
DeJardin, Knowles, McLain and Wyers were absent. The
vote was unanimous. and the Consent Agenda was adopted.

|

5. . ORDINANCESl FIRST READINGS

5.1 Ordinance No. 91-390, For the Pu;gose of Adopting the Annual Budget

for Fiscal Year 1991-92, Making Appropriations and Levying Ad
Valorem Taxes

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

Presiding Officer Collier referred Ordinance No. 91-390 to the Finance
Committee for consideration.

5.2 Ordinance No. 91-389, For the Purpose of Exemoting the Oregon

Convention Center Grand Opening from the Provisions of Metro Code
Chapter 7.01 Excise Tax i

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

Presiding Officer Collier referred Ordinance No. 91 389 to the Finance
Committee for consideration

5.3 Ordinance No. 91-392, Amending brdinance No. 90-340A Revising the
FY 1990-91 Budget & Appropriations Schedule for the Pu;gose of
Funding the Charter Commission

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

Presiding Officer Collier referred Ordinance No. 91-392 to the Finance
and Governmental Affairs Committees for consideration.

6. ORDINANCES, SECOND READINGS

6.1 Ordinance No. 91-388, For the Pnrgose of Amending Metro Code
- Chapter 5.05, Requlating the Flow of Solid Waste Originating Wlthln

the Boundaries of the Metrogolitan Service District (Public
Hearing)

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

- Presiding Officer Collier announced the first reading of the ordinance

was held on February 28, 1991. She announced the ordinance was referred

to the Solid Waste Committee which conducted a hearing on the ordinance

on March 5. She said the Solid Waste Committee recommended Ordinance

No. 91-388 for adoption on that date. , ‘

Motion: Councilor McFarland moved, seconded by Councilor Devlin,
for adoption of Ordinance No. 91-388.
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Councilor McFarland gave the Solid Waste Committee’s report and
recommendations. She said the ordinance would set priorities for the
Solid Waste Director to follow when issuing an order directing haulers
to use a facility the hauler would prefer not to use. She said the
ordinance added language to the Metro Code which established a process
for haulers to request reconsideration of required use orders, and also
permitted gatehouse employees to enforce the orders by turning vehicles
away and redirecting them to the proper facility. Councilor McFarland
noted Merle Irvine, Wastech, Inc. vice president, asked the Solid Waste
Committee abut biological wastes appropriate for disposal at the Riedel
Composter facility. She said it was stated for the record at the March
5 Committee meeting that nothing would interfere with the flow of food
wastes to the Composter facility. She said haulers who objected to
their assigned routes could file an appeal with the Executive Officer
and if that process was not satisfactory to them, the contested case
process could be utilized.

Presiding Officer Collier opened the public hearing.

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

Councilor Knowles asked if the ordinance would give the Solid WAste
Director the authority to direct haulers to use different facilities in
the case of undesirable arterials. Mr. Martin said routing would be
based on haulers’ time and distance to travel to the various facilities.
Councilor McFarland said routing would be used in case one facility was
over-utitilized and another was under-utilized. Mr. Martin said staff’s
primary purpose was to ensure facility functions were fulfilled.
Councilor Knowles said Metro had made commitments to concerned
communities and had registered concerns with regard to the Riedel
Composter facility. He expressed reluctance to authorize staff to
engage in flow control without regard for traffic patterns. He said a
hauler could tell staff they had no authority to direct flow in certain
areas. Councilor McFarland said those concerns would fall under health,
well-fare and well-being standards and disputes would initially be under
the Executive Officer’s jurisdiction and then the Council’s. Councilor
Bauer said such disputes were administrative in nature and should fall
under the Executive Officer’s authority. Councilor McFarland said
Metro’s flow control direction would not interfere with current traffic
patterns. Councilor Bauer asked if appellants were required to file
specific findings of error. Councilor McFarland stated the ordinance
adequately dealt with that issue. Councilor Gardner noted the Solid
waste Committee did discuss such standards and determined Council review
was limited to exceptional circumstances or if flow control direction
caused extreme hardship to a hauler. He said the Committee felt the
limited set of circumstances for Council review was defined. Councilor
Devlin concurred with Councilor Bauer, but said since flow control was a
relatively new concept, it could be amended at a later date if problems
arose. Councilor McFarland asked Legal Counsel to clarify the issues.
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|
Todd Sadlo, Legal Counsel, said the‘purpose of the ordinance was not to
circumvent the Council’s authority in such circumstances, but to
insulate the Council from every petty occurrence that might occur. He
said such disputes could first be handled administratively. Councilor
Knowles said an amendment at this time might not be definitive enough.
He said he would vote nay at this time, but preferred to refer the '
ordinance back to the Solid Waste Committee for refinement. Councilor
McFarland said the ordinance addressed all concerns expressed at this
meeting and that the ordinance if amended, should be amended by the
Solid Waste Committee. Councilor Devlin suggested enacting the
ordinance as soon as possible and then 1ntroduc1ng another ordlnance to
amend the Metro Code. !

|
Vote: ' Councilors Bauer, Buchanan, Devlin, Gardner, Hansen,
McFarland, Van Bergen, Wyers and Collier voted aye.
Councilor Knowles voted nay. Councilors DeJardin and
McLain were absent. The vote was 9 to 1 and Ordinance
No. 91-388 was adopted.

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

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

Presiding Officer Collier announced‘the first reading of the ordinance
was held on November 29, 1990 and referred to the Finance Committee
which also considered Resolution No. 90-1347, For the Purpose of -
Approving a Fiscal Year 1990-91 Supplemental Budget and Transmitting the
Approved Budget to the Tax Superv;sing and Conservation Commission
(TSCC). She said Resolution No. 90-1347 was a companion measure to the
budget ordinance and was adopted by the Council on November 29, 1990.
She said the TSCC considered the supplemental budget on February 13 and
notified Metro on February 19 they had certified the supplemental
budget. The Finance Committee conducted a public hearing and considered
Ordinance No. 91- 370A on March 7, 1991.

Motion: Councilor Hansen moved seconded by ‘Councilor Devlin, for
' : adoptlon of the ordlnance.

Councilor Hansen gave the Finance Commlttee s report and :
recommendations. She said the ordinance allocated the funds to
establish the Smith and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund to begin rehabilitation
of wetlands adjacent to the St. Johns Landfill. She said the ordinance
also defined the costs of acquiring' the Sears Building. She said
rehabilitation of the wetlands area would create a natural parks area
that eventually would be equal or superior to similar parks. ‘ .

Presiding Officer Collier opened thé public hearing.
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No persons present appeared to testify and the public hearing was
closed. . :

Vote: All ten Courcilors present voted aye. Counciiors
DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was unanimous
and Ordinance No. 91-370A was adopted.

6.3 Ordinance No. 91-387A,'Ah 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) : :

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

Presiding Officer Collier announced the first reading of the ordinance
was held on February 28, 1991 and was referred to the Finance Committee
which considered the ordinance on March 7 and recommended the ordinance
for Council adoption dependent on the Regional Facilities Committee’s
positive recommendation of the ordinance. The Regional Facilities
Committee recommended the ordinance for adoption on March 12.

Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, seconded by Councilor Hansen, for
adoption of the ordinance.

Councilor Buchanan gave the Finance Committee’s report and
recommendations. He said the purpose of the ordinance was to provide
options for the Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission (MERC)
regarding the possible acquisition of the Hanna property at the corner
of N. Williams and N.E. Hassalo near the Memorial Coliseum. He said
MERC adopted a resolution to amend the Spectator Facility Operating Fund
to transfer funds for the initial phase of the acquisition and asked
that the Council proceed with the ordinance which would transfer funds
from Contingency to Materials & Services and Capital Outlay to fund back
taxes and initial renovation of facilities.

Presiding Officer Collier opened the public hearing.

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

The Council asked MERC Commissioner Dick Waker to answer questions about
the ordinance. Commissioner Waker said the property had been appraised
"at $1.6 million and was a good buy. The Council and Commissioner Waker
discussed whether the property would be MERC or City property.
Commissioner Waker said ownership depended on the ultimate outcome of
the consolidation agreement. Councilor Van Bergen expressed concern
about acquisition of the property when MERC was running out of operating
funds. He said an alternative funding source had to be obtained because
the Exposition-Recreation Commission reserve fund was running out.
Commissioner Waker said MERC had to assess the facilities, new arena
issues, and possible alternate use for the Memorial Coliseum. He said
currently the deficit was large, but in terms of dollar amounts, not

\
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. \ .
enormous. He said if funding lssues‘were presented to the public
properly, there would be no difficulty in obtaining alternative resource
funding. Councilor Van Bergen stated he did not want to find the
Council in a default position. Commissioner Waker said the Council
would have the opportunity to review funding issues again, especially
through the budget process. The Council and Commissioner Waker
discussed the issues further including Hanna property environmental
clean-up issues since the property has three fuel tanks on-site. '
Councilor Gardner said he expressed concern at the Committee level about
ultimate ownership of the Hanna property. He said it was essential to
be able to purchase property and agreed with Commissioner Waker on the
consolidation agreement. He said he would like all future purchases to
be made in Metro’s name and not the City’s. He noted to buy property, a
budget amendment would be required.

7.  RESOLUTIONS

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

Main Motion: Councilor Bauer moved, seconded by Councilor Wyers,
for adoption of Resolutlon No. 91-1388A. - ‘

Councilor Bauer gave the Transportatlon and Planning Committee’s report
" and recommendations. He explained amendments made at Committee, noted
the Governmental Affairs Committee recommended the resolution be
adopted, and explained discussion at the Committee level.

Councilor Knowles (Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation
(JPACT) chair), said the resolution was defeated at JPACT, referred back
to the Transportation Policy Adv;sory Committee (TPAC), and then to the
Council Transportation and Planning Committee which amended the '
resolution at its February 26 meeting. He said if the resolution were
substantively amended it should be referred back to JPACT.

Motion to Amend: Councilor Knowles moved, seconded by Councilor
Gardner, to amend Resolution No. 91-1388A by deletion of
Section 7 language: "Limitations on the use of motor vehicle
fee alternatives due to restrlctlons should the Oregon
Constitution be changed."

Under the same amendment, references in the resolution to "Bi-
State Committee" were changed to "Bi-State Policy Advisory
Commlttee" ‘
Councilor Bauer supported the motion to amend and noted the limitations
issues could be addressed through a separate resolution. Councilor
Gardner said the deletion shifted attention to the issue that Oregon di
not allow gas or vehicle taxes to be used for anything but highway
improvements and did not allow for multi-modal improvements.
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Councilor Van Bergen objected to the first three WHEREAS sections of the
resolution because they contained arguable language and said the fourth
WHEREAS advocated a sin tax. He said the rest of the resolution was
inappropriate.

Vote on Motion to Amend:  Councilors Bauer, Buchanan, Devlin,
Gardner, Hansen, Knowles, McFarland, Wyers and Collier voted
aye. Councilor Van Bergen voted nay. Councilors DeJardin and
McLain were absent. The vote was 9 to 1 and the motion to
amend passed. ’ '

Vote on Main Motion as Amended: Councilors Bauer, Buchanan,
Devlin, Gardner, Hansen, Knowles, McFarland, Wyers and Collier
voted aye. Councilor Van Bergen voted nay. Councilors
DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was 9 to 1 and -
Resolution No. 91-1388A was adopted as amended.

- Presiding Officer Collier recessed the Council and convened the Contract
Review Board of the Metropolitan Service District.

7.1 Resolution No. 91-1404, For the Purpose of Authorizing a Sole
Source Contract

Motion: Councilor Van Bergen movéd, seconded by Councilor Devlin,
for adoption of the resolution. : :

Councilor Van Bergen gave the Transportation and Planning Committee’s
report and recommendations. He explained the Transportation
Department’s need for a certain kind of software obtainable only in
Holland for an approximate cost of $3,500 to $4,500.

Vote: All nine Councilors present voted aye. Councilors
' DeJardin, Knowles and McLain were absent. The vote was
unanimous and Resolution No. 91-1404 was adopted.

X}
o
N

Resolution No. 91-1411, For the Purpose of"Anthorizing 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. : v

Motion: Councilor Gardner moved, seconded by Councilor Wyers, for
adoption of the resolution. .

Councilor Gardner gave the Solid Waste Committee’s report and
recommendations. He said the current contractor would provide details
on soil conditions and a soil monitoring plan. He said staff decided to
have construction associated with landfill closure done via annual
contracts for improved economic value and said this change order asked
Parametrix, Inc. to design a construction sequencing plan. He said they
would also provide assistance for recovery of methane gas at the
landfill. He said the Solid Waste Committee discussed the use of change
orders rather than putting new contracts out for bid. Councilor Gardner
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said this project presented a refinement of previous work, was not new
work, and said the dollar amount involved was less than if the project
were put out to bid. He said the Committee expressed a preference for
new bids for large contracts.

Councilor McFarland expressed concern about the number of contracts
amended for additional work without utilizing the bid process and
expressed her reluctance to vote aye on this resolution. She asked if
the public was best served by extending or modifying contracts. She
said the contract before the Council was different based on the reasons
given by Councilor Gardner, but said all the reasons were rationalized
as well. Councilor Van Bergen concurred with Councilor McFarland. He
asked if staff had responded to a letter from George Ward, consultant,
which proposed a soil conditioning project at the St. Johns Landfill.

Councilor Wyers asked Karla Forsythe, Council Analyst, to call Mr. Ward
- to discuss the status. of his project.

Vote: All ten Councilors present voted aye. Councilors
DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was unanimous
and Resolution No. 91-1411 was adopted.

Presiding Officer Collier adjourned the Contract Review Board and ' .
reconvened the Council of the Metropolitan Service Distract. :

7.3 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 REglonal
Obijectives : _

Motion: Councilor Gardner moved, seconded by Councilor Wyers, for
adoption of the resolution.

Councilor Gardner gave the Transportation and Planning Committee’s

report and recommendations. He explained the resolution directed staff
to work on amendment of state statutes so that Oregon could determine if .
metropolitan area land-use planning goals and objectives were consistent
with state land use goals and objectives. He said the process would be
similar to periodic review used now for comprehensive land use plans.

Vote: All ten Councilors present voted aye. Councilors
DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was unanimous
and Resolution No. 91-1403 was adopted.

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

Motion: Councilor Hansen moved, seconded by’ 'Councilor Wyers, for
adoption of the resolution. ‘

Councilor Hansen gavevthe Solid Weste Committee’s report and
recommendations. She explained the resolution would create the Metro
Central Station Community Enhancement Advmsory Committee which would
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develop criteria for the permanent committee. Several Councilors noted
the process was progressing smoothly. Councilor Hansen complimented
Judith Mandt, Assistant to the Director of Solid Waste, and Ms. Forsythe
for their advance work on the committee’s behalf. Councilor Hansen
noted enhancement committees were one of the few ways in which
government could directly work with communities.

Vote: All nine Councilors present.voted aye. Councilors Bauer,
: DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was unanimous
and Resolution No. 91-1412A was adopted.

7.6 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

Motion: Councilor Wyers moved, seconded by Councilor Hansen, for
adoption of the resolution.

Councilor Wyers gave the Solid Waste Committee’s report and :
recommendations. She said the franchise had been requested because K.B.
Recycling, a buy-back center, would like to add a pick line for loads
which were 70 percent recyclable. She said this franchise would satisfy
provisions of the Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) Stipulated
Order.

Vote: All nine Councilors present voted aye. Councilors
DeJardin, Knowles and McLain were absent. The vote was
unanimous and Resolution No. 91-1288 was adopted.

7.7 Resolution No.'91-1409Al For the Purpose of Expressing Support for

a_Zoo/0OMSI/World Forestry Center Station in the Preferred
Alternative for Westside LRT

Motions: Councilor Bauer moved, seconded by Councilor Wyers, for
adoption of the resolution.

Councilor Bauer gave the Regional Facilities Committee report and
recommendations. He said the Committee felt unanimously the station was
merited because of the public’s future long-term public use and staff’s
projections of use. Councilor Knowles noted Zoo Director Sherry Sheng’s
efforts to obtain the Zoo station. Councilor Van Bergen expressed
concern about the proposed long-tunnel option and a possible $25 million
' in expenditure by Metro. He said if the long tunnel became the '
preferred option, he would not vote for it. Councilor Wyers supported
the Zoo station and noted the successful use of a similar station at the-
San Diego Zoo. Councilor Devlin said he was hopeful the Steering
Committee and the Tri-Met Board of Directors would take a long-term view
of the project as a whole. '

Vote: All ten Councilors present voted aye. Councilors
. DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was unanimous
and Resolution No. 91-1409A was adopted.
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7.8 Resolution No. 91-~-1416A, For the Purpose of Establishing a Process
for Reapportioning Metro Council Subdistricts

Main Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, seconded by Councxlor Hansen,
for adoption of Resolution No. 91-1416A.

Councilor Devlin gave the Governmental Affairs Committee’s report and
recommendations. Councilor Devlin explained committee discussion and
amendments and census issues. :

Motion to Amend: Councilor Devlin moved, seconded by Councilor
Hansen, to amend Resolution No. 91-1416A, Exhibit A on page 1
as follows (additions underlined and deletions bracketed):

"4, The following timeline shall be observed in preparing and
adopting a reapportionment plan:

March 15 - April 11: Councilor interviews

-7: Public Hearin as- s ecifiéd in #1 above

April 4: [Public Hearing (as speéified in #1 above)] , ‘
Staff presentation on census results.

Vote on Motion to Amend: All ten Councilors present voted aye.
Councilors DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote was
unanimous and the motion passed.

Vote on Main Motion as Amended: All ten Councilors present voted
aye. Councilors DeJardin and McLain were absent. The vote
was unanimous and Resolution No. 91-1416A was adopted.

~J
.
\O

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

" Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, seconded by Councxlor Hansen, for
o adoptlon of the resolut;on.

Councilor Devlin gave the Finance Commlttee s report and
recommendations. He explained the resolution resulted from the proposed
Metro/Tri-Met merger in fall of 1990 and other issues related to Tri-Met
employees and PERS. He said Metro’s PERS applicatlon was approved by
the Employees Retirement Board staff, but not by the Tri-Met Board of
Directors. He said the District’s application was withdrawn on November
20, 1990 for clarification on the acquisition of Tri-Met employees and
the issue of disqualifications of current Metro retirement plans. ‘ '

Councilor Devlin explained the amendments made to the resolution to
address theae issues.
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Vote: All ten Councilors voted aye. Councilors DeJardin and
McLain were absent. The vote was unanimous and
Resolution No. 91-1413A was adopted.

8. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

Councilor Knowles discussed possible Metro Code amendments on 1% for Art
criteria for solid waste facilities. Councilor Devlin noted the
Governmental Affairs Committee (State Leglslature) moved SB 241 from
"monitor" to "support®" and noted the 25 day time for appointments to the
Charter Commission. Presiding Officer Collier discussed the March 23
Metro Council retreat. Councilor Wyers dlscussed linking solid waste
rate setting with the budget process. :

Presiding Officer Collier adjourned the meeting at 7:39 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

ot Dbtu_

Paulette Allen
Clerk of the Council
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GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1435, ENDORSING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF AN
INSTITUTE OF PORTLAND METROPOLITAN STUDIES AT PORTLAND STATE
UNIVERSITY AND OTHER INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN THE
METROPOLITAN AREA

Date: April 19, 1991 Presented by: Councilor DeJardin

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At its April 18, 1991 meeting, the
Governmental Affairs Committee unanimously recommended Council
“approval of Resolution No. 91-1435. Voting were Councilors
Devlin, Knowles, Collier, DeJardin, and Hansen.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Professor Chuck Tracy of Portland
State’s School of Urban and Public Affairs gave a brief ‘
presentation on the proposed Institute of Metropolitan Studies.
It is intended to identify expertise to address issues of
importance to governments in the region. The Institute will
serve as an umbrella unit, to coordinate student and faculty
resources at member institutions, and will have a small staff of
a director and clerical assistance. There will be a governing
board to set the research agenda. The budget is expected to be
some $500,000 from private grants, some of which is already
committed; they hope to get an endowment and assure financial
independence.

The request of Council is to endorse the principle of
establishing the Institute, and later to help select board 4
members and establish the research agenda. The proposal has been
endorsed by Clackamas County, will be considered soon by ‘
Multnomah County and the City of Portland, and will be presented
to the State Board of Higher Education at its July meeting.

Councilor DeJardin asked if the funding was coming from ,
foundations, and Professor Tracy said it was. Councilor DeJardin
asked whether some of the studies the Institute would do could be
done in conjunction with Metro and help eliminate the need for
separate studies that Metro pays for; the answer again was yes.

Councilor Collier then moved the Resolution for Council approval.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING - RESOLUTION NO. 91-1435
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF AN »
INSTITUTE OF PORTLAND INTRODUCED BY RENA CUSMA,

METROPOLITAN STUDIES AT PORTLAND) AEXECUTIVE OFFICER

STATE UNIVERSITY AND OTHER )
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION) _
IN THE METROPOLITAN AREA ) :

WHEREAS, The Governor’s Commission on Higher Education
in the Portland Metropolitan Area recently issued its final report,
"Working Together-A Community and Academic Partnership for Greater

Portland"; and,

WHEREAS, The Report calls for the formation of a Council
of Presidents of local cdlleges and universities, the development
of Portland State University into an "Urban Grant University",
focusing on the needs of the region, improving access and
participation for students, and establishing a Greater ?ortland
Trust to supportlimplementation of the plan and seek new sources of

funding, and enhance cooperation between institutions; and,

WHEREAS, The complexity of the issues confrenting the
governments of the metropolitan region requires a continuous search
~ for innovative approaches to solutions, efficient mechanisms for

service delivery, and a continuously updated information base; and,

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District supports the
establishment under the auspices of Higher Education of “an

- independent research organization capable of conducting studies,



Sponsoring'policy seminars, and regularly disseminating information

to all 1oca1'governments in the region; and

WHEREAS, Portland State University has committed itself
to work. for the establishment of an Institute for Portland

Metropolitan Studies to perform such functions; and,

WHEREAs; The Institute enhances the potential of

cooperation, interactions and communication between government and

higher education and provides an objective forum for dialogue and'

exchange of views regarding governmental service issues in the

region; now, therefore,
BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council ‘of the Metropolitan Service District
endorse the principle of establishing in the region an Institute of
Portland Metropolitan Studies to be administeted by Portland State
University with participation of the Metropolitan Serviée District
in such matters as the identification of the governing board and

the development of an annual research agenda.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan service

District this _______ day of , 1991.

Tanya_Collier,.Presiding officer




S F REPORT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING RESOLUTION NO. 91-1435 FOR THE
ESTABLISHMENT OF AN INSTITUTE OR PORTLAND METROPOLITAN STUDIES
. AT PORTLAND STATE UNIVERSITY AND OTHER INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER
EDUCATION IN THE METROPOLITAN AREA.

Date: April 2, 1991 ~ Presented by: Don Rocks

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

over the last several months, some three meetings involving the
Executive Officer, Rena Cusma; Multnomah County Chair, Gladys
McCoy; City of Portland Mayor, Bud Clark; Portland State University
President, Judith Ramaley; Dean of PSU Urban and Public Affairs,
Nohad Toulan; and Oregonian Publisher, Fred Stickel have been
initiated by PSU to discuss the formation of an Institute for
Metropolitan Studies. .

Dr. Ramaley has given the Institute a high priority on the
University’s urban agenda and the value of such a body has been
endorsed by the jurisdictions involved.

More recently, Commissioner Ed Lindquist, Clackamas County has
attended meetings along with Washington.County Manager, Charles
‘cameron and staff representatives of Washington County. The intent
is for the Institute to be able to respond to regional issues and
problems. : _

TInterim discussions with staff from the represented jurisdictions
have produced a structural framework for the Institute. The
‘resolution to be adopted by participating jurisdictions is
presently being considered and adoption is anticipated.,
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.M

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 91-396 AMENDING ORDINANCE NO.
90-340A REVISING THE FY 1990-91 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS
SCHEDULE FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUNDING INCREASED EXPENSES IN THE
INSURANCE FUND : .

t

Date: April 11, 1991 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

FACTUAI, BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Fiscal Year 1990-91 is the first full year of insuring the Metro
ERC facilities. At the time the budget was developed, preliminary
estimates were made with the assistance of our Broker to determine the
cost of insuring these facilities. Our liability carrier at the time
indicated that our premiums at the January 1, 1991 renewal date would
not exceed $200,000. Unfortunately, due to an administrative change in
‘the Special Districts Program, this insurance carrier was no longer
available. The quotes received were triple the amount paid in 1990 and
over twice the amount estimated for 1991. Through aggressive marketing
of Metro’s program, we were able to keep the cost of liability renewals
to $360,000. However, this is still considerably more than was
estimated. . ;

In addition to the change in insurance carriers, with the change
liability programs we also gave up claims handling and adjusting
ervices which had previously been included in the program. These .
services are now contracted separately. An interim contract has been
entered into with Corroon & Black to provide minimum claims adjusting
services. The cost of theses services is $2,500 per quarter for one
year with a maximum of 25 claims. This contract is to provide the
basic minimum service required until the Risk Manager identified in the
proposed budget can analyze and determine the level of claims
administration and loss control services needed in the future.

Prior to FY 1990-91, the agency’s claims losses have historically
been under $15,000 per year. With the addition of the Metro ERC
facilities, it was anticipated this amount would increase ‘
significantly. As a result, $50,000 was budgeted for claims losses for
the year. In the first six months of the fiscal year, the agency has
incurred losses of approximately $30,000. It is anticipated this trend
will continue for the remaining of the year.

'This ordinance requests the transfer of $55,000 from the Insurance
Fund Contingency to fund the additional costs of premiums, claims
adjusting services and claim losses. This action will maintain a self-
insured retention reserve balance of approximately $475,000.

Attachment A provides a forecast of the costs incurred or estimated.



staff Report '
Ordinance No. 91-381
Page 2

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Ordinance 91-396,.
transferring $55,000 from the Insurance Fund Contingency to fund
increased expenditures related to premiums and claims.

kr:ord90-91:insur:sr
April 12, 1991




ATTACHMENT A

Ordinance No.

91-396

Forecast of FY 1990-91 Insurance Fund

Dues/Miscellaneous

Insurance Premiums
Property/Boiler
Liability (1)

Liquor Liability
Crime/Employee Bonds
" Misc. coverage

Subtotal Premiums
" Claims Paid

Professional Services
Actuarial Study

. Claims Adjusting
Subtotal Services_

TOTAL MATERIALS & SERVICES

Adopted

Budget
1,600

138,500
200,000
8,000
20,500
15,000

382,000
50,000

453,600

Pfojected

Incurred Remaining
to date Year
1,838 0
125,307 5,000
274,353 5,000
0 0
17,433 0
0 0
417,093 10,000
29,600 25,000
20,000 0
2,500 2,500
22,500 2,500
471,031 37,500

Balance
Remaining

(238)

. 8,193
(79,353)
8,000
3,067

(45,093)
(4,600)

(54,931)

(1) Liébility premiums are for the period of January 1 through December 31.
Proper accounting methods require that half of the premium be charged to

each fiscal year with receives the benefit.
reflects half of last years

premiums ($185,708)

The amount incurred to date
~premiums ($88,555) plus half of this years



| BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE.
. METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

AN 0§DINANCEVAMENDING ORDINANCE NO. ORDINANCE NO. 91-396

90-340A REVISING THE FY 1990-91 ;
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE ) Introduced by Rena Cusma,
FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUNDING ) Executive Officer
INCREASED EXPENSES IN THE INSURANCE ) :

FUND )

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service Distiict has
reviewed and considered the need to transfer appropriations within the
FY 1990- 91 Budget° and

WHEREAS, The need for a transfer of appropriation has been
‘Justified; and
WHEREAS,‘Adequate funds exist for other identified needs; now,
therefore, .
THE COUNCIL OF'THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT ﬁEREBY ORDAIﬁS:
‘ 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 purpose of transferring $55,000 from the Insurance Fund Contingehcy

to fund increased expenses related to premiums and claims.

ADOPTED by the Couhcil of the Metropolitan Service District this

day of - ., 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Council

kr:ord90-91:insursord

‘ril 11, 1991



EXHIBIT A
ORDINANCE NO. 91-3%6

‘ CURRENT PROPOSED
- FISCAL YEAR 1990-91 BUDGET REVISION BUDGET
ACCOUNT $ DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT  FTE AMOUNT
INSURANCE FUND
Materials & Services
. _ LIABILITY/PROPERTY PROGRAM
521320 Dues - 1,800 1,600
524190 Misc. Professional Services 20,000 5,000 25,000
526100 Insurance 382,000 45,000 427,000
529810 Clains Paid 50,000 5,000 55,000
Workers Compensation Program
529810 Claims Paid 374,930 374,930
Total Materials & Services 828,530 55,000 883,530
Contingency & Unappropriated Balance
599999 Contingency 529,769 (55,000) 474,769
599990 Unappropriated Balance 3,206,421 3,206,421
. Total Contingency & Unapp. Balance 3,736,190 (55,000) 3,681,190
T0TAL EXPENDITURES 4,564,720 0 4,564,720 -



EXHIBIT B
ORDINANCE NO. 91-396
SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

CURRENT PROPOSED
APPROPRIATION REVISION APPROPRIATION

INSURANCE FUND

Materials & Services _ , 828,530 55,000 883,530

- Contingency 529,769 (55,000) 474,769
Unappropriated Balance . 3,206,421 0 3,206,421
Total Insurance Fund Requirements 4,564,720 -0 4,584,720

ALL OTHER APPROPRIATIONS REMAIN AS PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED
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METRO COUNCIL
April 25, 1991

Agenda Item No. 6.1
GOVERNMENTAI, AFFAIRS COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1439A, ADDING ITEMS TO METRO'S LEGISLATIVE
PACKAGE

Date: April 19, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Devlin

COMMITTEE _RECOMMENDATION: At its April 18, 1991 meeting, the
Governmental Affairs Committee voted 4-0 to recommend Council
approval of Resolution No. 91-1439A. Voting were Councilors
Devlin, Collier, DeJardin, and Hansen. Councilor Knowles
declared a conflict of interest and did not participate in the
vote. .

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Committee Staff Casey Short went
over the items listed for support and opposition. Councilor

Knowles declared a conflict of interest because he represents an
. interest opposing one of the bills listed for Council support.
Chair Devlin explained that Council had already taken positions
in opposition to SB 706 and in support of HB 2136, but they had
not been incorporated into a resolution. He further explained
that Governmental Affairs had previously voted to support two
bills proposing to ban the sale of laundry detergents containing
phosphates (SB 915 and HB 3331), but Resolution 91-1439 refers
only to supporting the concept of a bill banning phosphates. The
purpose of the language in the resolution is to give Metro’s
representatives flexibility to support any bill which would-
accomplish this purpose.

Chair Devlin asked Councilor Hansen to speak to HB 3488, which
would direct state agencies not to discriminate against people
who have tested positive for HIV or who have been diagnosed as
having AIDS or AIDS-related complex. Councilor Hansen said that
the bill was introduced at the request of the Portsmouth
Neighborhood Association, which is in District 12, and that she
had gotten a request from them to seek Metro support of the bill.
She also expressed interest in adding such a non-discrimination
clause to Metro'’s personnel policies. Councilor Collier said
that she supports adding such a provision to Metro‘s personnel
policies, but she opposed supporting HB 3488 because it is not
directly related to Metro'’s business. Councilor Collier then
made a motion to move HB 3488 from support to monitor, and take
action to add an HIV/AIDS non-discrimination clause to Metro’s
personnel policies. Councilor DeJardin asked Councilor Hansen
whether such an action would be perceived as weakness on Metro’s
part; Councilor Hansen replied that this would not be the case,
particularly if the personnel policy were enacted. Chair Devlin
asked Councilor Collier whether she thought such a policy could
be enacted unilaterally; Councilor Collier replied that it would

-have to be bargained with the Unions, and restated her motion to -

say that Metro should introduce such a policy at the bargaining
table and include it in personnel policies for non-represented
employees. Councilor Collier’s motion to amend was approved.

LR S W



Chair Devlin clarified that by Committee consensus, HB 2136 was
to be added to the list of bills to support. Burton Weast then
spoke to SB 1017 (the RUGGO acknowledgment bill, introduced at
Metro’s request) and SB 91 (Sen. Kitzhaber’s secondary lands
bill). He said that the Senate Agriculture and Natural Resources
Committee will have hearings on SB 91 as its next major bill
(following the recent Committee approval of SB 66), and hearings
would be held on SB 1017 after that. There was no further
discussion of the resolution, and it was approved as amended.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADDING ITEMS TO RESOLUTION NO. 91-1439A
METRO'’S LEGISLATIVE AGENDA
INTRODUCED BY GOVERNMENTAL
AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

et s s

WHEREAS, the Council of the Metropolitan Service District has
adopted Resolution No. 91-1405A, identifying legislative issues for
support,'opposition, and monitoring in the 1991 legislative
session; and .

WHEREAS, bills of interest to the Metropolitan Service
District have been introduced in the legislature since the February
28, 1991 adoption of Resolution No. 91-1405A; and

WHEREAS, £he quernmentél Affairs, Solid Waste, and
Transportation & Planning'Committees have considered bills of
potential interestvto the District and have recommended inclusion
of a number.of these.bills in Metro’s legislati#e package; now,
therefore, '

| BE IT RESOLVED,

Thaﬁ the Council of‘tﬁe Metropolitan Service District adds to
the-District's legislative package the bills and concepts listed in
Exhibit A, to be supported, monitored, or opposed as stipulated in
Exhibit A, and directs that a copy of this Resolution, with Exhibit

'A attached, be included in the file of Resolution No. 91;1405A.

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

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



EXHIBIT A
BILLS TO SUPPORT

SB 895 - Prohibits sale of beverage containers composed of
inseparable aluminum, paper and plastic.

SB 1017 - Requires acknowledgment of Regional Urban Growth Goals
and Objectives.

SB 1092 - Provides for implementation of waste reduction plan by
local government unit.

HB 2136 - Imposes tax on carbonated beverages; dedicates proceeds
to state parks and recreation, and to Natural Resource
Conservation Trust Fund.

HB 3342 - Extends pollution control tax credit to 1997.

CONCEPT TO SUPPORT

Statewide prohibition on sale of cleaning agents containing
phosphoris, which conforms as closely as p0581ble with Metro’'s
ordinance.

BILLS TO OPPOSE

SB 706 - Requires Governor appointment and Senate confirmation of
members of metropolitan planning organizations.

BILLS TO_MONITOR

SB 91 - Establishes system governing determination of secondary
lands, provides for urban reserve outside urban growth
boundaries.

'SB 685 - Requires persons engaged in business of motor vehicle
coollng systems to recycle ethylene glycol.

SB 717 - Unclaimed deposit refunds dedicated to Resource
- Conservation Trust Fund.

SB 785 - Imposes one cent per gallon excise tax on motor vehicle
fuels, proceeds dedicated to state parks.

SB 836 - Creates High-speed Ground Transportation Task Force to
study feasibility of interstate high-speed rail system;
creates advisory committee including representatives of
regional transportation planning organizations.

SB 911 - Allows group of local governments to collect fees for
geographical data.



SB

i

5

HB

1093 - Requlres person in addition to local governments to
participate in solid waste reductlon programs.

3183 - Requlres transporter of’ solld waste to present written
statement and obtain certification prior to disposal of waste
w;thln state.

3256 - Establishes land disposal site closure fund.
3257 - Establishes process for closing'disposal sites.

3339 - Requires state to take affirmative action to encourage
recycllng

3488 - Requires state agenc;es to adopt personnel policies
- prohibiting discrimination against persons who test pos;tlve
for HIV.

3350 - Encdurages récycling of yaid debris.

3361 - Prohibits sale of alkaline battery containing more than
specified amount of mercury.

3376 - Prohibits certain food providers from using polystyrene
containers. ,

' \




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADDING ITEMS TO
METRO’S LEGISLATIVE AGENDA

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1439

INTRODUCED BY GOVERNMENTAL
) AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, the Council of the Metropolitan Service District has
adopted Resolution No. 91-1405A, identifying legislative issues for
éupport, opposition, and monitoring in the 1991 legislative
session; ahd

WHEREAS, bills of interest to the Metropolitan Service
District have been introduced in the législature since the February
28, 1991 adoption of Resolution No. 91-1405A; and

WHEREAS, the Governmental Affairs, Solid Waste, and
Transportation & Planning Committees have considered bills of
potential interest to the District and have recommended inclusion
of a number of these bills in Metro'’s legislaﬁive package; now,
therefore; |

BE IT RESOLVED,

'That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District adds to
the District’s legislative packége the bills and conceptsviisted iﬁ
Exhibit A, to be supported, monitored,_qr opposed as stipulated in
Exhibit A, and directs that a copy of this Resolution, with Exhibit

AAattached, be included in the file of Resolution No. 91-1405A.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Ser?ice District
this day of , 1991. -

Tanya Colliér, Presiding Officer



EXHIBIT A

BILLS TO SUPPORT

SB 895 - Prohibits séle of beverage containers composed of
inseparable aluminum, paper and plastic.

SB 1017 - Requires acknowledgment of Regional Urban Growth Goals
and Objectives.

SB 1092 - Provides for implementatioh of waste reduction plan by
local government unit. ’ :

HB 3342 -~ Extends pollution control tax credit to 1997.

- HB 3488 - Requires state agencies to adopt personnel policies

prohibiting discrimination against persons who test positive '
- for HIV. ‘ :

CONCEPT TO SUPPORT

Statewide prbhibition‘oh sale of cleaning agents containing
phosphorus, which conforms as closely as possible with Metro'’s

‘ordinance.

BILLS TO OPPOSE

SB 706 - Requires'Governor appointment and Senate confirmation of
members of metropolitan planning organizations.

BILLS TO MONITOR

SB 91 - Establishes system governing determination of secohdary
lands, provides for urban reserve outside urban growth
boundaries. '

SB 685 - ReQuires persons engaged in business of motor vehicle
cooling systems to recycle ethylene glycol.

ASB‘717 - Unclaimed deposit refunds dedicated to Resource

Conservation Trust Fund. »

SB 785 - Imposes one cent per. gallon excise tax on motor vehicle
fuels, proceeds dedicated to state parks. »

SB 836 - Creates High-speed Ground Transportation Task Force to
study feasibility of interstate high-speed rail system;
creates advisory committee including representatives of
regional transportation planning organizations.

SB 911 - Allows group of local governments to collect fees for
'geographical data. '

t



SB
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1093 - Requires person in addition to local governments to
participate in solid waste reduction programs. ‘ |

3183 - Requires transporter of solid waste to present written
statement and obtain certification prior to disposal of waste

" within state. : : ' S

3256 - Establishes land disposal site closure fund.

3257 - Establishes process for closing disposal sites.

3339 - Requires state to take affirmative action to encourage

recycling.
3350 - Encourages recycling.of yard debris.

3361 - Prohibits sale of alkaline battery containing more than
specified amount of mercury. '

3376 - Prohibits certain food providers from using polystyrene
containers.
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1423, FOR THE PURPOSE
OF APPROVING THE LEASE OF METRO OWNED PROPERTY LOCATED AT
THE JUNCTION OF SOUTHWEST 209TH AVENUE AND TUALATIN VALLEY
HIGHWAY IN ALOHA, OREGON :

Date: April 17, 1991 Presented by: Councilor McLain

: At the April 16, 1991 meeting, the
Committee voted 3-0 to recommend Council adoption of Resolution
No. 91-1423 as amended. Voting in favor were Councilors Gardner,
McLain and Wyers. Councilors DeJdardin and McFarland were
excused. . :

: Neil Saling said that this
resolution would permit the Executive Officer to execute a three
year lease with Intel for a site .adjacent to its facilities which
Metro acquired for the purpose of constructing a solid waste
transfer station. He said that Metro has granted Intel right of
entry to stockpile construction material.

In response to a question from councilor Gardner, Mr. Saling
clarified that Intel ultimately wants to purchase the property to
build a parking lot. :

Councilor Wyers asked the rationale behind a lease rather than a
sale. Mr. Saling indicated the Executive Officer wanted Metro to
retain a tract of land in the event that it might still be needed
for solid waste facilities.

Councilor Gardner noted that the Council is in the final
decision-making stage about Washington County solid waste
facilities, and said it seems prudent not to foreclose options.
He expressed willingness to continue the right of entry, but not
to commit to a three year lease. He asked what type of language
‘would be needed to assert Metro’s right to require Intel to
vacate the site during the lease term at no cost to Metro.

Todd Sadlo, Senior Assistant Counsel, said Metro could be .
responsible for damages, but that damages should not be great.
Councilor Wyers expressed concern that seemingly small damages
can be made to appear large.

Councilor Wyers expressed reluctance to keep the resolution in
the Solid Waste Committee, since presently Intel is using the
site without paying rent. ' :



SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT .
Resolution No. 91-1423
Page Two

' Mr. Sadlo noted that a termination provision would have to be
negotiated with Intel and added to the proposed lease.

Councilor Gardner said the lease should incorporate such a
provision. He said it is imprudent to sell the property, or to
put it beyond Metro’s use for three years. He suggested adding
language to the resolution conditioning execution of the lease on
inclusion of a clause providing for termination on short notice.
Additionally, he said he was not prepared to make the finding in
paragraph 1 that the site will not be needed for public use
within the three year term of the lease. Mr. Sadlo clarified
that state law requires a finding that the site will not be
needed for public use. .

Mr. Sadlo suggested that Councilor Gardner’s intent could be met
by removing references to a three year lease term, and by adding
language authorizing execution of the lease so long as the lease
contains a provision for early termination which would allow
possession by Metro with 90 days notice, without penalties.

" The Committee voted 3-0 to amend the resolution to incorporate .
these changes.




' BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE .
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 91-1423:A

THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO LEASE ;_
PROPERTY AT 209TH AVENUE AND ) Introduced by Executive
TUALATIN VALLEY HIGHWAYS TO ) Officer Rena Cusma
INTEL CORPORATION ) ‘ 3
| WHEREAS, Metro is the owner of a tract of land consis£ing of
8.26 acres 1ocated'at the junction of southwest 209th Avenue and
- Tualatin Valley Highway in Aloha, Oregon; and
_ WHEREAS, Ihtel Corporation has offered to lease the property
for a period of three (3) years at a monthly rate of four
thousand dollars'($4,000.00); and |
WHEREAS, Metro believes that disposition of the property is
#ontingent upon the establishmept of a viable solid waste
transfer station or stations in the West Watershed, but does nbt
anticipate any public use of the property within the [rext—three
years] term of the lease; and
WHEREAS, Metro Code 2.04.033 requires that the lease of real
. property oﬁned by Metro be approved by the Council of the
Metropolitan Service District; and
WHEREAS, ORS 271.310 provides that public'property should
not.be-leased unless the governing body determines that the
property not be needed for public use during the term of the
lease; now therefore;‘ a
BEva RESOLVED,
1. The 8.26 acre Metro parcel at the corner of Oregon Highway 8
(Tualatin Valley Highway) and SW 209th Avenue will not be |

needed for public use within the [thxee—year] term of the

P



. attached lease with Intel Corporation, made part of this

Resolution by [refereneing] ;g;g;gggg;'and

2. The Executive Officer ié_authorized to execute a lease in
substantially.the form of the attached lease with Intel
Corporat%on, fqr use of the 8.26 acre Metro property., SO
long as the lease contains a grovisioﬁ for early termination
which could allow'gossession by Metfo with 90 days notice

without penalties.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of . , 1991,

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

A:LEGIS\91-1423A.RES




ATTACHMENT A

LEASE

THIS LEASE, made as of this ___ day of "1991,

between the METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT (METRO), a municipal
corporation and public boﬁy of the State of Oregon, hereinafter referred
to as ."Lessor," and INTEL CORPORATION, a Delawére corporat@on,
hereinafter referred to as "Lessee;" '

WITNESSET H:

That, in consideration of the rents hereinafter specified and
the covenants, terms, and conditions herein contained, the parties

hereto do hereby covenant to and with each other as follows:

. 1. Premises and Initial Term. Lessor does hereby lease and
demise unto Lessee, and Lessee hereby leases from Lessor, on the
covenants, terms, and conditions hereinafter set forth, the real
property and the building and improvements thereon in the County of
Washington, Staté of Oregon, described in EXHIBIT A, attached hereto and
made a part hereof. . Said premises are leased subject to such covenaﬁts,
conditions, restrictions, easements, fegervations, assessments, charges
and righté‘bf way, if any, as are now of}record against said premises,
any state of facts an accu:ate survey might shoy, zoning 'ruleé,
restrictions, regulatioﬁs, resolutions ’apd ordinances, and building
restrictions and governmental regulations now in effect or hereafter
adopted by any govefnmental authorities having jurisdiction.' )
.TO-HAVE AND TO HOLD the above-described premises, together

with all the tenements, hereditaments, appurtenances, and easements

thereunto belonging, at the rental and upon the terms and conditions
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herein stated, for an initial term of three (3) years, commencing May 1,

1991, and ending at 11:59 p.m. on April 30, 1994.

2. Rent.

2.1 For the initial term of this Léase (i.e., the
_ period commencing with and including the montﬁ of May, 1991, and ending
with and including the month of April, 1994), Lessee agrees torpay
Lessor as rent the sum of FOUR THOUSAND AND NO/100THS DOLLARS
($4,000.00) per month.

| 2.2 Monthly rent in the amounts hereinabove provided,
which Lessee agrees to pay without offset'orvreduction, shall be due and
payable in lawful money of‘the United States on or before the first day
‘of each month in advance during the term of this Lease-by check payable
to Lessor and delivered to Leséor at 2000 S.W. First Avenue, Portland,
Oregon 97201-5398, Attention:. Accounting Division, or by check to any
other payee or delivered to any other address which Lessor, or any
successor in interest of Lessor, may designate by notice to Lessee.

3. Utilities and Governmental Imgositions.

3.1 In addition to the rent provided for in Section 2
hereof, Lessee shall pay all charges and sums provided forvin this
Sect;on 3. Lessee will pay all charges for electricity, watef, sewer,
gas, telephone, énd 6ther‘utility services used on or furnished to the _
‘premises. Lessee further.agrees to pay all taxes, assessments, personal
broperty taxeé, water rents, rates and charges, sewer rents, ahd other
- governmental impositions anﬁ charges df every kind and nature
whatsoever, extraordinary as 'Qellv as ordinary, ;nd each and every

installment thereof, which shall or may during the term hereof be

Page 2 -- LEASE




‘ char;;ed, laid, levied, 'assessed or imposed upon or against the premiées,
or become due and péyable upon or in respect of the premises or the
rents payable hereunder, or become 1iens upon the premises or any rents
payable hefeunder, or arise in connection witﬁ the use, occupancy or
éossession'of the premises, or grow due or payable out of or for fhe
premises or the rents payable hereunder, during the term hereof;
provided, however, that nothing contained herein shall obligate Lessee
to pay: |

(i) any federal, state or local gift, estate,
inheritance or devolution:tax; or

(ii) any federal, state or local tax upon or
measured by ﬁhe net income of Lessor, its successors and
assigns; ‘ | N |

‘ which may at any time be levied or assessed against, or becbme a lien

upon, the premises or the rents payable hereunder. Taxes, water rents,
rates and charges, sewer rents, and other governmental 1mp051tlons and
'charges allocable to an assessment year, a tax year, a flscal year,
service period or other term commencing prior to the commencement or
ending after the termination of this Lease, and local improvement
district or similar assessments which are payable on-an extended basis
pursuant to the terms of bond financing as authorized by law, shall be
adjusted and prorated, and Lessor shall pay the p:orated share thereof
tﬁat is allocable-to the period prior or subsequent to the term; and
Lessee shall pay the prorated share thereof that is allocable to any

period within the term of this Lease.
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3.2 vLessee'shall, within ten (10) days after any such
tax, .assessment or other charge constituting a lien on the leased
premises shall become due and payable, or within ten (16) days of
receiving written notice of any such tax, assessment or other charge if
notice was initialiy sent to Lessor, produce and exhibit to Lessor
satisfactory evidence.of such payment.
| 4. Use of Premises. Lessee shall use the premises during
the term of this 'Leasev'for parking,” staging of materials ,fof
construction, and general office use (see paragraph 6.1) and for no
other purpose whatsoever without Lessor’s written consent, which shall
not be unreasonably withheld. Lessee may not construct any new
buildings or structures on the premises (see paragraph 6). Lessee will
not make any unlawful, improper}_or offensive use of the premises,‘will
not suffer any strip or waste thereof, will not pernit any objectionable
noise or odor to escape or to be emitted from the premises, or do
anything or permit anything to be done upon or about the premises in any
way tending to create a nuisance. Subject. to paragraph 6, Lessee may
place or install in or upon the existing structures on the premises such -
trade fixtures and equipment as it shall deem desirable for the conduct
of its business thereon. Personal property, -trade fixtures, and
equipment used in the conduct of Lessee’s bu51ness (including telephone
_system, computer system and external wiring, and any other Similar data
processing equipment), as distinguished from fixtures and equipment.used,
_1n connection with the physical operation and maintenance of the'
building and improvements,-placed by Lessee in or upon the premises

shall not become a part of the realty, even if nailed or screwed or
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‘ otherwise fastened to the prexﬁises, but shall retain their status as
personal property and may be removed by Lessee at any time. Any damage
caused the premises by the installation, use, or removél of suéh
properfy shall be repaired by Lessee at its expense. Any personal
property, trade fixtﬁres, and equipment not used in connection with
physical 6peration of the premises and belonging to Lessee, if. not
removed upon the expiration of the term of this Lease (or, in the event
.of_the sooner termination of this Lease, within twenty (20) days after
such termination) shall, at the option of Lessor, be deemed abandoned
and shall become the property of Lessor without any payment or offset
therefor.

5. Compliance With Laws. Lessee agrees, at Lessee’s own

cost and expense, to comply with and observe all laws, ordinances,
‘ orders, rules, regulations, or requirements of the United States of
America, the étate of Oregon and the County of Washington, and all duly
‘constituted governmental bodies and authorities thereof, affecting the
use and occupancy of the premises. Lessor represents and warrants that,
as of the date of execution of this Lease, there are no known vioiations
’ﬁf any applicable zoning, building or safety code, regulation or

ordinance affecting the premisés.
6. Tenant Improvements, Alterations, Maintenance and

. Repairs.

| ‘6;1 Lessee shall be entitled to improve the ﬁremises
to Lessee’s standards by grinding, culverting, tilling, graveling,
paving, landscaping and otherwise using the land area, substantially as

specified in the attached Exhibit B, which is made part of this Lease.
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by reference. Lessee shall not construct improvements, remove materials '

from, or deposit materials into, any area identified on the map in
Exhibit 3 as wetlands, without first obtaining all fequired sﬁate or
federal permits for such remdvaI; £ill, or construction, and without
first obtaining the written consent of Lessbr, In making and
maintaining imprevements specified in this paragraph 6.1, Lessee shall
take reasonable care to prevent erosion into . the wetland area,
desfruction of vegetation in the wetland or "wetland setback" area,'or
other undue-impacfs to the wetland area.

6.2 Lessee shall also have the right to utilize the
existing buildings located on the }premises, including the brick
structure and. appurtenances. Lessee shall not make alterations,
additions, or improvements to the prehises, or remove landscaping or

trees in the immediate vicinity of the brick structure, without the

prior written appreval of Lessor; Such approval shall not be
unreasonably withheld. ApproQal is hereby granted to Lessee to make
interior, nonstructurel alterations,~addi£iops, or improvements to the
brick structure on vthe premises, provided the cost of any such
alteration, addition, or improvement does not exceed twenty-five
thousand dollars ($25,000). |

" 6.3 Except as expressly agreed to by Lessor in writing,
ALessee shall not erect any new structures on the premises; Lessee may,
however, install trailers‘ on the premises and connect them with
utilities as needed. Any trailers installed by Lessor shall-be plasedv
| on temporary footings, unless wfitten permission is obtained from

Lessor, in advance, for placement of permanent footings er foundations.
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. Lessor may refuse to allow any new structures at its sole discretion,
or may attach reasonable condltlons to approval, including conditions
relating to the removal of such improvements upon termination and
restoratisn of the premises to their‘prior condition.

6.4 Lessee shall pay, when due, all lawful claims for
labor or materials furnished to or for Lessee at or for use in. the
premises, which claims are or may be secgred by any construction,
mechsnics' or matérialmer's lien against the premises or any interest
therein. Lessee shall give Lessor not less than ten (10) days’ noﬁice
prior to the commencement of any work in the premises}'and Lessor shall

 have the right to post notices of non-responsibility in or on the
premises as provided by law.
7. cCondition of Premises; Maintenance and Repairs.
v ‘ _ .7'.1 Lessor agrees that, as of the delivery date, the
premises shall be in broom clean condition and free of any personal
property left by the previous occupant, and thaf any damage to thé
premises occasioned by the removal of the previous occupant shall be
repaired at Lessor’s cost. If previous tenants have left any
significant amounts of refuse in the land areas of the premises, Lessee
may have such materials removed, and deduct from the rents due hereunder
the actual and reasonable costs of so doing. Lessee shall accept the
premises on the deliﬁery date'in their condition as of the date of this
Lease. The cost of any and all maintenance and repair to the premises,
to include any structures thereon, shall be borne solely by the Lessee.
7.2 Lessor shall not be required to perform or pay

for any maintenance, or to make or pay for any repairs, alterations,
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restoration, reconstruction, additions or ‘improvements, to or uﬁon the- ‘
premises auring'the term of this_Lease. In all reépects, Lessee hereby
agrees, at lLessee’s own cost and expense, to maintain and keep the
premises, including the building and other improvements thereon, in good
order and repair. In the event of any damagé~or deétruction to the
brick building and appurtenances for which other provision is not made,
Lessee agrees to construct and reconstruqt such premises, building and
other improvements, ﬁnles; Lessor agrees in writing to somé alternative
arrangement. )

8. Repairs by ILessor. Lessor shall make no improvements to
the premises nor structures thereon dufing the term of this Lease and
under no circumstance shall have any obligation to do so.

9. Insurance and Indemnification.
. 9.1 Throughout the term of this Lease, Lessee shall

cause to be kept insured, at Lessee’s sole cost and expense, .allﬂ
Suilding and other improvements located on the pgemises against loss or
damagé caused (a)vby fire, windstorm, and perils generally included
under "extended covérage," (b) boilers and machinery, and (c) vandalism
and malicious mischief. The amount of the insurance shall be sufficient
to prevenﬁ either Lessor or Lessee from becoming a co-insurer under the
provisions of the policy, but in no event shall the amount be less than
ninety pefcent (90%) of the then actual replacement cost (exclusive of
ﬁhe cost'of excavations, foundations, and footings below the béseﬁent
floof, but without deduéfion for depreciation and with not more than ONE
THOUSAND AND NO/;OOTHS ($1;000.00) DOLLARS dedﬁctible from the 1loss

payable for any casualty). Said policy or policies of insurance shall

Page 8 -- LEASE



. provide that payment for any losses covered under or by said policy or
policies shall be made unto Lessor, and/or any mortgagee or assignée
designated 'byl'Lessor from time to time, and/or‘ Lessee, as their
respective'interesﬁs'may appear. Until such time as Lessor notifies
Lessee that'the amount of the insurance maintained by Lessee under this
parajraph 9.1 is, in Lessor’s opinion, less than the amount required by
the second sentence of this paragraph 9.1, the amount of the.insurance
in force at any time, as evidenced by the cerfificate or certificates’
therefor furnished,under'paragraph 9.4, shall be deemed to be adequate
under the second sentence of this paragraph 9.1.

9.2 Throughout the term of this Lease, at Lessee’s
‘sole cost and expense,»Lessee shall keep in force public liability
insurance (naming Lessor as an additional insured) insuring Lessor and

‘ Lessee against any and all loss, liability, and damage whatever for
personal injury and property damage, or either, resulting from, or
alleged to havé resulied from negligence or the condition or use of the
premises, or of any building or other improvement situated fhereon, or
of any sidewalk or way adjacent to said premises, with policy limits in
such amounts as Lessor may atAany time or from time to time require
(provided, dt .the .time, such policy amounts do not exceed those
custoﬁarily'maintained in connection with properties of similar size and
utilizatioh.in the Portland, Oregon, metropolitan area). 1In no event
shall such policy limits be less than ONE MILLION AND NO/IOOTHS DOLLARS
($1,000,000.00) for property damage and THREE MILLION AND ﬁO/looTHs
DOLLARS ($3,000i000.00) for personal injury (whether or not résulting'

in death) suffered by one person and FIVE MILLION AND NO/100THS DOLLARS
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($5,000,000.00) for personal injuries (whether or not resulting in

death) suffered by more than one person in one occurrence.

9.3 All insurance required by express provisions of
this Lease shall be carried by responsible insurance companies licensed
to do business in the State of Oregon. All such bolicies shall be
nonassessable and shall contain laﬁguage to the effect that (A) any loss
shall be payable notwithstanding any.act or negligence of Lessor that
might otherwise result in a forfeiture of the insurance, and (B) thé
policies may not be canceled or ﬁaterially changed except after thirty
(30) days; notice by the insurer to Leséor or Iegéor's desighated
representatives.

9.4 .Lessee shall furnish Lessof- with certificates
evidencing the policies of insurance required hereunder to be maintained

by Lessee and} in the case of any renewal or replacement of a policy

already in existence, Lessee shall furnish a certificate evidencing such
renewal or replacement at least thirty (30) days before expiration or
other tefmination of the existing policy.

9.5 Lessee and Lessor each hereby waives any and all
rights . of recovery against “the othgr, or aéainst the officefs,
empldyees, agents and representatives of the other, for loss of or
- damage to such waiving party or its property or the property of others
under its control, where such loss or damage is insured against under
any ihsurandé policy in force At the time of such loss or damage.
Lessee shall, upon obtAining the policies of iﬂsurance required
hereunder, give notice to the insurance carrier or carriers that the

foregoing mutual waiver of subrogation is contained .in this Lease.
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9.6 Notwithstanding the insurance requirements of this
Lease,'Lessee shall have the option to self insure for so long as
Intel’s net worth as a corporate entity remains above one billien
dollars ($1,000,000,000.00). Coverage shall apply to any loss which but
for the existence of the deductible or self insured retention would be
covered under the insurance requirements described herein.

9.7 Lessee shall, independently of its obligation to
" obtain and maintain liability insurance as above provided, indemnify
and hold‘harmless Lessor from and against.any and all claims arising
from Lessee’s use of the prenises, or from the conduct of Lessee’s
business or from any activity, work or things done, permitted or
suffered by Lessee in or about the premises, to the extent not caused
or contributed to by Lessor, and Lessee shall further 1ndemn1fy and hold
harmless Lessor from any and all elalms arising from any breach or
default in the performance ef any obligation on Lessee’s part to be
performed under the terms of this Lease to the extent not caused by the
negligent er intentional misconduct of Lessor, or arising from any
negligence of the Lessee, or any of’Lessee's agents, contractors or
employees, and from and against all cests, attorneysf fees, eXpenses and
liabilities incurred in the defense of any»such claim or any actionror
nroceeding brought against Lessor by reason of any such claim, Lessee,
upon notice frem Lessor, shall defend the same at Lessee’s expense by
eounsel satisfactory to Lessor.

9.8 Lessor shall indemnify and hold Intel harmless

from and against any and all claims as follows:
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(i) By a governmental ‘agency or citizen ‘

acting to enforce an environmental law or
regulation relating to the condition of the site
as of March 14, 1991, the date the parties entered
intoba_Right,of Entry Agreement, and alleged to
have occurred during Lessor’s ownership of.the
property; | _
(ii) Ey any person claiming to have been
damaged by the condition of the site th?ough
contact with the site or off-site migratish of
hazardous subsﬁances during the period of Lessor’s |
ownership.of the site and prior to March 14, 1991;

and

(iii) ﬁy any'peréon claiming to have been
damaged by bff;site migration, during the term of
this Lease, of hazardéus substances that were
placed on the premises during Lessor;s ownership
and prior to March 14, 1991, if inigration has
oécurred due to natural causes.

fhis indemnity by Lessor does not extend to claims of
damage or injury by Lessee, its agents, contractors, cénsultants,
.eﬁployees, or invitees on thé property. This indemnity is not intended
to overrida any iiability Intel may have under sfate or fedéral law as

a prior owner of the property.

10. Condition of Premises in Leésee's Hands.

Page 12 -- LEASE



10.1 Lessee shall keep the driveways and parking areas
upon the premises free and clear of ice, snow; rubbish, debris and
obstruction.

10.2 At any time during the term of this Lease, Lessee,
its sublessees and subtenants may place freestanding signs on the
premises and may'place wall signs on the exterior and interior walls of
the existing buildings and structures on the premises. Such signs shall
be for identificétion, for parking, or for directional ﬁurposés related
to activities conducted on the premises; they shall be installed at
Lessee’s sole cost and expense, they shall conform at all times with‘
applicable ordinance, codes, statutes, rules and regulations of
governmental authorities, and they shall conform in terms of number,
‘sizé, appearance and quality with standards prevailing for commercial
buildings of similar size and utilization in the general neighborhood
in which. the premises are situafed. At the expiration or sooner
termination of this Lease, Leésee shall, at the Lessor’s request and at‘
Lessee’s sole cost and expense, remove all such signs and restore the
premises to their prior condition.

11. .Assignment and Subletting.

11.1 Lessee shall not voluntarily or by operation of
law assign, transfer, mortgage, sublet, or otherwise transfer or
encumber to or in favor of any third party all or any part of Lessee’s
interest in this Lease or in the premises, without Lessér'é prior
written consent, which Lessor shall not unreasonably withhold. Any
determination of the reasonableness of Lessor’s refusal to give consent

shall take into account the net worth, financial stability, and
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financial responsmihty of such third party, as well as the. general .

reputation of the third party in the community or communitles in which
it has theretofore carried on business activities. Any attempted
assignment, transfer, mortgage, encumbrancé or subletting without such‘
consent shall be voidable, and shall constitute a material default and
breach of this Lease.  Lessee shall, however, have-the fight to assign
this Lease to a wholly owned subsidiary of Lessee,}withqut Lessor'’s
consent. | |

| 11.2 Regardless of Lessor’s consent, no subletting or
assignment shall release Lessee from any' of Lessee’s obligations
hereunder or alter the primary liability of Lessee to pay the rent and
. perform all other obligations to be performed‘by Lessee hereunder. The

acceptance of rent by Lessor from any other person shall not be deemed

to be a waiver by Lessor of any provision hereof. Consent to one
subletting or assighment shall not be deemed consent to any subsequent
subletting or assignment. )

12. Damage_or Destruction. If the premises are damaged or
destroyed and such damage or destruction is caused by a éasualty covered
under an insurance policy of the kind required‘to be maintained by
Lessee pursuant to paragraph 9 above, Lessee shall, at Lessee’s expense,
repair such damage or reconstruct the premises, as the case may be, as'
soon as reasonably possible, and this Lease shall continue in'fqll force '
and effect. .In such event, all insurance proceedé shall be paid to
Lessee as the work progresses and in a manner to ensure that 1 no
~construction, lébdr,-or material liens will arise. .In such event,

" moreover, the building and improvements as repaired or reconstructed by
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’ Lessee shall be of a value not less than the value of the building and
1mprovements immediately prior to the casualty, and the building and
improvements as repaired or‘reconstructed shall immediately become part
of the realty and the proﬁerty'of Lessor. The plans and specifications
for any reconstruction of the building or improvements shall be
submitted in advance to Lessor for Lessor’s approval, which approval
shall not be unreasonably withheld. |

13. Condemnation. If the prémises or any portion thereof is
taken under the pdwer of eminent domain, or sold under the threat of the
exercise of said power (all of which are herein called "condemnationh),
this Lease shéll terminate as to any part of the premises so taken as
of the date the condemning authority takes title or possession,
whichever first occurs , . and the rental under paragraph 2 shali be

’ reduced in the proportion that the area taken on the premises bears to
the total of the premises. Any award for the taking of all or any part
of the entire premises under the power of eminent domain or any payment
made under threat of the exercise of such power'shall be tﬁe property
of Lessor, whether such award shall be made as compensation for
diminution in value of the leasehold or for the taking of the fee, or
as severance daﬁages; provided, ‘however, that Lessee shall be entitled
to compensation for its loss, if any, of capital improvements installed

| in the premises by Lessee at Lessee’s expense, in such amount as the
Céuft may award or in proportion to the amount of ény settlement reached
- in lieu of condemnation; and provided, further, that Lessee shall be
entitled to any award for loés of or damage to Lessee’s trade fixtures

and removable tangible personal property.
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14. Lessor'’s Performance of Lessee’s Obligations. If Lessee
fails to perform any obligation required hereunder to be performed by

Lessee, and such failure continues for ten (10) days after written
notice thereof is sent by Lessor, Lessor may make such paymehts and/or
. take all sﬁch other action as Lessor may deem reasonably necessary or
appropriate to protect and preserve the property or the Lessor’s
interest therein, and, to this end, Lessor, its>agents, contractors and
employees, may, upon prior nofice, enter upon the premises and put the
same in good 6rder, condition and repair. In an emergéncy, Lessor, its
agenté, contractors and employees, may make such payments, také such
other action, or enter upon the premises to put the same in good order,
condition or repair,. without prior notice to Lessee. All costs,
expenses and payments so paidvor incurrgd by Lessor, together with
intefest thereon from the respective dates paid or incurred at the rate
prescribed under section 32 below, shall be due and payable. as
additional rent to Lessor hereunder. Lessor is not réquired to make any
such payment or take any such action, and by doing so, Lessor shall not
be deemed to have waived any othef remedy available unto Lessor.
is. Default by Lessee. The occurrence of any oné or more'of

the followirg events shall constitute a material default and breach of
this Lease by Lessee: - |

15.1 The vacating or abandonment df the preﬁisés by
Lessee.

15.2 ' The failure by Lessee to make any payment of rent
»or any other payment required to be made by Lessee either to third

parties or unto Lessor hereunder within ten (10) business days after the
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' same becomes due and payable, if such failure continues for ten (10)
days after.notice has been given to Lessor.

15.3 Any attempted assignment, transfer, mortgagé,
encumbrance, or subletting in contravention of paragraph 11, above, or
any recordatlon of this Lease in contraventlon of paragraph 26 below.

15.4 The failure by Lessee to observe or. perform any
other of the covenants, conditions, or provisions of this Lease to be
observed or performed by Lessee, where such failure shall continue for
a period of thirty (30) days after written notice théreof from Lessor
to Lessee; prbvided, however, that if the nature of Lessee’s default is
such that more than thirty (30) days is reasonably required for its
cure, then Lessee shall not be deemed to be in ‘default if Lessee
commencesvsuch cure within said thirty (30) day period and thereafter

‘ diligently prosecutes such cure to completion. |

15.5 The making by Lessee of any general assignment or
general arrangement for the benefit of'creditors; the filing. by or
against Lessee of é petition to have Lessee adjudged a bankrupt or a

.petition,for reorganization or arrangement under any law,relgting to -
bankruptcy (unless, in the case of a petition filed against Lessee, the
same is dismiéséd within sixty (60) days)}.the appointmeht of a trustee
or receiver to take possession'of substahtially all of Lessee’s assets
located at the premises or of Lessee’s interest in this Lease, where
possession is not restored to Lessee within thirty (30) days; or the
attachment, execution, or jﬁdicial seizure of substantially all of
Lessee’s assets located at the premises or of Lessee’s interest in this

Lease, where such seizure is not discharged within thirty (30) days.
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16.  Remedies on Default by Lessee. Iﬁ the event of any such . :
material default or breach, Lessoeray, at Lessor’s option, exercise any
one or more of the rights and remedies available to a landlord in the
State of Oregon to redress such default, consecutively or cqncurrently,
including but not limited to tﬂe following: | |

16.1 Lessor may.elect.to terminate Lessee’s right to
possession of the premises or any portion thereof by written notice to
Lessee. Following such notice, Lessor ﬁay re-enter and take possession
of the premises pursuant to process of law.

16.2 Following re-entry by.Lessor, Lessor may relet 
the premises for a term longer or éhorter than the term of this Lease
and upon any reasonable termé, including the granting of rent
concessions to the new tenant. . Lessor may alter, 'refurbish,,‘or
otherwise change the character or use of the premises in connection with .
such reletting. Lessor shall not be required to relet for any use or
purpose which Lessor may reasonably consider injurious to its property
or to any tenént which Lessor may reasonably consider objectionable.
No such reletting by Lessor following a default by Lessee shall be
construed as an acceptance of the éurrender of the premises. If rent
received upon such reletting exceeds the rent received under this Lease,
Lessee shall have no‘claim to the excess.

. | l6.3 Following re-entry Lessor shall have the right to

recover from Lessee the following damages: |
. 16.3.1 All unpaid rent or other charges for the
period prior to re-entry plus interest at the rate préscribed

1

under paragraph 32 below.

Page 18 -- LEASE



16.3.2 An amount equal to the rent lostvduring
any period during which.the premises are not relet, if Lessor
uses reasonable efforts to relet. If Lessor lists the
premises with a reélvestateAbroker experienced ih leasing
commercial property in Portland, Oregon, for reasonable terms
at market rent, suéh listing shall constitute the taking of
reasonable efforts to relet the premises.. ‘ »_

16.3.3 The following costs incurred in reletting
or attempting to relet the premises: the cost of removing any
personal property of Lessee from the premises, the cost of
cleanup and repair in preparation for a new tenant, the cost
‘of correcting any defaults or restoring any unauthorized
alterations, the amount of any real estate commissions and
advertising expenses, the cost (including, but not limited to,
a-reasbnable attorney’s fee) for negotiating and preparing a
new lease, and the cost to Lessor of such rent cpncessions
below market rent as may reasonably be required to induce a
new'tenant to lease ﬁhe prenmises. .

| 16.3.4 The difference between the rent reserved
undér_this Lease and the émount actually received by Lessor
after reletting at a market rate, as such amounts accrue.

16.3.5 Reasénable attorneys’ fees incurred in
connection with the defauit, whether or not any liﬁigation is
commenced.

16.4 Lessor may sue peribdically to recover damages as

they accrue throughout the term of this Lease and no action for accrued
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damages shall be a bar to a later action for damages subsequently '

'accrhing. To avoid a multiplicity of actions, Lessor may seek a decree
of specific performance fequiring Lessee to pay damages as they accrue.
Alternatively, Lessor may elect in any one action to seek to recover

accrued damages plus the reasonable rental value of the prenises for the

remainder of the term, discounted to the time of the judgment at a

reasonable discount rate.

16.5‘ In the event that Lessee remains in possession

followiﬁg default and Lessor does not elect to re-enter, Leésor may

recover all back rent or other charges, plus interest at the rate

prescribed under paragraph 32 below from the date of delinquency, and

shall have fhe right to cure any default (other thén one described at
paragraph 15.2) and reéover the cost of such cure from Lessee, plus
interest at the rate prescribed ﬁnder paragraph 32 below from the date
of the expenditure. in addition, Lessor shall be entitled to recover
éttorneys’ fees reasonably. incurred in connection with the default,
whether or not litigation is commenced. .Lessof may sue to recovef such
amounts as.they acérué, and ho one‘action for accrued damages shall bar
a later action for damages subsequently accruing.

16.6 The foregoing remedies shall not be éxclusive but
shall be in addition to all other remedies and rights provided hereunder
or under:applicable law;_and no election to pursue one remedy'shall

preclude resort to another consistent remedy.

16.7 No action of Lessor, other than Lessor's'express '

written notice of the termination of this Lease, shall terminate this

Lease or be construed as an acceptance of the surrender of the premises.

-~
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17. Default by Lessor. Lessor shall not be in default unless
Lessor fails to perform obligations required of Lessor within thirty
(30) days after writtén notice by Lessee fo Lessor and to the holder of
any mbrtigage upon the premises whose name and address shall have
theretofore been furnished to Lessee in writing, specifying wherein
Lessor has failed to perform such obligation. At'any time when Lessoé
is in default (as in thisvparagraph 17 provided) in the performance of
any 6bligation to be performed by Lessor hereundef'(othei than a default
relating to Lessor’s failure to give a consent or approval that, under
the terms of this Lease, may not be unreasonably withheld), Lessee shall
have the right to cure such default and recover the cdst of such cure
from Lessor, plus interest at the rate prescribed under paragraph 32

below from the date of the expenditure. In the event Lessor fails so

_to reimburse Lessee within thirty (30) days following Lessee’s written

demand for reimbursement, Lessee may offset against éucceeding
installments of the monthly rent hereunder the amount of such unpaid
reimbursement. '

18. Late Charge. Lessee hereby acknoﬁledges th?t late
payment by Lessee to Lessor of rent and other sums due hereunder Qill
causé Lessor to incur costs not contemplated by thié Lease, the exact
amount of which will be extremely difficult,tb ascertain. Such costs
include, but are not limited to, processing and accounting charges, and.
lﬁte charges which may be imposed on Lessor by the terms of any mortgage
upon the premises. Accordingly, if any installment of rent or any other
sum due ffom Lessee shéll not be received by Lessor or Lessor’s designee

within ten (10) business days after such amount shall be due, Lessee
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shall pay to lessor a late charge equal to five percent (5%)'of‘such
overdue amount. The parties hereby agree that such late charge
represents a fair and reasonable estimate of the costs Lessor will incur
by reason of late payment by Lessee. Acceptance of such iate charge by
Lessor shall in no event constitute a waiver of Lessee’s default wiﬁh
respect to such overdue amount, nor prevent Lessor from exércising_any
of the other righﬁs and remedies granted hereunder. The'léte,charge
herein prescribed shall be in addition to, and not in lieu of any
interest payable on amounts for which interest is recoverable hereunder.

19. 'Surrender of Premises. At the expiration or SOQner
termination éf this Lease, Lessee shall surrender the premises td Lessor
peaceably, quietly and in as good order and condition (reasonable use
and wear thereof alone excepted) as the same are in at the commencement
'of the term of this Lease (or as they may thereafter be put by Lessor
or Lessee underlthe provisions of this Lease). Lessee shail feméﬁe

alterations, improvements, additions, and utility installations and

restore the premises to their prior condition to the extent required by

Lessor as a condition of having given consent under paragraph 6.1, and
Lessee will remove therefrom all of Lessee’s equipment, goods, and
effects‘which may be affixed to or contained in or upon the premisés.
Lessee shall not be required to remove any of the alterations,
improvements, or additions specified in the attached Exhibit B but shall
rembve any trailers placed’on the property, inciuding any footings or
foundations, unless other written arrangements are made with Lessor in

advance.

20. Estoppel Certificates.
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20.1 Lessee shall at any time upon not 1less than
fifteen (15) days’ prior written notice from Lessor execute,
acknowledge, and deliver to Lessor a certificate statihg (a) whEther
this Léase is in full force and effect, (b) whether and in what respects
this Lease has been modified, (c) whether Lessee is in occupancy and
paying ‘rent on a current basis with no. rental offsets or claims,
(d) whether there has been any prepayment of rent other than that
‘provided for in the Lease, (e) whether any notice has been received by
Lessee of any default which has nét been cured, (f) whether Lessor is
in default hereunder, (g) whether there is any action, voluntary or
6therwise, pending against Lessee under the bankruptcyilaws of the
Unitgd States or any state thefeof, and (h) such other matters as may
'be reasonably required by Lessor or any actual or prospective purchaser .
ermortgage lender. 'Aﬁy such certificate may be conclusiveiy relied
upon by any actual or pfospective mortgagee,'encumbrancer, or purchaser
of the premises or any pagt thereof.

20.2 Lessee’s failure to dgliver such certificate
within such time and within fifteen (15) days after Lessor’s notice to
Lessee of sﬁch'failure shall bé conclusive upon Lessee (a) that this
Lease is in full force and effect, without modification, except as may
be represented by Lessor, (b) that Lessee is in occupancy and paying
rent on a current basis with no renta; offsets or claims, (c) that there
has been no prepayment of'rent.other than that provided for iﬁ the
Lease, (d) that no notice has been received by.LeSSee of any default
which has not been cured, except as may be represented by Lessor,

(e) that Lessor is not in default hereunder, (f) that there is no
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action, voluntary or‘ otherﬁise, pending against Lessee under the .
bankruptcy laws of the United SteteS‘or any state thereof, and (g) as
to such other matters as Lessor may represent unto any aotual or
prospective purchaser or mortgage lender.

20.3 If Lessor desires to mortgage, encumber, sell,
exchange or otherwise transfer the premises,'or any part thereof, Lessee
hereby agrees to deliver to any actual or prospective purchaser or
moftgage'lender designated by Lessor such publicly availabie financial
information concerning Lessee as may be reasonably required by éuch
actual or prospective purchaser or mortgage lender. Such financial
information shall include the past three years’ annual reports of
Lessee. |

21. Separability. The invalidity of any provision of this

Lease, as determined by an arbitrator or a court of competent

jurisdiction, shall in no way affect the validity of any other pfovision
hereof. _ ‘

‘ 22. Time of Essence. Time is of the essence of this Lease.

23. Integration. Thie.Lease contains all agreements of the

parties with respect to any matter nentioned herein. No prior agreement
~or understanding‘pertaining to any such matter shall be effective. This
Lease may be modified in writing only, signed by the parties in interest
' at the time of the modification. .
| 24.\ Notices.

24.1 Any notice required or permitted to be given
hereunder shall‘ be in writing and may be served personally or by
registered or certified mail, postage‘and registration or certification

: ‘ 1"’ |
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‘ prepaid, addressed to Lessor and Lessee respectively at the addresses
set forth beside their signatures at the end of this Lease. Such
notices, if mailed, shail be deemed sufficiently served or given, for
all purposes hereunder, when received, or on the date of attempted
delivery, if refused. Either party may, by like notice to the other

 party, at any time and from time to time, designate a different address
to which notices shall be sent.

24.2 In the interest of -establishing and maintaining
lines of cbmmﬁnication conducive to execution of this Lease in a manner
satisfactory to both parties, each party -designates the following
'individual as a contact for the party, to resolve disputes, accept
.notice‘and grant approvals when it is possible to handle such matters
ihformally under  the terms of thisragreement:

. For Lessor:

~ Neil Saling
Acting Director of Regional Facilities
Metropolitan Service District
2000 SW First Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97201-1646
Phone: (503) 221-1646
Fax: (503)

For Lessee:

Eric Kirkewoog

Intel Corporation

Mail Stop AL4-20

5200 N.E. Elam Young Parkway

Hillsboro, Oregon 97124-6497
Phone: (503) 642-6873

25. Limited Scope of Waiver and Consent. No waiver by Lessor

of any provision hereof shall be deemed a waiver of any other provision
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hereof or of any subsequent breach by Lessee of the same or any other ‘

provision. Lessor’s consent to or approval of any act shall not be
deemed to render unnecessary the obtaining of Lessor’s consenﬁ to or
approval of any subsequent act by Lessee. The acceptance of rent.
hereunder by Lessor shall not be a waiver of any preceding breach by
Lessee of any provision hereof, other than the failure of Lessee to pay
the particuler rent so accepted, regardless of Lessor’s knowledge of
such preceding breach at the time of acceptanCe of such rent.

26. Recordation. Lessee shall not record this Lease without
Lessor’s prior,written consent and such recordation shall, at the option
of Lessor, constitute a noncurable material default and breach by Lessee

hereunder. Either party -shall, upon request of the other, execute,

acknowledge and deliver to the other a "short form" memorandum of this.

Lease for recording purposes.

| 27, Holding oOver. If Lessee remains in possession of the
premlses or any part thereof after the explratlon of the term hereof
without the express written consent of Lessor, such occupancy shall be
a”tenancy from month to month at a rental in the amount of the last.
monthly rental, plus all other chafges payable.hereunder, and upon all
the terms hereof, as applied,'however, to a month-to-month tenancy.
28. Binding Effect and Governing Law. |

28.1  Each provision of this Leasel performable by Lessee

shall be deemed both a covenant.and a condition, and shall run with the

land.
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28.2 Subject .to any provisibns hereof rgstricting
assignmeht or subletting by Lessee, this Lease shall bind the parties,
their successqu'and assigns.

| 28.3 This Lease shall be governed by the laws of the
State of Oregon.

29. eys’ es. If either party hereto brings an
éction, suit or other legal proceeding to enforce the terms hereof,
declare rights hereunder, or secure a remedy for a material default of
breach of this Lease, the prevailing party in any such action, suit or
other legallproceeding; on hearing, trial, appea;, or other proceeding,
shall be entitled to its reasonable attorneys’ fees to be paid by the
losing party as fixed by the court or other tribunal, as the case may
be. |

30; Lessor’s Access. Lessor and Lessor’s agents shall have
~ the righf to enter the premises upon twenty-four (24) hours prior nétice
to Lessee and during normal business hours for the purpose of inspecting
. the same. Lessor may enter the premises without prior notice and/or
during periods other than normal business hours in an emergency. At no
time shall Lessor place any "For Sale" or "For Lease" signs on or about
the premises without the prior written consent of Lessee. Such consent
shall not be unreasonébly withheld.

31. u er d Canc ation. The voluntary or other
surrender of this Lease by Lessee, or a mutual cancellatioh thereof,
shall not work a merger, and shall, at the option of Lessor, terminate
all or ahy existing subtenancies or may, at the option of'Iessdr,

operate as an assignment to Lessor of any or all such subtenancies.
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32, JInterest. Whenever, under any provision of this Lease, ‘
interest is due and payable at the rate prescribed under this paragraph
32, the rate of such interest shall be that rate per annum which is the
léwest oE (a) tﬁe highést rate per annum which may lavfuily be charged
under the laws of the State of Oregon, determined as of the time the
underlying obligation to Lessor is incurredAhereunder; or (b) at any
time when quotations of discount rates on ninety (96) day commercial
paper are outstandiﬁg‘from the Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco,
_that rate per annum which is five (5) percentage points above the said
discouﬁt rate of the Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco on ﬁiﬁety
(90) day commercial paper, determined as of the time the underlyihg
obligation to Lessor is. incurred hereunder; or (c) twenty percent (20%)

per annum.

33. Net Lease. This is a net lease, it being the intenfion
of the pafties hereto that Lessee shali pay as additional‘renﬁ, without -
offset or reduétion allvéosts_of maintenance, taxes and insurance, and
other charges that are assessed or 1levied against the prenises,
including without limitatibn the costs, taxes, and charges set forth in
this Lease. All taxes, charges, costs, and expenses which Lessee .
assumes or agrees to pay hereunder, fogether with all interest and other
charges that may accrue thereon in the event of Lessee’s failure to pay
the same as herein provided, all other damages, costs, ang expenses
which Lessor may suffer or incur, and any and all other sums whiéh'ﬁay
become due, by reason of any default of Lessee or failure on Lessee’s
part to qomply-with the covenénts, agreemehts} terms, and conditions of

"this Lease on Lessee’s part to be performed, and each or any of them,
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‘ shall be deemed to be additional rent, and, in the event of nonpayment,
Lessor shall have all of the rights and remedies herein provided (or
provided under applicable law) in the case of nonpayment of rent.

‘ 34. captions. The_paragraph captions contained in this Lease
are inserted only as a matter of conveniencé and for reference and in
no way define, limit, extend, or describe the intent of any provision
hereof. |

35. Authority of Officers Executing Lease. This Léase, and
the riqhts énd qbligations of Lessee hereunder, are expressly
conditioned upon the ﬁnqualified and unconditiohal ratification and
approval of the Lease by Lessor’s Council on or before the beginning of
the term‘of this Lease. In the event Lessee’s Council fails to so to
ratify and approve this Lease, this Lease shall be null and void and of

‘ no further force and effect, and the parties hereto shall be relieved
of any further liability or obligation each to the other under or by
virtue of'this Lease. Subjeqf to ratification and approval as in this
paragraph 35 above provided, the individual executing this Lease on
behalf of Lessor represents and warrants that such individual is the
Executive Officer of Lessor _and is duly authorized to execute 'and
‘deliver this Lease on behalf of said Lessor, and that this Lease is
binding upon said Lessor in accordance with its terms. The individual
executing this Lease on behalf of Lessee likewise warrants that such
individual is duly authorized to execute and deliver this Lease on

behalf of Lessee.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Lease the ‘

day and year first above written.

Address: 2000 S.W. First Avenue
- Portland, Oregon
. 97201-5398
Address: Legal Department
: Intel Corporation
3535 Garrett Drive, GR1-21
Santa Clara, California
95052-8199
1049¢
04708791
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Metropolitan Service District,
a municipal corporation of the
State of Oregon

By:

"Lessor"®

Intel Corporation, a Delaware

corporation

By:

"J,essee"




EXHIBIT A

ATTACHMENT
TO -
LEASE
BETWEEN' .
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRI
AND
INTEL CORPORATION

Description of Premises

Being a portion of A. J. Masters Donation Lénd,claim No. 46 in Sections
11 and 12, Township 1 South, Range 2 West, of the Willamette Meridian,
in the County of Washington and State of Oregon, described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the South boundary line of the Oregon

‘Central Railroad Company right of way, said point being West 22.55

1049¢
01/17/91

Page

chains and South 1°30’ West, 27.17 chains from the Northeast corner
of said Donation Land Claim No. 46; running thence South 1°30’
West, 3.85 chains; thence West 14.40 chains; thence North 1°30’
West 187.9 feet to the Northeast corner of that certain tract
conveyed to John Frank, Jr., et ux, by deed recorded January 11,
1956, in Book 377, Page 486, Washington County Deed Records; thence
West along the North line of said Frank tract 273.0 feet to the
West line of said Donation Land Claim about 275.0 feet to the South
boundary line of said right of way; thence South 81°30’0" East
along the South boundary line of said right of way to the place of
beginning. .

SAVE AND EXCEPT that portion conveyed to Washington Cbunty, as set

forth by instrument recorded October 20, 1977, Fee No. 77-13933,
Mortgage Records of Washington County.
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EXHIBIT B
Page 2

Narrative to Accompany Map

The wetlands (area A5, 2.3 acfes) and fill areas surrounded by wetlands
(area A2 & A3, 0.1 acres & 0.7 acres) will not be used by Intel.

The section on the West side (area A4, 2.1 acres) will be used for
constructlon staging. ' :

The section on the East side (area Al, 3.0 acres) will be used for Intel
temporary parking and f£ill dirt. The parking area will be graded flat
and covered with gravel. Fill dirt will be added to the remaining space
left on area Al as per the drawing.

Special provisions have been taken to protect the wetlands. This
includes a ' 25-foot ©buffer, straw bales, additional ditches, and
settlement ponds. Please refer to the attached drawing for detail.

- 1049¢c

~




~ BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 91-1423

)
'THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO LEASE ) -
PROPERTY AT 209TH AVENUE AND ) Introduced by
TUALATIN VALLEY HIGHWAYS ) Executive Officer
TO INTEL CORPORATION ) Rena Cusma

WHEREAS, Metro-is the owner of a tract of land consisting of
8.26 acres located at the junction of southwest 209th Avenue and Tualatin
Valley Highway in Aloha, Oregon; and
| WHEREAS, Intel Corporation has offered to lease the property
for a period of three (3) years at a monthly rate of four thousand
dollars ($4,000.00); and

WHEREAS, Metfo believes that disposition of thelbroperty is
contingent\upon the establishment of a viable solid waste transfer
station or stations ip‘the West Wasteshed, but does not anticipate any
public use of the property within the next three years; and

- WHEREAS, Metro Code 2.04.033 requires that the lease of real

property owned‘by Metro be approved by the Council of the Metropolitan
Service District; and; ' |

WHEREAS, ORS 271.310 providés that public property should not
be leased unlesg the governing body detérmines that the property not be

needed for public use during the term of the lease; now therefore;



BE IT RESOLVED,

1. The 8.26 acre Metro parcel at‘the corner of Oregon Highway 8
(Tualatln Valley nghway) and SW 209th Avenue will not be needed for
public use within the 3 year term of the attached lease with Intel

Corporation, made part’of this Resolution by referencing; and
2. The Executive Officer is authorized to execute a lease in
substantially the form of the attached lease with Intel Cdrporation, for

use_of the 8.26 acre Metro property.

 ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL of the Metropolitan Service District ‘

This ‘ day of ‘ , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer




STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1423 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
APPROVING THE LEASE OF METRO OWNED PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE
JUNCTION OF SOUTHWEST 209TH AVENUE AND TUALATIN VALLEY -
HIGHWAY IN ALOHA, OREGON

Date: April 1, 1991 Presented by: Neil E. Saling

" Proposed Actionv

This resolution would permit the Executive Officer to execute a three (3)
year lease with Intel Corporation for 8.26 acres of land located in
Aloha, Oregon and sell that property should it be determlned to be excess
to Metro's needs.

Background and Analysis

In October 1986, Metro purchased 8.26 acres of land located at the
junction of SW 209th avenue and Tualatin Valley Highway from Intel
Corporation for the purpose of constructing a solid waste transfer
station. The purchase price was $810,000. The tract was mostly
undeveloped except for 1.21 acres upon which a small office building,
storage sheds and a surfaced parking area were located. Two leases were
transferred to Metro at the time of sale: Close Construction which
occupied the office building and utilized the adjacent sheds and parking
area, and K&G Construction which parked heavy earthmoving equipment on a
0.55 acre fill they had created for that purpose. The lease payments
covered little more than the property taxes on the taxed portions of the
tract. For a variety of reasons, construction of the transfer station
has not gone forward.

In mid - 1990, Coldwell Banker Real Estate, representing Intel
Corporation, contacted Metro asking about the availability of the 8.26
acre tract. Coldwell indicated that Intel was looking at alternative
locations for expanding its facilities and wanted a sales price on
Metro's property. After discussions with the Directors of Solid Waste
and Planning & Development, the Executive Officer determined that Metro
should not relinquish title to the property until such time as the
establishment of a Metro West Transfer Station (or stations) was resolved
between Metro and Washington County. Intel Corporation, through Coldwell
Banker, was informed that the land is not for sale at this time.



In December 1990, Intel Corporation, through Coldwell Banker, proposed to
lease the property for a period of three years at a price of $4000 per
"month. Intel Corporation asked to be given a right of first refusal to
buy the property upon the determination by Metro that the property was
excess to its needs. The rent would be applied to the eventual sale
price should Intel choose to buy the property. Metro responded with. a
Letter of Intent reflecting its intention to enter into such a lease .and
providing additional provisions including a purchase price of $1,100,000.

Concurrently, Metro granted a limited Right of Entry for the purpose of
surveying and soils evaluation (December 13, 1990) and subsequently
granted a more comprehensive Right of Entry for improving the property
for parking and storage of construction materials. Based upon the Letter
of Intent, Metro has also given notice to the lessees of the pending
termination of their leases. All Metro actions taken to date are

reversible. ' , .

Metro Code Section 2.04.033 (a) (3) requires Council approval of "Any
contract for the sale, lease or transfer of real property owned by the .
District." 1In addition, ORS 271.310 provides that public property should
only be leased if the governing body determines- that the property will

not be needed for public use within the period of the lease.

Accordingly, a proposed lease has been prepared for your approval.

The proposed lease reflects the provisions of the Letter of Intent with.
the exception of a right of first refusal with an agreed sales price
which has been deleted. 1Intel Corporation has indicated that their
consultant, CH2M-Hill, has determined that 3.1 acres of the tract is
wetland which will not be used by Intel but which will be protected.
‘Coldwell Banker indicates a desire to negotiate a new sales price based
upon the CH2M-Hill determination. However, they wish to expeditiously
execute a lease with a right of first refusal with a purchase price to be
"negotiated. Metro staff concurs in this. approach. '

The proposed lease is attached as Attachment A. Approval of the proposed
lease and authority to negotiate a fair and equitable sales price is
requestedf , o :

Recommendation:

The Executive Officer recommends Council approval of Resolution No. 91-

1423. o _ .




Agenda Item No. 6.3
Meeting Date: April 25, 1991

RESOLUTION NO..91-1430



’ TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE RﬁPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1430, FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACT WITH DAVID EVANS
AND ASSOCIATES TO EXPAND THE RLIS MAP EXTENT TO INCLUDE RURAL
AREAS ADJACENT TO THE URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY (UGB)

Date: April 18, 1991 Presented by: Councilor McLain

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the April 9, 1991 Transportation and
Planning Committee meeting, members present -- Councilors Bauer,
Gardner, Van Bergen and myself -- voted 3 to 1, Councilor Van Bergen
dissenting, to recommend the Council adopt Resolution No. 91-1430.
Councilor Devlin was excused.

~

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Resolution No. 91-1430 approves a
contract amendment to extend the current Regional Land Information
System (RLIS) base data layer (the tax lot parcels map) -to areas
outside of, but adjacent to the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Mapping
the rural areas next to the UGB will provide preliminary information
to analyze the region’s long-term future land supply, urban encroach-’
‘ment, and land suitability for urban expansion. The Planning and
Development Department refers to this work as the Urban Reserves
Analysis, a critical component to development and implementation of
the Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives. :

‘ The contract extension will add 350 map sections outside the UGB to
the 552 currently being developed within the UGB and is for a total.
cost not to exceed $50,000. Funding for this work would come from the
$100,000 appropriated for the "Thematic"/Land Use Suitability Study.
The remaining budget would pay for RLIS soils digitization work
($36,000, for Council approval under Resolution No. 91-1433), a
Satellite Imagery Demonstration Project ($9,000), and an intergovern-
mental agreement extension with the University of Oregon Landscape
Architecture Department ($1,500). :

It was noted the additional RLIS map layers will not affect the FY91l-
'92 budget; although, as RLIS grows data maintenance and update needs
grow concurrently. Department staff clarified the FY91-92 proposed
funding for RLIS Urban Reserves enhancements is for additional rural
map layers beyond the base parcels information.

Of the $50,000, appfdximately $10,000 will be spent this fiscal year,
requiring carry-over of the remaining $40,000 into FY31-92 to complete
the work.

~In voting against the resolution, Councilor Van Bergen stated his
concern over the on-going growth of RLIS. He also noted the State is
examining secondary lands (non-prime agricultural/rural lands) and
their uses. ' :

. JPMEEVEN A:\911430.CR



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF

THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING AMEND- ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1430
MENT TO A PERSONAL SERVICES TO ) Introduced by Rena Cusma
EXPAND THE RLIS MAP EXTENT TO ) Executive Officer
INCLUDE RURAL AREAS ADJACENT THE UGB

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Service District has embarked upon
development of a Regional Land Information System (RLIS), covering the Portland
metropolitan area, for the purpose of serving information needs of regional
planning, member jurisdictions, citizenry, and the business community; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the Metropolitan Service District finds it
" necessary to include the rural areas adjacent the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) in
the RLIS system to support the information requirements of urban growth
management planning; and

o WHEREAS, there are funds available in the current fiscal year budget
to amend the personal services contract with David Evans and Associates, the
contractor currently developing the RLIS map base for Metro; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.04.054 of the Metro Code requires that the

Council must approve contract amendments for an amount greater than $10,000;
‘now, therefore, '

BE IT RESOLVED,

“That the contract with David Evans and Associates (#901-334) be
amended to add 350 sections to the RLIS map base at a cost not to exceed $50,000.

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

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer



CONTRACT AMENDMENT

That contract between the Metropolitan Service District (METRO) and David
Evans and Associates, for spatial data conversion, contract number 901-334,
" Article 2, is hereby amended to increase the number of PGE Intergraph quarter-
section maps to be converted to ARC/INFO from 1,677 to 3,077. The area of
coverage is outlined on the attached map exhibit "A". The work to be completed
for these additional 1,400 quarter-sections is described in Article 2, work tasks 1, 2,
and 4. The rate of delivery shall average 140 quarter-sections per month and final -
delivery of completed product shall be no later than December 31, 1991.

Article 4 is hereby amended to provide compensation based on direct incurred
costs, plus overhead charges, not to exceed $50,000 for the scope of work defined
by this amendment. This will produce an average cost per quarter-section of $36.
Monthly charges will be consistent with this average cost but expected to vary
according to the complexity of the area being mapped.

Dated:
David F.vané and Associates METRO
By: : By:.

Title: Title:



CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1430 FOR THE PURPOSE
OF APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE PERSONAL SERVICES
CONTRACT WITH DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES TO EXPAND
THE RLIS MAP EXTENT TO INCLUDE RURAL AREAS

ADJACENT TO THE URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY (UGB)

Date: March 29, 1991  Presented by Andy Cotugno/Dick Bolen

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

It has become evident as part of the process of developing RUGGO that the
area currently being mapped by the RLIS system should be expanded to
include the rural lands adjacent to the UGB. These lands are where the
region's long-term future land supply exist and information regarding urban
encroachment and suitability for urban expansion are needed.

The attached map shows the areas under consideration. This adds 350 map
sections to the 552 currently being developed. The cost is not to exceed
$50,000. The result is expanding the geographic extent of RLIS by 63 percent
“with a 31 percent cost increase. S

Mapping lands adjacent to the UGB will involve a continuation of the
contractual work now in progress with David Evans and Associates (DEA).
 When the RFP was issued for this work only one other firm responded. DEA
- has proven themselves capable and efficient in conducting this work and it is
_ therefore desirable to keep them on the project. Time and money will be lost
if another RFP is distributed for the expansion. Metro staff has reviewed
DEA's estimate of cost to do this addtional mapping and finds their not-to -
exceed estimate of $50,000 appropriate. This review included a visit to each of
the county assessors to review the complexity of the maps being converted
and to determine the average time required to accomplish the work.

Therefore, it has been concluded that the area being added to RLIS is that
portion of the region needed to support anticipated urban growth

. management activities and that efficiencies and cost savings will result from
adding this work to the current contract with DEA.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 91-1430
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Agenda Item No. 6.4 4
Meeting Date: April 25, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1433



TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT

'RESOLUTION NO. 91-1433 APPROVING A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP)
FOR PERSONAL SERVICES TO DIGITIZE SOIL SURVEYS OF CLACKAMAS
AND MULTNOMAH COUNTIES

[

Date: April 10, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Bauer

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the April 9, 1991 Transportation and
Planning Committee meeting, Councilors Gardner, McLain, Van Bergen and
myself voted 3 to 1 (Van Bergen dissenting) to recommend the Council
adopt Resolution No. 91-1433. Councilor Devlin was excused.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Resolution No. 91-1433 approves release
of an RFP to secure services for preparing Multnomah and Clackamas

. County soils surveys ("digitizing") for inclusion on the Regional Land
.Information System (RLIS). Because the contract extends beyond a
single fiscal year, Council review and approval of the RFP and
subsequent contract are necessary. The project cost is $36,000 and
the resolution waives Code requirements for Council approval of the
final contract, authorlzlng the Executive Officer to execute the
contract.

Funding for the soils digitization comes from the Thematic/Land Use
Suitability Study supported in the FY90-91 budget for $100,000. The
remaining study funds would pay for expansion of the RLIS base map to -
rural areas just outside the Urban Growth Boundary (a $50,000 contract
"extension to be approved under Resolution No. 91-1430), a Satellite
Imagery Project ($9,000), and an intergovernmental agreement extension
with the University of Oregon Landscape Architecture Department
($1,500).

Department staff clarified the FY90-91 budget identified $90,000 for
soils digitization, but $80,000 of that amount were targeted grants

from federal and state sources. The grants were not received, but -

$10,000 in Metro excise tax revenues was used to digitize Washington
County soils surveys for the Unifieid Sewerage Agency.

The soils maps on RLIS will provide data for Planning and Develop-
ment’s Urban Reserves and Urban Infill analyses to support implement-
ation of the Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives (RUGGO).

As with Resolution No. 91-1430, Councilor Van Bergen voted against
Resolution No. 91-1433 due to concerns about the continued growth of
RLIS.

JPMSEVEN A:911433.CR



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF
. THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING A ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1433 °

CONTRACT TO DIGITIZE SOIL SURVEYS ) INTRODUCED BY EXECUTIVE
OF CLACKAMAS AND MULTNOMAH COUNTIES ) OFFICER RENA CUSMA

WHEREAS, resources for digitizing the Soil Conservation
Service's Soil Surveys for the METRO region was approved by the
cOuncil in the FY90-91 budget; and |

WHEREAS, the regional importance of acquiring this data has
been demonstrated by the contributions by local governments toward
sharing costs of the project;'and

WHEREAS, digitization of the Washington County Soil Survey has
been completed, with Clackamas and Multnomah Counties Soil Surveys
remaining to complete tha region; and

WEEREAS, digitization of the Soil Surveys has been identified
as an important component in the Land Usah Suitability Stﬁdy
aﬁproved in the FY90-91 budget under the "A" contract listing; and

' .WHEREAS, METRO Code 2.04.033(a) (1) requires QOuncillapproval
of contracts prior to execution when expenditure of appropriations
érovided for that contract in the current fiscal year budget will
occur in following fiscal year; now therefore, o

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council af the Metropolitan Service District hereby
approves release of the Request For Proposals.for tha Digitization
of Soil Surveys of Clackamas and Multnomah Counties; and

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District waives
Vthe requirement of Council approval of the contracﬁ and authorizes

the Executive Officer to execute the contract.



\

- ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1991. ' ‘

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer




REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

DIGITIZATION OF SOIL SURVEYS

OF CLACKAMAS AND MULTNOMAH COUNTIES

-~ METROPOLITAN S8ERVICE DISTRICT

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPT.
2000 8.W. FIRST AVENUE"

PORTLAND, OREGON 97201-5398

 APRIL, 1991



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
FOR DIGITIZATION OF SOIL SURVEY MAPS

I. CALL FOR PROPOSALS

The Planning and Development Department of the Métropolitan Service
District (METRO) is requesting proposals for digitizing the Soil

Conservation Service (SCS) maps for Clackamas and Multnomah

Counties, Oregon. Soil lines, open water boundaries, and survey
boundaries will be digitized and each polygon will be labeled.
Each map sheet will be edge-matched with adjoining sections to form
a 7.5 minute quadrant map.

Proposals must be addressed to: -
' ' Metropolitan Service District
Attn: Jim Morgan
2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97201-5398

The METRO staff person responsible for coordinating this project is
Jim Morgan at (503)221-1646.

Proposals must be delivered to the METRO office at the address
above no later than 5:00 p.m. PDT, April 29, 1991, attention Jim
Morgan. ;

IX. BACKGROUND

The Soil Surveys developed by the U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation
Service (SCS) are the principal sources of soil information for
planners and engineers. These surveys identify and locate soil
types, describe their characteristics, and interpret their uses.
The Soil Surveys have been completed for Clackamas and Multnomah
Counties. The Soil Survey is published in the form of map,
tabular, and text data. For extensive analysis using soils data
alone or with other data layers, soil survey data needs to be
digitized for use in a computerized geographical information system
(GIS). The spatial data (soil maps) needs to be digitized and
tabular data linked with the spatial data for analysis.

" In a cooperative effort between METRO, SCS, and participating'

agencies, the Soil Surveys for the two counties will be digitized
by a selected contractor. To date, the Washington County Soil
survey has been digitized using the procedures described herein.
The final product will be digital files of the county survey maps
with their associated attributes that can be used in a GIS for
analysis and map generation. Each file will contain the data for
one 7.5' quadrant map. Separate files will be created when more
than one of the above mentioned counties occurs on a single 7.5!'
quadrant map. : : :



BUDGET

Present funds allocated by METRO for digitization of soil surveys
total $43,000.

SCO OF WO

The preferred method of map digitization described 1n the Scope of
Work is electronic scanning and editing. This is preferred method
given: ! :

1) the availability of the source documents in separate layers,
making scanning more feasible; and, .

2) the availability of recently developed software efficient in
editing scanned files.

SOURCE DOCUMENTS

The Soil Conservation Service will provide all source documents.
Each map consists of two separate layers compiled on stable based
mylar material: one layer with soil mapping unit polygons with
streams, rivers, and lakes delineating, and some cultural features
(e.g. major highways, airports); the other layer containing labels
for each polygon.

The maps were originally compiled on an orthophoto base. Each map
sheet is one-third of a USGS 7.5 minute quadrant map. Joining
three maps along northern and southern edges will yield a USGS 7.5
minute quadrant map.

Soil maps were compiled at the 1:20,000 scale. Maps have adequate
points for geo-registration, with the exception of oversize sheets
and insets. The oversize and inset sections will have to be cut
off the original mylar, taped to a plotted quad frame on mylar, and
. scanned separately. The overlay data is essentially the same as
the map sheets published in the Soil Surveys, but without the
orthophoto background.

Tabular data associated with the maps has been entered into the SCS
soil database system. The consultant is not expected to enter nor
correlate the tabular data.

There is a total of 98 soil map sheets for c1ackamas and Multnomah
"Counties.

SCS PROVISIONS .

-8CS-will provide to the contractor the following:




1. Source documents as described above. '

2. Available soil scientist at the work site during normal
-working hours to provide corrections to errors originating
from the source documents. ‘ v

METRO PROVISIONS

METRO will provide to the contractor the following:

1. A contractual agreement, management of the agreement, -and
disbursement of funds to the contractor according to the
agreement.

2. The role as the principal coordinator for the project.

PROCEDURES AND REQUIREMENTS

Technical requirements for digitizing soil survey maps will follow
standards outlined in SCS National Instruction No.170-303, Second
Ed., Technical Specifications for Digitizing Soil Survey Maps,
issued September, 1990 (see Attachment A). These specifications
will be followed with the exceptlons of modifications approved by
Oregon SCS. One important modification is the requirement that the
final vector file format will be DLG-3 Optional and conform to
requirements stated in Step 8 below.

A pilot project had verified that scanning with a Houston
Instruments 4000 scanner or Houston Instruments Scan-Cad attachment
to a DMP-62 Plotter and appropriate editing with LTPlus software
can meet SCS speciflcations. ‘The critical line placement standards
of within 0.010" of the original source material were consistently
met with this procedure.

A brief outline of procedures is given below.

1. Electronlcally scan the overlays.

Each sheet will be scanned at a minimum resolution of 200
DPI (Dots Per Inch) and- a raster file created.
Resolution of the raster file will be maintained in a
manner that ensures no degradation .of the original
scanned resolution. An example of a typical working
resolution from the pilot test is a 2784 pixel height by
a 4896 pixel width with a pixel size of 8.199 feet for a
1/3 quad sheet. '

2. Geo-reglster 50115 maps to standard map base and coordinates.
Maps will be referenced by Latitude/Longitude, UTM, and
State Plane coordinate systems.

3. Edit raster files.

Editing will include deletion of unwanted lines (roads,

single-lined streams), closure of open polygons, cleanup

of dangling lines. Neatlines will be removed between the



4.

8.

one-third quadrant map sheets and files combined to
produce one data file for each USGS 7.5' quadrant area.

Add soil symbols.

Edge

Soil mapping unit symbols, as they appear in the
manuscript, will be entered for each polygon in a soil
polygon layer. The locations of special soil features,
both point and linear, will be digitized as a separate
line map layer. :

matching. : ;

Joining each map sheet will require adjustments to be
made due to information not matching at the edge of
sheets. The soil boundaries ending at all four neatlines

will be computer joined to any adjoining map sheets to"

achieve an exact match. Edge matching the soils between

. counties will also be necessary. SCS soil scientists

will resolve edge matching questions.

Quality control by SCS.

Any abnormalities or errors noted throughout the editing
process that originate from the source documents, such as
mislabeled polygons or mismatched soil units along an
edge of map, will require guidance from SCS prior to
correction by the contractor. The contractor will
provide checkplots of full 7.5 minute quad areas
containing soil polygons, soil polygon map symbols, and
soil feature locations for final quality control checks
by SCS soil scientists. The check plots will be at the
same scale as the published soil survey maps.

Prepare attributes for export.

Convert soil polygon and feature map symbols to integer
attributes and construct data dictionary files relating
new integer attributes to previous map symbols. There

" will be two data dictionary files for the entire survey,

one for soil polygon symbols and one for feature symbols.

Prepare final vector files.

Thin vertices and export the 7.5 minute quad soil polygon
layer and soil feature 1layer, both with integer

‘attributes, in the Digital Line Graph Optional format

(DLG-3 Optonal). Options selected during the export will
include both objects and attributes, coded pairs, UTM
coordinate system, and all map type objects. This will
result in a file that carries the integer attribute as a
DLG minor code. 1Include the soil symbol and feature
symbol data dictionary files for the Clackamas and

~ Multnomah Counties Soil Surveys with the final set of

DLG-3 files. File naming and file header information -

will conform to Oregon SCS conventions. Many GIS

.systems, ‘including ARC/INFO and -GRASS, have support




A]

software to efficiently import map layers prepared in
this format.

(o) CRIPTION AND EXP NC

The company submitting a proposal must submit a general company
description and list its experience specifically pertaining to the

- source documents of the project (SCS Soil Surveys) and digitization

of spatial data. Descriptions should include any experience with

. geographical information systems (GIS)and spatial data management

software.

V. PROPOSAL INSTRUCTIONS

A. Submission of Proposal - :
’ One (1) copy of the proposal shall be furnished to METRO
addressed to: .
Metropolitan Service District
Attn: Jim Morgan
2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97201-5398

B. Deadline ' ,
Proposals will not be considered if received after 5:00 p.m.
April 29, 1991. Postmarks are not acceptable. )

C. RFP as Basis for Proposals -

This RFP represents the most definitive statement Metro will
make concerning information upon which proposals are to be
based. Any verbal information which is not contained in this

RFP will not be considered by Metro in evaluating the
proposals. All questions relating to the RFP must be
submitted to Jim Morgan. Any questions which in the opinion
of Metro warrant a written reply or RFP amendment will be
furnished to all parties receiving a copy of this RFP. Metro
will not respond to questions received after Friday,

April 26, 1991.

VI. PROPOSAL CONTENTS

1. Company Description and Experience
2. Time for Completion (maximum of 6 months)

3. Proposed Cost



VII. "GENERAL PROPOSAL/CO CONDITIONS

A.

Limitation and Award -- This RFP does not commit Metro to the

- award of a contract, nor to pay any costs incurred in the

preparation and submission of proposals in anticipation of a
contract. Metro reserves the right to accept or reject any or
all proposals received as the result of this request, to
negotiate with all qualified sources, or to cancel all or part
of this RFP.

Subconsultants -- In the event that any subconsultants are to
be used in the performance of this Agreement, the contractor.
agrees to make a good faith effort, as that term is defined in
Metro's Disadvantaged Business Program (Section 2.04.160 of

"Metro's Code), to reach the goals of subconsulting 7 percent

of the contract amount to Disadvantaged Businesses and 5
percent of the contract amount to Women Businesses. The
consultant shall contact Metro prior to negotiating any
subcontracts. Metro reserves the right, at all times during
the period of this Agreement, to monitor compliance with the
terms of this paragraph and Metro's Disadvantaged Business
Program.

.

Contract Type--A copy of the standard form contract which the
successful vendor will be required to execute is attached
(Attachment B). :

Validity Period and Authority--The proposal shall be considered
valid for a period of at least ninety (90) days and shall '
contain a statement to that effect. The proposal shall contain
the name, title, address and telephone.number of an individual

. or individuals with authority to bind any company contacted-

during the period in which Metro is evaluating the proposal.

Insurance Requlrements--The contractor shall provide (from
1nsurance companies acceptable to METRO) General Liability
insurance coverage with a combined single limit of not less
than $500,000. Before commencing work under this contract, the
contractor shall furnish METRO with a certificate of insurance
evidencing coverage as specified, nam1ng:METRo as an additional
insured.

VIIY. EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

Criteria for'finallselection of the vendor will be based on:

1.
2.
3.

4.

Company's General Experience
Experience Working with Source Documents
‘Experience in Digitizing

Proposed Cost




STAFF REPORT

DIGITIZATION OF SCS SOILS SURVEYS OF CLACKAMAS AND MULTNOMAH
COUNTIES :

Date: April 9, 1991 - Presented by: Pat Lee

. PROPOSED _ACTION

Resolution No. 91-1433 requests that the Council approve release of
a Request For Proposals (RFP) to contract digitization of the SCS
Soil Surveys of Clackamas and Washington Counties using the funds
appropriated in fiscal year 1990-91. The contract will extend into
fiscal year 1991-92 before the project will be completed. By
adopting the resolution, the Council waives the requirement of
Council approval of the contract and authorizes the Executive
Officer to execute the contract once awarded.

CKGROUND AND ANALYSIS
The USDA Soil Conservation Service's Soil Surveys identify and

locate soil types, describe their characteristics, and interpret
their uses. The Soil Survey is published in the form of map,
tabular, and text data. For extensive analysis using soils data
"alone or with other data layers, soil survey data needs to be
digitized for use in a computerized geographical information system
(GIS). Soils data is critical .for identifying prime agricultural
lands, secondary lands' characteristics, wetlands (hydric soils),
potentially highly erodible lands, and other soil characteristics
related to land use potential.

Through the coordinated efforts of METRO and under the auspices of
the SCS, the three counties of the METRO region will be the first
counties in the state to be digitized. Digitization of the Soil
Survey of Washington County has been completed by a METRO
contractor. The proposed project will develop the same data in the
RLIS database layer for Clackamas 'and Multnomah counties.

‘The Request for Proposals for Digitization ‘of Clackamas and
Multnomah Counties to be sent to prospective contractors is
attached. ' : .

- BUDGET IMPA = A |
The first phase of the soil digitization project covering

Washington County was financed through a joint effort of the
- Unified Sewerage Agency of Washington County and METRO. METRO
appropriation for this phase in FY90-91 was in the "B" contract
listing. The proposed final phase of the project, with an
estimated cost of $43,000, will be funded primarily through funds
appropriated in FY90-91 for the Land Use Suitability Study on the
wpA" contract list. Additional contributions to fund this final
phase are expected from Clackamas County and the Oregon Bureau of
State Lands. :



EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION | ' ‘
The Executive Officer recommends that the Council adopt Resolutlon
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-1436



HETRO COUNCIL
April 25, 1991
Agenda Item No. 6.5

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1436, FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING RELEASE OF A
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR PERSONAL SERVICES TO ENHANCE THE
CENSUS BUREAU TIGER MAPS FOR USE IN THE REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION
SYSTEM (RLIS), WAIVING COUNCIL APPROVAL OF THE CONTRACT, AND
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE THE FINAL CONTRACT

Date: April 24, 1991 : Presented by: Councilor Devlin

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the April 23, 1991 Transportation and
~Planning Committee meeting, Councilors Bauer, Gardner, Van Bergen and
myself voted unanimously to recommend Council adopt Resolution No. 91-
1436 as amended. Councilor McLain was excused.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Resolution No. 91-1436 would release an
RFP for services to enhance/upgrade the Census Bureau’s TIGER street
address mapping system for use on RLIS. The Transportation Department
FY91-92 Proposed Budget includes this $115,000 contract. Approval of
Resolution No. 91-1436 would allow the project to begin this fiscal
year, recognizing $40,250 which Tri-Met has committed early to begin a
critical component of the project. .

Transportation Department staff summarized contract work which will
add to TIGER streets built since the 1990 census work was completed;
pick up streets which the census missed; and improve TIGER’s graphic
product, making it more accurate through incorporation with RLIS.
Staff noted integrating TIGER with RLIS will make census updates less
expensive. -

The Committee reviewed the project funding. The FY91-92 Proposed
Budget reflects the total project cost of $140,250 of which $115,000
is contract services. Metro is proposed to pay for half of the
contract with the remaining portion coming from other participating
agencies. Tri-Met is now pledging $40,250 towards the a discrete
project component. The RFP is for a multi-year contract, with the
Tri-Met work moving from FY90-91 into FY91-92, but only approves
expenditure of-$40,250 this year. Expenditure of the remaining
$74,750 is subject to Council approval through the FY91-92 budget.
Staff does not anticipate the contract extending beyond FY91-92.

The Committee amended the title of the Resolution to add at the end,
"waiving Council approval of the contract, and authorizing the
Executive Officer to execute the contract." The resolution "Be It
Resolved" paragraph was also amended to incorporate standard language
on contract amendment and funding limitations, with the following
language added (underlined): "...authorizes the Executive Officer to
execute. the.final contract, subject to the final contract not
substantially differing from the original RFP and not exceeding the

budgeted funds for this project.

JPMSEVEN A:911432.CR



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

' FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING
RELEASE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
(RFP) FOR PERSONAL SERVICES TO EN-
HANCE THE CENSUS BUREAU TIGER MAPS
FOR USE IN THE REGIONAL LAND IN-
FORMATION SYSTEM (RLIS)

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1436

Introduced by
Rena Cusma,
Executive Officer

T Vs N® N Nt

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District has embarked
upon development of a Regional Land Information System (RLIS)
covering the Portland metropolitan area for the purpose of serving
information needs of regional blanning, member jurisdictions,
citizenry and the business community; and

| WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service District
finds that the TIGER digital street address map delivered to Metro
'by the U.S. Census Bureau provides a valuable addition to RLIS for
a variety of uses, especially for transportation and solid waste
planning activiﬁies; and '
_VWHEREAS,’Thé TIGER map requires certain enhancements,
‘such as the addition of missing streets and address ranges to make
' it useful for the purposes sought; and |

WHEREAS, Tri-Met is ﬁroviding‘$4o,250 toward the accom-
p;ishment.of this project; and ' |

WHEREAS, There are funds avaiiable in the current fiscal
'year budget to conduct this work; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.033 (a) (1) requires
Council approQal of contracts prior to execution when expenditure

of appropriations provided for that contract in the current fiscal



year budget will occur in the following fiscal year budget; now, .

therefore, | -

BE IT RESOLVED, ‘

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District:
hereby approves release of the Request for Propoéals for the
enhancement of the TIGER digital street address map, waives_the
requirement for Council approval'of the final contract and authq-

rizes the Executive Officer to.execute the final contract.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropblitan Service Dis-

trict this day of , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

91-1436.RES
04-04-91




METR

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

5032211646 -
)
Request for Proposals (RFP)
for Digital Map Enhancement (TIGER)
Introduction |

The Data Resource Center (DRC) of the Metropolitan Service District (Metro)
is currently developing a Regional Land Information System (RLIS) for the
Portland, Oregon metropolitan area. This system uses geographic
information system (GIS) computer technology. An essential addition being
made to this system is a digital street address map developed by the U.S5.
Census Bureau. To render this map useful for applications and Metro, by
other agencies and by business, it is necessary to accomplish certain
enhancements

This request seeks proposals for enhancing the TIGER maps for Multnomah,
Clackamas and Washington Counties. Costs for this work are budgeted at .
$115,000. This fiscal year (June 30) only $40,250 of this amount is available
and the remainder is subject to Metro budget approval for FY 1991-92.
Proposers may include optional items exceeding budgeted costs for
consideration. The full work program is expect to require 6 to 10 months to
complete. Proposals will be due on April 29, 1991, 5:00 PM PST, in Metro's
business offices at 2000 S.W. First Avenue, Portland, OR 97201-5398.

!

Background/History of Project

The attached memorandum to the local "TIGER interest group" of Metro's
member. jurisdictions provides information on how this work has been
conceived over the past year.

- Proposed Scope of Work

Proposals are sought which define a methodology and production
schedule for delivery of an enhanced TIGER map in Arc/Info format
for Multnomah, Clackamas and Washingtion counties. The
enhancement work shall involve two major tasks:

- Editing the TIGER map as it comes from the Census Bureau to
add missing street segments and addresses

- Re-registering the TIGER map to conform to the RLIS parcel
- base map. ’ ’



IV.

VI.

VII.

. Proposal Instructions . _ ' ' S ‘

The first task must be completed within: the $40,250 budget allocating
for the current fiscal year to assure Tri-Met a usable product for its ‘
investment in this project. The work does not have to be completed

this fiscal year however. ‘

Qualificationleperience

The successful proposer must demonstrate evidence of ability to perform the
required work, including examples of similar projects and references to
contact. In particular, experience with digital street address network files and
applications, such as the TIGER file. This product must be delivered in
Arc/Info format, requiring that the proposer be a licensed user of ESRI's
Network product, operating on a workstation computer system.

The firms submitting proposals shall include with their proposal statements
on the following:

A. Qualifications

1. Description of personnel education and expertise. .
2. Number of full-time staff and number to be allocated to this
project. '
3. Historical and present day descrlpnon of company.
B.  Experience and References
1. Similar projects conducted for public and/or private sector
. clients. .
2. References specifically pertaining to network GIS applications,
with emphasis on those using TIGER.
4, Experxence of the project manager relevant to this pro;ect
Quality of Proposal

Quality of each submitted proposal will be evaluated based on:

A.  Completeness of Technical Proposal résponse | _
B. . Completeness of Cost/Price Proposal response h
<. Reforomsr (7)) (1 e A s bntd @ -/.,.Mw

Project Administration

Metro's Project Manager is Richard Bolen and all inquiries should be directed
to him. Alan Holsted should be contacted if Richard Bolen is not available.

~




Submission of Proposals

Three (3) copies of the proposal shall be furnished to Metro addressed
to: ' '

Richard Bolen
Data Resource Center
Metropolitan Service District
2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

Deadline

Proposals will not be considered if received after 5:00 p.m. PST, April
29, 1991., Postmarks are not acceptable.

RFP as Basis for Proposals

This RFP and attachment represent the most definitive statement
Metro will make concerning information upon which proposals are to .
be based. Any verbal information which is not contained in this RFP
will not be considered by Metro in evaluating the proposals. All
questions relating to the RFP or the project must be submitted in
writing to Richard Bolen. Any questions which, in the opinion of
Metro, warrant a written reply or RFP amendment will be furnished to
all parties receiving a copy of this RFP. Metro will not respond to
questions received after December 3, 1990.

Subconsultants; Disadvantaged Business Program

A subconsultant is any person or firm proposed to work for the prime
consultant on this project. Metro does not wish any subconsultant
selection to be finalized prior to contract award. For any task or portion
of a task to be undertaken by a subconsultant, the prime consultant
shall not contract with a subconsultant on an exclusive basis.

In the event that any subconsultants are to be used in the performance
of this agreement, consultant agrees to make a good-faith effort, as that
term is defined in Metro's Disadvantaged Business Program (Section
2.04.160 of the Metro Code) to reach the goals of subcontracting 7
percent (7%) of the contract amount to Disadvantaged Businesses and 5
percent (5%) of the contract amount to Women-Owned Businesses.
Consultant shall contact Metro prior to negotiating any subcontracts.
Metro reserves the right, at all times during the period of this
agreement, to monitor compliance with the terms of this paragraph
and Metro's Disadvantaged Business Program.



VIII. Proposal'Contents

The proposal should contain not more than fifty (50) pages of written
material (excluding biographies and brochures, which may be included in an
appendix), describing the ability of the consultant to perform the work
requested, as outlined below:

A.

Transmittal Letter -- Indicate who will be assigned to the project, who
will be project manager, and that the proposal will be valid for ninety
(90) days. .

Approach/ Pro]ect Work Plan -- Describe how the work will be done
within the given time frame and budget. Include a proposed work plan
and schedule.

Staffing/Project Manager Designation -- Identify specific personnel
assigned to major project tasks, their roles in relation to the work
required, percent of their time on the project, and special qualifications
they may bring to the project.. -

Metro intends to award this contract to a single firm to provide the

services required. Proposals must-identify a single person as project
manager to work with Metro. The consultant must assure
responsibility for any subconsultant work and shall be responsible for
the day-to-day direction and internal management of the consultant
effort.

Experience - List projects conducted over the past five years similar to

~ the work required here. For each project, include the name of the

contact person, his/her title, role on the project, and telephone
number. Identify persons on the proposed study team who worked on
each project and their respective roles. Include resumes of individuals
proposed for this contract. «

Cost/Budget -- Present the proposed cost of the project and the
proposed method of compensation. List hourly rates for personnel
assigned to the project, total personnel expenditures, support services,
and subconsultant fees (if any). Requested expenses should also be
listed. List as options the cost of any items suggested as comphments to
the central focus of this project.

Exceptions and Comments -- To facilitate evaluation of proposals,
Metro wishes that all responding firms adhere to the format outlined
within this RFP. : ~




Firms wishing to take exception to, or comment on, any specified
criteria within this RFP are encouraged to document their concerns in
this part of their proposal. Exceptions or comments should be succinct,
thorough and organized.

General Propqsall(fdntract Conditions

A.

Limitation and Award — This RFP does not commit Metro to the award
of a contract, nor to pay any costs incurred in the preparation and
submission of proposals in anticipation of a contract. Metro reserves
the right to accept or reject any or all proposals received as the result of
this request, to negotiate with all qualified sources, or to cancel all or

part of this RFP. -

Contract Type - Metro intends to award a personal services contract
with the selected firm for this project.

Billing Procedures - Proposers are informed that the billing procedures
of the selected firm are subject to the review and prior approval of
Metro before reimbursement of services can occur. A monthly billing,
accompanied by a progress report, will be prepared for review and
approval.

Validity Period and Authority — The propbsal shall be considered valid

for a period of at least ninety (90) days and shall contain a statement to

that effect. The proposal shall contain the name, title, address, and
telephone number of an individual or individuals with authority to
bind any company contacted during the period in which Metro is
evaluating the proposal.

The contractor shall provide (from insurance companies acceptable to
Metro) General Llability insurance coverage with a combined single
limit ot not less that $500,000. Before commencing work under this

" contract, the contractor shall furnish Metro with a certificate "of

insurance evidencing coverage as specified, naming Metro as an
additional insured.

Evaluation of Proposals

A Proposal Analysis Group of Metro staff (PAG) will independently read,
review and evaluate each proposal. Selection will be made on the basis of the
criteria listed below, and as depicted on the Proposal Evaluation Matrix
contained herein.

Review of proposals will include an interview with each of the top scoring
proposers. It is anticipated that two to four will be selected. Following
interviews, one or more may be asked to resubmit their proposal if the



interview process produces new information which is deemed desirable to
incorporate into their proposal(s) for further reevaluation.

Once each member of the PAG has independently read and rated each
proposal and completed a proposal evaluation matrix form, a composite
rating will be developed which will indicate the Group's collective ranking of
the highest rated proposals, in descending order. At this point, the PAG will
conduct interviews with only the top ranked firms, usually the top three,
depending upon the number of proposals received. Following interviews,
one or more may be asked to resubmit their proposal if the interview process
produces new information which the PAG would like incorporated into their
proposal(s) for further evaluation. The Proposal Analysis Group will conduct
all subsequent negotiations and will make a recommendation for the contract
award.




References for:

IMPORTANT: Proposers shall provide references on this form only.

1. "Firm Name '

Contact

Title

Mailing Address

Phone

2. Firm Name

Contact

" Title

Mailing Address

Phone

3. Firm Name

Contact

Title

Mailing Address

Phone

4. Firm Name

Contact

Title

Mailing Address

Phone

5. Firm Name

Contact

Title

Mailing Address

Phone




TIGER ENHANCEMENT PROJECT
(RFP)

PROPOSAL EVALUATION MATRIX

Maximum Points: 100

FIRM: _ _ _
MAXIMUM POINTS SCORE

1. Quaiifications.- . ' 15 | .
2. Experience with similar projects. v 15 -
3. Propoéed Methodoloéy. : o 15 -
4."  Cost of Services. ' ' 15 -
5.  Deliverables | - | 15 —_
6. Overall quality and completeness '

of proposal. S -

Subtotal 80

20

R *
7. Interviews :
‘ Total 100

What are the three primary reasons you have for recommending this firm?

* Considered only for those selected for interview

8




What are the three primary reasons you have for rejecting this firm?

General Comments/Clarifications/Questions:

Name of Evaluator ' Date




METRO - Memorandum

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

DATE: November 29, 1990

TO: TIGER Interest Group
FROM: Dick Bolen, Data Resource Center Supervisor

RE: TIGER Pilot Study Presentation at Metro, Room 335
December 11, 1990, 9:00 am

At the May meeting of the TIGER interest group, Metro agreed to devote some
time toward evaluation of TIGER to determine the following:

* suitability and reliability for local govemmexit applications
* tasks required to adapt the TIGER files to support local applications

* an estimate of the resources needed (staff and computer) to make the

‘ ‘ needed refinements and continue maintenance for succeeding years
Study Area
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A subarea of the Was}iington County TIGER file was selected in Aloha. This
area was chosen because it is an area experiencing rapid development and the
RLIS parcel base map is also available for this area. '

Evaluation of data for this subarea focused on the types of uses Metro expects to
have for TIGER. For example, geocoding addresses, travel time isochrons
(routing), and service area delineations (allocating resources). This work was
.admittedly biased by its focus on Metro's needs, even though many other users'
applications will be similar. Therefore, an objective in presenting the results of
this work is to identify the desired types of applications and to develop an
approach meeting the requirements of the broader TIGER user community.

Prmcmal Fmdmgs

1. Completeness of records - In the rapldly developing Aloha area, 30% of the
address ranges were missing and several subdivisions were not included.
Some of the missing ranges were spread intermittently along the length of a
street, presenting the need for time-consuming hunt-and-pick editing. This
incompleteness is a function of the rate of development occurring in this
suburban area. A geocoding project recently completed in Portland showed
a more than 95% success rate. Therefore, the temporal stability of an area
has a direct relationship on the reliability of TIGER.

2. Registration with other digital base maps -- Registration with either the
ODOT 1:24,000 series street base or the PGE parcel base map was very poor.
In some cases, differences as great as 500 feet were observed. .

‘
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3. Cartographic quality -- The majority of the urban area is covered by the 1980
census DIME file which has a low quality appearance. This is primarilly due
to the absence of shape-points for smoothing curved lines. The results are
shown on the previous map example.

TIGER Enhancement Options Considered

Upon completing the evaluation, the following options for adapting TIGER for
local applications were considered: :

1. The "out-of-the-box" option - Use TIGER as it comes, for as long as it
serves a useful purpose (no maintenance). '

Pros -- minimal cost.

Cons -- is out of date upon arrival, has incomplete records, poor
registration and cartographic quality

2. Register to ODOT street base — Register TIGER to the ODOT street base,
producing improved cartographic quality; add missing streets and addresses;
correct any other coding errors (e.g., out of sequence street numbering) and-
develop an ongoing maintenance plan.

Pros -- an enhanced TIGER product with improved cartography

and complete address data '

Cons -- relatively costly to develop and maintain, this map base
- will not register with the region's parcel GIS base map

being developed for RLIS : '

3. - Register to Metro's RLIS parcel base -- Register TIGER to Metro's parcel base
map, creating a common digital base map for this region. In essence, this
would merge TIGER, ODOT and RLIS onto a single base. As in Option 2,
TIGER's data would be cleaned up and a maintenance plan adopted.

Pros-- This option provides enhanced cartography and data
« coverage with the added features of being cheaper and
easier to maintain. A major benefit will be the creation a
single map registration base for all GIS projects in the
region, network or parcel based. ) ‘

Cons - . Initial development will be slightly more costly than
registering TIGER to the ODOT base map.



Recommended Option

It is suggested that the third option be considered. The result will be a common
digital map base for registry of spatial data products developed in the three
county area. RLIS is currently incorporating the most accurate digital parcel base
data available or currently being developed by the cities and counties of the .
region. Therefore, replacing TIGER and ODOT with a network base map
derived from an RLIS centerline file will produce consistency with the large
scale digital parcel maps currently under development by Metro and several
local jurisdictions. .

In the years ahead, as jurisdictions develop, parcel map bases exceeding the

accuracy of RLIS, Metro plans to integrate them into RLIS and make registry

adjustments to related spatial data as needed. Such adjustments would include
- the network base map (TIGER). :

Registry of TIGER to the RLIS base will make maintenance a much more
efficient process than if done solely for TIGER. As new streets are added to RLIS,
it will be a straightforward process to create a centerline file and copy it onto the
network base map (enhanced TIGER). In addition, the address ranges will be
available from the same agencies Metro will be dealing with to. obtain related
land records information.

Project Cost

Options 2 and 3 present similar cost figures for the initial work to enhance
TIGER. The third option offers lower maintenance costs, however. Following
is the cost estimate for the recommended option, broken into a Phase 1
development year and Phase 2 ongoing maintenance period.

Phase 1, development - Put out for bid
. Total = $115,000
Phase 2, maintenance -- Staff =1 FTE
Cost = $30,000
Computer = one workstation & license
Cost = $28,000 .
Total = $58,000 (first year includes capital costs)




Cost sharing

Following is a proposed scheme for sharing costs among the TIGER user
community. This group is divided into four parts:

| Regional Agencies
- County Govgmments

Local G;)vemments (including schools)
Private Businesses |

DiStributing development costs amdng these four produces a $28,750 target for
each group. The incentive for participation in development will be twofold:

The "developers" will not be charged maintenance costs

in future years unless future sales and annual fees to

agencies not participating in development are insufficient
_ to cover all maintenance costs; and

the schedule of development will be guided by the
developers, supporting their project priorities and
timetables to the extent feasible and acceptable by all
members.

The regional, county and local shares could be sought as a portion that Metro's |
governments contribute through their annual dues. This would leave $28,750 to

be raised from businesses offering GIS services and non-member governments

such as schools and special districts. To obligate the dues for this project will .
require consideration as part of Metro's FY 91-92 budget. ' ’

Project Scheduling

There is interest by some agencies in developing an enhanced TIGER product as
soon as possible. However, the above cost-sharing proposal is of necessity

- scheduled to mesh with the fiscal budget cycles of government. This fesults in a
- project start-up date of July 1991. To begin the enhancement process in the

current fiscal year will require identifying a source of funds to carry the project
over to the 1991-92 fiscal year. If an earlier start-up date such as March 1990 were
selected, funds would be needed to carry the project for four months at an
approximate cost of $50,000.

. Phase 1 development will require seven to twelve months of elapsed time,

depending upon the amount of resources committed by the contracting firm. A
March start-up could conceivably produce an enhanced TIGER product by the fall
of 1991. Beginning the work in July will result in a delivery date from the winter
of 1992 to the following summer.



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1436 FOR THE PURPOSE

- OF APPROVING RELEASE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) FOR
PERSONAL SERVICES TO ENHANCE THE CENSUS BUREAU TIGER MAPS
FOR USE IN THE REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION SYSTEM (RLIS)

Date: April 4, 1991 - Presented by: Andrew C. Cotugno
. Richard C. Bolen

PROPOSED ACTION
Distribution of a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the purpose of
developlng a contract to enhance the Census Bureau TIGER maps for

use in the Regional Land Information System and waiver of final
- contract approval, with execution by the Executive Officer.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND ANQ ANALYSIS

The RFP is to retain a contractor to enhance the TIGER digital
street address map developed by the Census Bureau to process the
mail-in 1990 census returns. This is a valuable product which can
be adapted to provide a high value GIS product for public and
private uses. . These include mapping address-based records, routing
emergency vehlcles, and solid waste flow modeling.

The past year has been spent working with Metro's member jurisdic-
tions to determine the usefulness of TIGER and the work needed to
adapt it to area government needs. Tri-Met has the most urgent
need, primarily for paratransit trip planning and has committed
$40,250 toward the project this fiscal year. The total pro;ect
cost is estimated to cost $115,000 and half of this amount is
included in the FY 91-92 budget. The remaining half is to come
from other participating agencies, such as Tri-Met's proposed
share.

It is possible to begin the contractual work this fiscal year,
using the $40,000 Tri-Met contribution. The RFP requires that a
deliverable product equaling $40,000 be defined to assure Tri-Met
that it will receive value for its contribution if Metro's share is
not approved by Council during the budget process. Therefore, this
RFP is for a multi-year contract, not to exceed $115,000, but with

" " the stipulation that only $40, 250 be spent this fiscal year and the

remainder to be subject to Metro budget approval. Metro staff is
currently seeking donations from other agencies and has gotten
positive comments from the Portland School District, the Tlgard

. School District and the Portland City Lighting Bureau.

' The RFP also requires that the majority of the contract work be

done at a site in the Portland metropolitan area in order that
Metro staff may inspect work in progress.



EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION ' .

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 91-
1436. ‘ ' '




Agenda Item No. 6.6
Meeting Date: April 25, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1428



TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT

‘ RESOLUTION NO. 91-1428, ESTABLISHING GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA
FOR THE GREENSPACES DEMONSTRATION GRANT PROGRAM TO RESTORE AND
ENHANCE URBAN WETLANDS, STREAMS AND RIPARIAN CORRIDORS

Date: April 18, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Devlin

" COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the April 9, 1991 Transportation and
Planning Committee meeting, all members were present and voted
unanimously to recommend .Council adopt Resolution No. 91-1428 as
amended.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Resolution No. 91-1428 approves guide-
lines and criteria for Metro to award $200,000 in demonstration grants
starting in July, 1991. The $200,000 is part of a $537,000 grant the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service awarded to Metro this fiscal year for
the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program. The demonstration grant funding
is for planning, restoration and enhancement of urban fish and wild-
life habitat, with a strong public outreach component. Staff antici-
pates 10 to 15 projects will receive the demonstration grants.

The Review and Selection Committee to nominate grant recipients will
have 10 members, including 3 Metro Councilors. All of the grant award
recommendations will be submitted to the Executive Officer and come to

‘ Council for final approval.

Staff reviewed components of the grant process: a 50 percent local
match of cash or in-kind services is required; at least one project
will be funded in each of the four Portland/Vancouver metropolitan
area counties; projects must be on public lands; funds cannot be used
to purchase land/easements/optlons or equipment; proposed projects
must be within the Greenspaces inventory area. Applications will be
due May 31, 1991 and there will be two pre-application workshops

May 6.

The Committee asked about any future.budget obligations Metro assumes
with the demonstration grant program. The only cost will be Metro
staff time to monitor the grants.

Amendments to the resolution and grant application (see mark-ups in

attached materials) were as follows:

"o On_the second page of the resolution, first line, change "two" to
"three" Metro Councilors;

‘0o On page 4 of the application, change the date of May 1 to Auqust 1
for the date by which applicants must record any land donations
with their County Assessor in order to count them towards the local
match requirement; .

o On page 4 of the application, change the federal hourly minimum
. wage from "$4.75" to "$4.25", the correct amount.

’ JPMSEVEN A:911428.CR




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING RESOLUTION NO. 21-1428

GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA FOR THE ;

GREENSPACES DEMONSTRATION GRANT ) Introduced by Rena Cusma, :
PROGRAM TO RESTORE AND ENHANCE ) - Executive Officer '
URBAN WETLANDS, STREAMS AND :: )

RIPARIAN CORRIDORS )

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Greénspaces Program has bqﬁined a four phase approach
to ihventorying, mapping, analyzing, preserving, protecting and pdtentially acquiring natural
areas; and \

WHEREAS, Phase 3 calls for restoration and enhancement démonstration projects as part
of the Greenspaces Program; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has awarded Metro $200,000 to carry-
" out such restoratioxi and &hancement projects; and

WHEREAS, the demonstration projects will increase cooperation between Metro, federal,
state and local agencies, nonprofit organizations, neighborhood organizations and the general
public in the restoration and enhancement of urban natural resources; and

WHEREA8; the Council of the Metropolitan Service District has adopted resolutions of
support for ﬁe Greenspaces and Parks/Natural Areas Program over the past two years through

Resolutions Nb.‘89-1043, 89-1129, 90-1261 and 90-1344; aﬂd _

WHEREAS, the Greenspaces Technical Advisory Committee and Parks Forum have
feviewed ﬁle proposed criteriﬁ and guidelines for the demonstration grants; and

WHEREAS, the Greenspaces Policy Advisor'y Committee recommended at its February

27, 1991 meeting that the proposed criteria and guidelines for the demonstration grants be



consisting of twe mm Metro Councilors, Planning and Development staff, biologists, planners, .
and citizens to review and recommend to the Executive Officer and Council which projects

should be funded.

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

, 1991,

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer




METRQPQLI TAN GREENSPACES PROGRAM

DEMONSTRATION GRANTS
to

RESTORE AND ENHANCE

URBAN WETLANDS, STREAMS and RIPARIAN CORRIDORS
in _tha

Portland/Vancouver Region

Application For Fundin
Applications Due By: May 31, 1991 (Friday) 5:00 p.m. at Metro

_ Metropolitan Service District
- Planning and Development Department
2000 S.W. First Ave.
- Portland, Oregon 97201-5398

503/221-1646

May 1, 1991
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Background and Purpose of the Program

The Metropolitan Greenspaces Program is a regional approach to protecting

_natural resources coordinated by the Metropolitan Service District. The
‘program proposes to link a mosaic of natural areas into connecting

greenspaces, preserve fish and wildlife habitat, and create greenway
corridors for plants, animals and people. The Greenspaces Program is a
unique regional ecological approach to managing urban natural areas and is
based on visionary ideals that go beyond political boundaries.

Encompassing the Portland, Oregon/Vancouver, Washington region and its
four counties -Clackamas, Multnomah, Washington and Clark- the program
embodies unparalleled cooperation to protect significant expanses of
landscape. Involved are local governments in all four counties, as well as
virtually every city in the metropolitan region. Under the direction of Metro,
they are joined by Portland State University, special districts, conservation
organizations, the business community, and numerous citizen groups.

Objectives of the demonstration grants program include: carrying-out needed
restoration and enhancement projects that might not other wise be
completed; increasing public awareness of the loss of our urban natural
resources and the importance of saving and preserving wetlands and
streams; implementing projects that involve numerous jurisdictions, agencies,
and "friends groups;” to show that cooperative and regional approaches offer
real solutions. - Y

The demonstration grants will be awarded to projects which will restore and
enhance sites to their original natural states (or as best as possible).
Targeted sites for the grants include urban wetlands, streams and riparian
corridors. Organizations which receive funding must agree to maintain the
site as a natural area with only passive recreational opportunities (wildlife

- viewing, hiking, etc.) in perpetuity. The types of projects that Metro will

assist are listed in this packet.

L Funds cannot be used to purchase land/easements/options, or
equipment.

. . Existing and new projects will receive the same consideration for
funding. ' ,

> Joint applications between public agencies and nonprofits are
encouraged. : !



The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the lead federal agency working with
Metro on the Greenspaces Program. The intent of this grant program, which
local jurisdictions and nonprofit organizations can apply for, is to demonstrate
that greenspaces protection projects can be successfully completed on a
regional level with the proper planning, cooperative efforts and the

- availability of resources.

A Greenspaces Master Plan, which is being developed during the next
fourteen months, will outline specifig steps on how the region can work
together to identify, preserve, protect and potentially acquire natural areas
which have area-wide significance, biological uniqueness, or whlch help to -
interconnect other natural resource areas and parks.

TheA program has become nationally recognized because of its cooperative,
regional and innovative approach to inventorying and planning for the
preservation of natural areas. Through the efforts of Sen. Mark Hatfield and
Rep. Les AuCoin, Congress has awarded Metro a speclal grant to carry-out
regional planning, public awareness activities and "on the ground"
demonstration projects to restore and enhance urban wetlands, streams,
riparian corridors and wildlife habitat. It is intended that the Greenspaces
Program will serve as a model for other urban areas across the country.

Eligible to Apply and Geographic Service Area of th

|
Grant Program
. Cities, counties and special districts wuthln the boundanes of the

Metropolitan Service District.
o Cities, counties and special districts within Clark County, Washington.

° Nonprofit Organizations which are certified by the Internal Revenue
Service (IRS) as 50! (C) (3) tax deductible charitable entities. These
* organizations must be located or provide services primarily within the
boundaries of the Metropolitan Service District or in Clark County
‘Washington.

° Organizations may submit more than one application, but must state a
priority (e.g. numerical ranking) for each proposal.” While we have not
ruled out the possibility of funding more than one project in a
jurisdiction, it will be unlikely due to the limited amount of funds
available. | -




V.

. Project sites eligible for funding must be located within the
Greenspaces inventory area (i.e. within the Metro boundaries;
portion of Sauvie Island within Multnomah County; Multnomah
County east to the Mount Hood National Forest; areas adjacent and
near Forest Park which was inventoried; Hagg Lake; Clark County)

nt of F ilabl

. .SZO0,000 in federal funds will be available. Metro will be responsible for

reviewing applications, as well as making the awards and carrying out project
oversight. All projects which receive funds will be subject to Metro and
federal performance standards and audits.

At least one project in each of the four metropolitan counties and the city of
Portland will be funded. Due to the relatively small amount of funds available
and the monitoring requirements of projects which receive funding, it is
anticipated that no more than 10 projects will be funded. No average
amount for the grants has been established. Funds will not be awarded to
geographic areas based upon their populations. All applications will be
reviewed for project merit based upon the guidelines and criteria for selection
as listed in this application packet.

The Metro Council will have final approval of all projects selected for funding.

Successful applicants may be requested to-make changes to their projects.
based on recommendations of the selection committee.

Local Match Requirements

A 50 percent local match is required of each project. Applicants providing
more than the minimum match requirement will receive greater consideration
as outlined in the Selection Guidelines and Criteria.

The local match may include:

° Cash designated for the project

L Staff time (wages) to be allocated to the project which may already
be budgeted \ :

e - Actual cost of land purchases/easements/development restriction

agreements of the site to be restored and enhanced. If these items
were donated, their fair market values will be the local match. All

3 '



transactions must be closed and recorded with the County Assessor -
no later than prier-te May-+—199+ August 1, 1991. This is the date
when projects may start. A grant award is contingent upon the site
being in public or private nonprofit ownership. The value of these
donations and purchases can be counted retroactively to May 1, 1990
and still be counted as part of the local match. For example if you
bought the site or received a donation prior to May 1, 1990 it would
not count as part of the local match. You will receive credit for site
acquisitions and donations for one year pnor to the availability of this
application (May 1,.1991). , , . .

K . Easements and development restriction agreements must be owned
by a public agency or a private nonprofit organization. Easements and
development restriction agreements must be in perpetuity.

° Cost of planning, engmeenng, biological studies, surveys, inventories
and plans

o Cost of landscape plans, designs and drawings

° Actual cost of purchases of plants, materials and supplies.

. Actual cost of purchase or rental of equipment and tools for "on the
ground” work activities

. Volunteer hours designated to the project. Hours can be used for

planning and/or actual labor at the project sites. The match is
computed at the rate of one hour times the federal hourly minimum
wage of $4-76 $4.25.

o Direct labor, supplies, materials, rental cost of equnpment needed to
develop and/or construct trails/greenways along riparian corridors
which complement the natural state and wildlife habitat of a site;
stresses passive recreational opportunities; and which interconnect

other natural areas and parks.  Public accessibility to demonstration
sites is a major objective of the program

Applicants may begin accountmg for their local match as of May 1, 1991
Some applicants may begin site preparation work and/or planmng in \
anticipation of receiving a demonstration grant.

Metro encourages applicants to seek other sources of funds and donated
services and materials to leverage the federal funds. This grant program is
based on challenging applicants to secure partnerships with other
government agencies, nonprofit orgamzatlons, friends groups, busmesses,
and the general publlc.




NOTE: All grants will be awarded on a reimbursement basis. No money.will
be advanced to demonstration projects. The local project applicant will have
to front-end the costs. A billing procedure will be established on a monthly

or every two month basis. - :

What We Will Fund:

Sites where work is to occur must be on publicly owned lands or on
land with conservation easements protecting the natural integrity of
the proposed work site. Easements must be in effect for perpetuity.
Development restriction agreements must also be in effect for

- perpetuity.

Restoratuon and enhancement ("on the ground™ work) of urban
wetlands, streams and riparian corridors. Sites should be restored to
an original natural state.

Plants and materials (cost to purchase items and labor costs to plant)

Earth moving work which restores a site to its original natural state

Direct labor costs for "on the ground” work (clearing bush, planting,
etc.)

Rental fees for equipment to carry out "on the ground” work

Cost of constructing water control structures (labor and materials)
which maintain and/or restore a site to its original natural state or
maintains eco!oglcal integrity of the site

Fish and wildlife habitat improvement projects such as birdhouses,
wood duck boxes, etc.

Note: Nonprofit organizations may apply for up to 10 percent of the
cost of professional services (planning, engineering, biological studies,
landscape plans) related to the project. -Metro acknowledges that
nonprofit organizations do not have in-house professional staff to

. provide such services.)



VI.

What We Will Not Fund:

° Professional Services (planning, engineering, biological studies;
inventories, mapping, landscape drawings, etc.). Nonprofit
organizations may apply for up to 10 percent of such costs though.

Purchase of land, easements, development restriction agreements and
options

Purchase of tools or equipment

°. Planning, development or construction of trails, paths and greenways

Purchase or construction of interpretive facilities, displays, viewing
platforms, shelters and/or signs .

idelines and Criteria for Selecti

° Each criterion may be weighted differently during the evaluation
process.” An evaluation sheet will be available for review at the Metro
-office following the final awards of the demonstration grants.

7

. Restoring a site to its natural and native state

° Ecological Appropriateness: Restores and supports fish and wildlife
habitat; complements natural state of the site; restores native
biological communities and native plants at sites

° Projects which are self-sustaining and which require mlmmal
management and maintenance

Sites located in geographic areas which provide connections and
linkages with other natural areas and parks. Restoring a site along a
regional corridor or greenway to its natural state

. Projects with multi-objectives (i.e. supports water quality improve- ‘
- ments; interconnected system of natural areas and parks; passive -
recreational opportunities such as wildlife viewing, hiking, etc.)

Cost effectiveness of the pro;ect' dollar for dollar impact; scope and
size of the proposal

Project is feasible and manageable; accounting capablhty of apphcant
Involvement of more than one public agency, nonprofit organization,
"friends groups”, business, and citizens

6




e  Amount of local resources committed to the project. Applicants
providing more than minimum match requirement will receive greater
consideration. o ‘

] Written agreement to maintain the site in perpetuity as a natural area
with only passive recreational activities. Public ownership or private
nonprofit ownership of the land or easement is also required.

. Evidence of a locally approved Management Plan for the site or natural
resources protection plan are also required.

o Project is consistent with and complements locally adopted
comprehensive plans, and local Parks and Recreation Master Plans

o Accessibility to the Site by the public
. | Accessibility to the Site by the Disabled
o Evidence of local support for the Greenspaces Prograf'n (i.e. passage.

of the resolution supporting the planning efforts of the program;
and/or financial support for the natural areas inventory, mapping and

analysis)
° Creative and innovative projeéts, with new approacheé to solving
problems.
VII. Evaluation and Selection of Proposals

A selection committee will review and evaluate proposals according to
program guidelines and criteria. An standard evaluation form will be used by
each committee member. Members of the selection committee will be
familiar with the Greenspaces Program and represent Metro, the Greenspaces
Policy Advisory Committee and Technical Advisory Committee, state and
federal agencies, and the environmental community. Members will have

- technical backgrounds in biology, urban and land use planning, water
resources planning, grants administration; project management, and
community experience in natural resources preservation.

The selection committee will tour all of the proposed project sites, if this
number does not exceed 15 sites. If Metro receives more than 15
applications, the selection committee will determine a "finalists list" of where
actual site visits will be conducted.

Al finalists will also be required to make a formal presentation (not to exceed

7
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X

30 minutes) describing their project before the selection committee. Oral
presentations, slide shows, video shows, charts, maps, photographs, etc.
can be part of the formal presentation. The presentations will be made
during the same day. Selection committee members will also interview
applicants. Site visits will not be on the same day as the formal
presentations.. Finalists will be notified in advance of their scheduled
presentation. Detailed instructions will be provided to the finalists.

A list of projects recommended for funding will be presented by Metro
Execuﬁve Officer Rena Cusma to the Metro Council for final approval.

ract and Audit Requirements of Sel

o Specific details of contractual, reimbursement, accounting, auditing
and legal requirements will be available to only those applicants whlch
are awarded a demonstration grant. Numerous-assurances and
legal/contractual obligations must be signed by the organizations
selected for funding. :

e Metro and the organizations selected for funding will enter into a

contract to carry out project activities.

° The program will be on a reimbursement basis. No federal funds will
be advanced to Metro or the organizations selected for funding. Thus
organizations will have to "front" all costs. Reimbursements may take
up to 60 days. A detailed billing procedure will be outlined to the
organizations selected for funding.

e Al projects.will be subject to Metro and federal audits.

. Metro will conduct a workshop. for the project managers of the
selected projects to inform them of all requirements.

-Application Worksh

Metro will conduct a workshop for potential applucants prior to the
application deadline.

The grant application process will be deScribed in detail. Date: May 6, 1991

--two sessions; attend one: 3:30 to 5:00 p.m. or 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. at
Metro, Room 440, '




X. Check List of What You Must Submit
. __ Application Form (includes project description, list of project staff,
budget, schedule, letters of endorsement, etc.). This is all detailed in the
application packet. :
____Site and Vicinity Map which clearly details project area
___Photographls) or Slide(s) or video tape(s) of Site

____List and Schedule of all ‘Governmental Permits and Approvals Needed

Documentation of IRS Status for Nonprofits and Articles of Incorporation

Xl. Key Dates |
e Applications Available: May 1, 1991

. Pre-Application Workshop: May 6, 1991 3:30-5:00 p.m. and
6:00-7:30 p.m.

‘ ° Application Deadline: May 31, 1991 (5:00 p.m.) Applications muSt
be received.

. | Site Visits: June-July 1991

° Presentations and Interviews: June-July 1991 .

. Réview and Selection Period: June-July 1991

e Awards Made: By July 31,1991

o l;lotification to Successful and Unsuccessful Applicants by 7/31/91

. Post Award Conferences: By July 31, 1991

° Project Start: Augusf 1, 1991 (estimated)
Xil. Awar nfer

Successful applicants will attend a conference to go over award and contract
requirements. Notifications will be mailed to successful applicants.
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= APPLICATION FORM =

r litan Gr rogram -- D nstrati ran
Due May 31, 1991 by 5:00 p.m.

- Name of Applicant Organization:

Department or Division:

Type of Organization: —City ___County ___Special District ___Nonprofit

Describe Your Organization:

(You may enclose brochures about your organization.)

If This Is A Joint Application of more than one agency/organization, please list all
the agencies and/or organizations:

Project Manager/Contact Person:

~ Address: .

Telephone:

Project Title:

~ Type in Name of Signatory:

Signature - Date
Chief Elected Official or Executive Director
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1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In the space provided below and on additional attaéhad sheets, describe your
. project in detail. Information must be typed. Piease respond to the
following. You may include additonal information.

Location of Project: County, Township, Range, Section, and Stream
Mile if pertinent (please attach map) , s
Project Narrative and Objective 4

Problem Which Is Being Addressed and How It Will Be Solved

Benefits and Values of the Project '

How will the project improve present conditions in the wetlands,

riparian and adjacent uplands?

'How The Project is Consistent with the Objectives of the Metrbpolitan

Greenspaces Program and local plans

Coordination of project with other agencies, nonprofit organizations,
neighborhood associations and citizens t

How will the project promote public awareness of natural areas
preservation and the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program?

What educational opportunities will the project provide?

Other relevant information :

NOTE: You may use additional pages for your project description



2. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

NOTE: You may attach additional sheets

Page30f8 ‘

Describe the topography and present development/vegetation/wildlife
habitat of the site. Describe the surrounding area, adjacent land uses,
and the interrelationships with adjacent areas.

What is the zoning of the site?

What is the comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Describe the long-term management of the site.

‘What agencies will monitor and be responsible for the site’s

envrionmental integrity?
Describe the following environmental elements which would be
affected.
a) land use
b) fish and wildlife
c) vegetation
-d) geology and soils .
e) mineral resources
‘f) air and water quality
g) water resources and hydrology
h) historic and archaeological resources
i) transportation access
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3. WORKPLAN AND SCHEDULE

Describe below the specific work tasks required to complete your project and
a scheduled with estimated dates. Assume that projects start August 1,
1991 and end September 30, 1992.

TASK Estimated Date

’
1
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4. List of Governmental Permits and Approvals Needed with Dates

rmi rov " Agency ~ Date
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5. PROJECT BUDGET ' “
: Local Match Request of Metro  Total -

a) Personnel
b) Mgterials, Plants and Supplies
c) Rental Fees

d) Professional Services (planning,
engineering, biological studies,
landscape plans). Each applicant
must detail this cost, but only
nonprofits may apply for a reim-
bursement of up to 10 percent of

_total costs.

. @)  Volunteer Labor Hrs. @ $4.75

f) Indirect Costs/Overhead
(not grant eligible)

a) Contingency
~ (not grant eligible)

h) Detail all local resources
" dedicated to the project
(not grant eligible)

TOTAL Funds

' " Note: You may use additional pages for your budget summary.
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6. PROJECT STAFF and VOLUNTEERS : |

List names and summarize their qualifications
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REFERENCES

List four personal, civic, business or community references who are not
employees, elected or appointed officials, volunteers, and/or board members
of your organization/agency which are knowledgeable of your organization
and its work in preserving natural resources and/or your specific proposal

Name

Organization/Affiliation

Address Phone

Name

Organization/Affiliation

Address Phone

Name_

Organization/Affiliation

Address Phone

Name

Organization/Affiliation

Address Phone




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING
GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA FOR THE

)  RESOLUTION NO. 91-1428
) .
'GREENSPACES DEMONSTRATION GRANT )  Introduced by Rena Cusma,
)
)
)

PROGRAM TO RESTORE AND ENHANCE Executive Officer
URBAN WETLANDS, STREAMS AND
' RIPARIAN CORRIDORS -

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program has outlined a four phase approach
to inventorying, mapping, analyzing, i)resewing, protecting and potentially acquiring natural
areas; and . . :

WHEREAS, Phase 3 calls for restoration and enhancement demonstration projects as part
of the Greenspaces Program; and |

WHEREAS, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has awarded Metro $200, 000 to carry-
out such restoration and enhancement projects; and |

WHEREAS , the demonstration projects will mcmse cooperation betwéen Meuﬁ, federal,
state and local agencies, nonprofit organizations, neighborhood organizaﬁons and the general
public in the restoration and enhancement of urban natural resources; and

' WHEREAS, the Council of the Metropolitan Service District has adopted resolutions of
sﬁpport for the Greenspace# and Parks/Natural Areas Program over the past two years through
. Resolutions No. 89-1043, 89-1129, 90-1261 and 90-1344; and |

WHERBAS, the Greenspaces Technical Advisory Com;niuee and Parks Forum have
reviewed the proposed criteriﬁ and guidelines for the demonstration grants; and

WHEREAS, the Greenspaces Policy Advisory Committee recommended at its February

27, 1991 meeting that the proposed criteria and guidelines for the demonstration grants be



approved in concept; and

WHEREAS all funded projects will be momtored for successful completion by the
affected local, state and feQeml agencies, and Metro; and

" WHEREAS, all projects and funds will be subject to Metro and federal audits, and

contracting procedures; and ’ | | |

WHEREAS, all pfojegts recommenced for. funding must be approved by the Metro
Council. ’ |

BE IT RESOLVED, | .

1) That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District hereby establishes a special -
demonstration grant program to assist public agehcies and nonprofit organizations in the -
restoration and enhancement 6f urban wetlands, streams and Ariparian corridors. The guidelines,
cntena, and application kit for the program are hereby adop§ed Aas outlined in Exhibit A .he:eto.‘

2) Th:ﬁ the Council of the Metropolitan Service Disfrict hereby approves the criteria and
guidelines for the demonstration grants to restore and enhance urban wetlands, streams and
riparian corridors under the coordination of the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program which is
staffed by the Planning and Dévelopment Departmént. The guidelines, criteria, and appli@tioﬁ
| kit are hereby adopted as outlined in Exhibit A hé.reto

3) That the Council of the Metropohtan Service sttnct hereby dlrects the Chau of the
Metropolitan Greenspaces Pohcy Advisory Comrmttee (Councllor Rlchard Devhn) to work with’
staff in the Planning and Development Department to carry out the demonstration grant program
as out]ihed by the criteria and guidelines in Exhibit A hereto. |

4) That the Council bf the Metropolitan Service District directs the Chair of the

Metropolitan Greenspaces Policy Advisory Committee to organize a selection committee




consisting of two Metro Councilors, Planning and Development staff, biologists, planners, and

citizens to review and recommend to the Executive Officer and Council which projects should -

be funded.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this __ _day of

, 1991,

Tanya Coliier, Presiding Officer



"EXHIBIT A

METROPOLITAN GREENSPACES PROGRAM

DEMONSTRATION GRANTS
to

RESTORE AND ENHANCE

URBAN WETLANDS, STREAMS and RIPARIAN CORRIDORS
in the

Portland/Vancouver Region

Application For Fundin

Applications Due By: May 31, 1991 (Friday) 5:00 p.m. at Metro

Metropolitan Service District
Planning and Development Department
2000 S.W. First Ave.
Portland, Oregon 97201-5398

J

503/221-1646

May 1, 1991
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B'k'rn Purpc¢ 'fhrr

The Metropolitan Greenspaces Program is a regional approach to protecting
natural resources coordinated by the Metropolitan Service District. The

. program proposes to link a mosaic of natural areas into connecting

greenspaces, preserve fish and wildlife habitat, and create greenway
corridors for plants, animals and people. The Greenspaces Program is a
unique regional ecological approach to managing urban natural areas and is
based on visionary ideals that go beyond political boundaries.

Encompassing the Portland, Oregon/Vancouver, Washington region and its
four counties -Clackamas, Multnomah, Washington and Clark- the program
embodies unparalleled cooperation to protect significant expanses of
landscape. Involved are local governments in all four counties, as well as
virtually every city in the metropolitan region. Under the direction of Metro,
they are joined by Portland State University, special districts, conservation
organizations, the business community, and numerous-citizen groups.

Objectives of the demonstration grants program include: carrying-out needed
restoration and enhancement projects that might not other wise be
completed; increasing public awareness of the loss of our urban natural
resources and the importance of saving and preserving wetlands and
streams; implementing projects that involve numerous jurisdictions, agencies,
and "friends groups;" to show that cooperative and regional approaches offer
real solutions.

The demonstration grants will be awarded to projects which will restore and
enhance sites to their original natural states (or as best as possible).
Targeted sites for the grants include urban wetlands, streams and riparian
corridors. Organizations which receive funding must agree to maintain the
site as a natural area with only passive recreational opportunities (wildlife
viewing, hlklng, -etc.) in perpetuity. The types of pro;ects that Metro will
assist are listed in this packet.

] Funds cannot be used to purchase land/easements/options, or
equipment.
° Existing and new projects will receive the same consideration for
~ funding. j ‘
° Joint applications between public agencies and nonproflts are
encouraged.



The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the lead federal égency working with
Metro on the Greenspaces Program. The intent of this grant program, which

local jurisdictions and nonprofit organizations can apply for, is to demonstrate

that greenspaces protection projects can be successfully completed on a
regional level with the proper planning, cooperative efforts and the

- availability of resources.

A Greenspaces Master Plan, which is being developed during the next
fourteen months, will outline specific steps on how the region can work
together to identify, preserve, protect and potentially acquire natural areas
which have area-wide significance, biological uniqueness, or which help to
interconnect other natural resource areas and parks.

The program has become nationally recognized because of its cooperative,
regional and innovative approach to inventorying and planning for the
preservation of natural areas. Through the efforts of Sen. Mark Hatfield and

" Rep. Les AuCoin, Congress has awarded Metro a special grant to carry-out

regional planning, public awareness activities and "on the ground”
demonstration projects to restore and enhance urban wetlands, streams,
riparian corridors and wildlife habitat. It is intended that the Greenspaces
Program will serve as a model for other-urban areas across the country.

Who is Eligib! Apply an ographi rvice Ar f th
ran rogr
. Cities, counties and special districts within the bo.undaries of the

Metropolitan Service District.
. Cities, counties and special districts within Clark County, Washington.

L Nonprofit Organizations which are certified by the Internal Revenue
Service (IRS) as 501 (C) (3) tax deductible charitable entities. These
organizations must be located or provide services primarily within the
boundaries of the Metropolitan Service District or in Clark County

_ Washington. . '

U Organizations may submit more than one application, but must state a
priority (e.g. numerical ranking) for each proposal. While we have not
ruled out the possibility of funding more than one projectina
jurisdiction, it will be unlikely due to the limited amount of funds
available.




o Project sites eligible for funding must be located within the
Greenspaces inventory area (i.e. within the Metro boundaries;
portion of Sauvie Island within Multnomah County; Multnomah
County east to the Mount Hood National Forest; areas adjacent and
near Forest Park which was inventoried; Hagg Lake; Clark County)

f Fun vail
$200,000 in federal funds will be available. Metro will be responsible for

reviewing applications, as well as making the awards and carrying out project
oversight. All projects which receive funds will be subject to Metro and

federal performance standards and audits.

At least one project in each of the four metropolitan counties and the city of
Portland will be funded. Due to the relatively small amount of funds available
and the monitoring requirements of projects which receive funding, it is .
anticipated that no more than 10 projects will be funded. No average
amount for the grants has been established. Funds will not be awarded to
geographic areas based upon their populations. All applications will be
reviewed for project merit based upon the guidelines and criteria for selection
as listed in this application packet.

The Metro Council will have final approval of all projects selected for funding.
Successful applicants may be requested to make changes to their projects ..
based on recommendations of the selection committee. .

IV. Local Match Requirements

A 50 percent local match is required of each project. Applicants providing
more than the minimum match requirement will receive greater consideration

‘as outlined in the Selection Guidelines and Criteria.

The local match may include:
e  Cash designated for the project

L Staff time (wages) to be allocated to the project which may already
~ be budgeted '

. Actual cost of land purchases/easements/development restriction

agreements of the site to be restored and enhanced. If these items
were donated, their fair market values will be the local match. All

3



transactions must be closed prior to May 1, 1991. The value of these
-donations and purchases can be counted retroactively to May 1, 1990 '
and still be counted as part of the local match. For example if you

bought the site or received a donation prior to May 1, 1990 it would

not count as part of the local match. You will receive credit for site

acquisitions and donations for one year prior to the availability of this
application (May- 1, 1991).

° Easements and development restriction agreements must be owned
' by a public agency or a private nonprofit organization. Easements and
_development restriction agreements must be in perpetuity. '

° Cost of planning, engineering, biological studles, surveys, inventories
and plans

° Cost of landscape b’lané, designs and drawings

. Actual cost of purchases of plants, materials and supplies.

° Actual cost of purchase or rental of equnpment and tools for "on the

ground™ work activities

. Volunteer hours designated to the project. Hours can be used for*
planning and/or actual labor at the project sites. The match is
computed at the rate of one hour times the federal hourly minimum
wage of $4.75. :

. Direct labor, supplies, materials, rental cost of equipment needed to
develop and/or construct trails/greenways along riparian corridors
which complement the natural state and wildlife habitat of a site;
stresses passive recreational opportunities; and which interconnect
other natural areas and parks. Public access1b|||ty to demonstration
sites is a major objectlve of the program.

Applicants may begin accounting for their local match as of May 1, 1991.
Some applicants may begin site preparation work and/or planning in
anticipation of receiving a demonstration grant. :

Metro encourages applicants to seek other sources of funds and donated
services and materials to leverage the federal funds. This grant program is
based on challenging applicants to secure partnerships with other

government agencies, nonprofit organizations, friends groups, businesses,
and the general public.




NOTE: All grants will be awarded on a reimbursement basis. No money will
be advanced to demonstration projects. The local project applicant will have
to front-end the costs. A billing procedure will be established on a monthly
or every two month basis.

T

f Proj iviti hat We Will Fun N

What We Will Fund:

Sites where work is to occur must be on publicly owned lands or on
land with conservation easements protecting the natural integrity of
the proposed work site. Easements must be in effect for perpetuity.
Development restriction agreements must also be in effect for
perpetuity.

Restoration and enhancement ("on the ground™ work) of urban
wetlands, streams and riparian corndors. Sites should be restored to
an original natural state.

Plants and materials-(cost to purchase items and labor costs to plant)

Earth moving work which restores a site to its original natural state -

Direct labor costs for "on the ground™ work (clearing bush, planting, .
etc.) : .

‘Rental fees for equipment to carry out "on the ground” work

Cost of constructing water control structures (labor and materials)
which maintain and/or restore a site to its original natural state or
maintains ecological integrity of the site :

Fish and wildlife habitat |mprovement prolects such as birdhouses,
wood duck boxes, etc.

Note: Nonprofit organizations may apply for up to 10 percent of the .
cost of professional services (planning, engineering, biological studies,
landscape plans) related to the project. Metro acknowledges that
nonprofit organizations do not have in-house professional staff to
provide such services.)
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What We Will Not Fund:

U Professional Services (planning, engineering, biological studies,
inventories, mapping, landscape drawings, etc.). Nonprofit
organizations may apply for up to 10 percent of such costs though.

Purchase of land, easements, development restriction agreements and
options

Purchase of tools or equipment

Planning, development or construction of trails, paths and greenWays

Purchase or construction of interpretive facilities, displays, viewing
platforms, shelters and/or signs

idelin nd Criteria for Selection
*  Each criterion may be weighted differently during the evaluation
process. An -evaluation sheet will be available for review at the Metro

office following the final awards of the demonstration grants.

o Restoring a site to its natural and _nativé state

Ecological Appropriateness: Restores and supports fish and wildlife
~habitat; complements natural state of the site; restores native
biological communities and native plants at sites

° Projects which are self-sustaining and which require minimal
management and maintenance

Sites located in geographic areas which provide connections and
linkages with other natural areas and parks. Restoring a site along a
regional corridor or.greenway to its natural state

. Projects with multi-objectives (i.e. supports water quality improve-
ments; interconnected system of natural areas and parks; passive
- recreational opportunities such as wildlife viewing, hiking, etc.)

° Cost effectiveness of the project; dollar for dollar impact; scope and
size of the proposal

Project is feasible and manageable; accounting capability of applicant
Involvement of more than one public agency, nonproflt organization,
"friends groups”, busmess, and citizens

6
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° Amount of local resources committed to the project. Applicants
providing more than minimum match requirement will receive greater
consideration.

e Written agreement to maintain the site in perpetuity as a natural area

with only passive recreational activities. Public ownership or private
nonprofit ownership of the land or easement is also required.

° Evidence of a locally approved Management Plan for the site or natural-
~ resources protection plan are also required. ' ‘

° Proje'ct is consistent with and complements locally adopted
comprehensive plans, and local Parks and Recreation Master Plans

. Accessibility to the Site by the public
o Accessibility to the Site by the Disabled
° Evidence of local support for the Greenspaces Program (i.e. passage

of the resolution supporting the planning efforts of the program;
and/or financial support for the natural areas inventory, mapping and .

analysis)

o Creative and innovative projects, with new approaches to solving
problems. : :

Evaluation and Selection of Proposals - * . .

A selection committee will review and evaluate proposals according to
program guidelines and criteria. An standard evaluation form will be used by
each committee member. Members of the selection committee will be
familiar with the Greenspaces Program and represent Metro, the Greenspaces
Policy Advisory Committee and Technical Advisory Committee, state and

‘federal agencies, and the environmental community. Members will have

technical backgrounds in biology, urban and land use planning, water
resources planning, grants administration; project management, and
community experience in natural resources preservation.

.The selection committee will tour all of the proposed project sites, if this

number does not exceed 15 sites. If Metro receives more than 15
applications, the selection committee will determine a "finalists list” of where
actual site visits will be conducted." ,

All finalists will also be required to make a formal presentation (not to exceed
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IX.

30 rhinutes) describing their project before the selection committee. Oral
presentations, slide shows, video shows, charts, maps, photographs, etc.

- can be part of the formal presentation. The presentations will be made
“during the same day. Selection committee members will also interview

applicants. Site visits will not be on ‘the same day as the formal
presentations. Finalists will be notified in advance of their scheduled
presentation. Detailed instructions will be provided to the finalists.

A list of projects recommended for funding will be presented by Metro
Executive Officer Rena Cusma to the Metro Council for final approval.

ntract Audit Requiremen lected Proj

° Specific details of contractual, relmbursement, accounting, auditing

' and legal requirements will be available to only those applicants which
are awarded a demonstration grant. Numerous assurances and
legal/contractual obligations must be signed by the organizations
selected for funding.

° “Metro and the organizations selected for funding will enter into a
contract to carry out project activities.

K The program will be on a reimbursement basis. No federal funds will

-be advanced to Metro or the organizations selected for funding. Thus
organizations will have to "front" all costs. Reimbursements may take
up to 60 days.’ A detailed billing procedure will be outlined to the
-organizations selected for.funding.

° All projects will be subject to Metro and federal audits.

. Metro will conduct a workshop for the project managers of the
‘ selected projects to inform them of all requirements.

Pre-Application Workshop

Metro will conduct a workshop for potential appllcants prior to the
application deadline.

The grant application process will be described in detail. Date: May 6, 1991
--two sessions; attend one: 3:30 to 5:00 p.m. or 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. at
Metro, Room 440.




X.

Xl
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Check List of What You Must Submit

- A:;plication Form (includes project description, list of project staff,
budget, schedule, letters of endorsement, etc.). This is all detailed in the
application packgt. '

____Site and Vicinity Map which clearly details project area

__ Photographls) or Slide(s) or video tape(s) of Site

____List and Schedule of all Governmental Permits and Approvals Needed

_ Documéntation of IRS Status for Nonprofits and Articles of Incorporation
Kgy Dates

Applications Avallable May 1, 1991

° Pre-Application Workshop: May 6, 1991 3:30-5:00 p.m. and
6:00-7:30 p.m.

U Application Deadline: May 31, 1991 (5:00 p.m.) Appllcatlons must
be recelved

] Site V|S|ts: June-July 1991

o | Presentations and Interviews: June-July 1991

‘o Review and Selection Period: Juné-JuIy 1991

° Awards Made: By July 31, 1991

] Notifibation to Successful and Unsuccessful Applicants by 7/31/91
o Post Award Conferences: By July 31, 1991

. Project Start: August 1, 1991 (estimated)

Post Award Conferen .

Successful applicants will attend a conference to go over award and contract
requirements. Notifications will be mailed to successful applicants.
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n APPLIQATIQN FORM =

ropoli ram -- nstr n

Due May 31, 1991 by 5:00 p.m.

Name of Applicént Organization:

Department or Division:

Type of Organization: City ___County ___Special District _Nohprofit

Describe Your Organization:

(You may enclose brochures about your orgahization.)

If This Is A Joint Application of more than one agencylorgamzatlon, please list all
the agencies and/or organizations:

Project Manager/Contact Person:

~ Address:

Telephone:

Project Title:

Type in Name of Signatory:

Signature : __ Date
Chief Elected Official or Executive Director




. , Page 2 of 8 | .
1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION .

In the space provided below and on additional attached sheets, describe your
~ project in detail. Information must be typed. Please respond to the
following. You may include additonal information.

e  Location of Project: County, Township, Range, Sectlon and Stream
' Mile if pertinent (please attach map)
Project Narrative and Objective
Problem Which Is Being Addressed and How It Will Be Solved
Benefits and Values of the Project
How will the project improve present conditions in the wetlands, '
riparian and adjacent uplands?
e How The Project is Consistent with the Objectives of the Metropolitan
‘ Greenspaces Program and local plans
. Coordination of project with other agencies, nonprofit orgamzatlons,
neighborhood associations and citizens
e °  How will the project promote public awareness of natural areas
preservation and the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program?
What educational opportunities will the project provide?
° Other relevant information

NOTE: You may use radditional pages for your project description
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

e Describe the topography and present development/vegetation/wildlife
habitat of the site. Describe the surrounding area, adjacent land uses.
and the interrelationships with adjacent areas.

What is the zoning of the site?

- What is the comprehensive plan designation of the site?
Describe the long-term management of the site. ’
What agencies will monitor and be responsible for the site’s
envrionmental integrity?

. Describe the following environmental elements which would be
affected.
a) land use
b) fish and wildlife
c) vegetation
d) geology and soils
e) mineral resources’
f) air and water quality
g) water resources and hydrology
. h) historic and archaeological resources
. ‘ , i) transportation access

. NOTE: You may attach additional sheets
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3. WORKPLAN AND SCHEDULE AR | -

Describe beidw the specific work tasks required to complete your project and
a scheduled with estimatgd dates. Assume that projects start August 1,
1991 and end September 30, 1992.

TASK - | Estimated D
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4. List of Governmental Permits and 'Approvals Needed with Dates

rmi rov Agency Date

Which agencylies) will inspect the project for completion?
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5. PROJECT BUDGET -
Local Match  Reguestof Metro  Total -

a) Personnel
b) Materials, Plants and Supplies
c) Rental Fees

d)  Professional Services (planning,
engineering, biological studies,
landscape plans). Each applicant
must detail this cost, but only
nonprofits may apply for a reim-
bursement of up to 10 percent of
total costs.

e)  Volunteer Labor Hrs. @ $4.75

f) Indirect Costs/Overhead
(not grant eligible)

g) Contingency
(not grant eligible)

h) Detail all local resources
dedicated to the project
(not grant eligible)

7

TOTAL Funds

Note: You may use additional pages for your budget summary.
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: . 6. PROJECT STAFF and VOLUNTEERS '

List names and summarize their qualifications



Name

REFERENCES

Page 8 of 8

- List four personal, civic, business or community references who are not

employees, elected or appointed officials, volunteers, and/or board members
of your organization/agency which are knowledgeable of your organization
and its work in preserving natural resources and/or your specific proposal

Name

OrganizationlAffiIiatipn

Address

Phone

Organization/Affiliation

Address

Phone

Name

Organization/Affiliation

Address

Phone

Name,

Organization/Affiliation

Address

Phone




‘ STAFF REPORT

Date: April 9, 1991 - Presented by: Mel Huie

Planning & Development Dept.
 FACTUAL BACKGR NALYSI

~ Resolution No. 91-1428 establishes guidelines and criteria for awarding demonstration grants by‘

Metro to cities, counties, special districts, and nonprofit organizations to restore and enhance
urban wetlands, streams and riparian corridors. The purpose of this new grant program is to
carry out "on the ground" projects involving public agencies, nonprofit organizations, businesses
and citizens in restoring, preserving and enhancing fish and wildlife habitat located in wetlands
and riparian corridors. The demonstration projects will give Metro and the Greenspaces
Program increased public visibility. .

The grant program is a major public outreach activity of the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program.

This program will show that natural areas protection can be successfully completed on a regional

level with coordinated planning, cooperative efforts, partnerships, and the availability of
technical and financial resources provided by a regional agency such as Metro. The ecological
system, natural areas, rivers, streams, and riparian corridors we plan to restore and enhance

know no political boundaries. : '

Metro. will have $200,000 in grants to award starting in July 1991. Funding comes from the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service through a national demonstration grant awarded to Metro to
conduct planning, restoration and enhancement of urban fish and wildlife habitat, and public
outreach for the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program. Through the efforts of Sen. Mark Hatfield
and Rep. Les AuCoin, Congress appropriated funds for the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program
to carry out such activities. It is intended that the Greenspaces Program will serve as a model
for other urban areas across the country to inventory and protect open space and natural areas.

It is anticipated that approximately 10-15 projects will receive funding. At least one project will
be funded in each of the four counties in the metropolitan area and one in the city of Portland.
A local match of at least 50 percent is required. The match can be cash or in-kind services.
This grant program is intended to leverage- other financial and -volunteer resources from the
public and private sectors. There is much public interest and support for the program. Local
governments and nonprofit organizations support these types of restoration and enhancement



activities, but ﬁnfortunately lack the funding. Metro’s demonstration grants program will fill
a major need in the region. :

Funds are targeted for "on the ground" projects (labor, plants and materials)

Funds cannot be used to purchase land/easements/options or equipment

Existing and new projects will receive the same consideration for funding

Joint applications between public agencies, nonprofit organizations, *friends groups"” and
business are encouraged.

.

Attached is a complete application packet for review and approval in concept. -

R’ ) T

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 9]1-1428.




Agenda.Item No. 6.7
Meeting Date: April 25, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1422



METRO COUNCIL
April 25, 1991
Agenda Item No. 6.7

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNiHG COMMITTEE REPORT
RESOLUTION NO. 91-1422, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING COMMENTS

AND RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING DEQ’S COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS
FEE PROPOSAL - -

Date: April 24, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Gardner

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the April 23, 1991 Transportation and
Planning Committee meeting, Councilors Bauer, Devlin, Van Bergen and
myself voted 3 to 1 (Councilor Van Bergen dissenting) to recommend
Council adopt Resolution No. 91-1422 as amended. Councilor MclLain was
excused. .

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Resolution No. 91-1422 recommends speci-
fic amendments to House Bill 2175, now before the Oregon Legislature,
and requests continued regional involvement in implementation of the
bill’s vehicle emission aspects. HB2175 would implement fees on air
polluters per federal Clean Air Act Amendment requirements passed this
year. However, while federal requlations focus on industrial pollu-
ters, HB2175 would extend the philosophy of fees to other air pollu-
tion sources -- automobiles, field burning, slash burning.

Resolution No. 91-1422 follows up on Resolution No. 91-1388A, adopted
by the Council March 14, which broadly endorsed principles associated
with HB 2175; noted regional concerns with a Portland metropolitan
area add-on fee; and directed staff to develop additional comments on
HB2175.

Transportation Department staff reviewed the substance of the recom-~
mended HB2175 amendments outlined in Exhibit A to Resolution No. 91-
1422:

0 Proposed new Section 9 outlines a Portland metropolitan area
approach to developing fees, including Metro conducting a joint
study with the state Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
(subsection 1). Subsection 2 provides for Metro, the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the Bi-State
Policy Advisory Committee concurrence if DEQ initiates an emission
fee-based program. DEQ supported the concurrence requirement

" because the department does not have the authority to unilaterally
initiate such a program. Subsections 3 and 4 speak to Portland
area fee revenues being used solely to mitigate auto emissions and
a revenue management system being developed as a part of the joint
DEQ/Metro study. :

o Section 15 comments recommend a cooperative statewide approach to
reviewing air quality implications of the Emissions Fee Plan.

O Section 21 comments stréngthen the requirement that 100 percent of
fee revenues, after deducting administrative costs, shall be used
to mitigate auto emission pollution. '




T&P Committee Report
Resolution No. 91-1422
Page 2

o Section 24 comments would change the administrative cost deductions
from fee revenues from the proposed 15 percent annual cap to a two-
year 15 percent annual cap reduced thereafter to 10 percent. This
proposal reflects the common experience of administrative costs
decreasing once a program is well established.

Committee amendments addressed lanquage clarifications. The Committee
voted 3 to 1 (Councilor Van Bergen dissenting) to change "Portland
area" to "Portland metropolitan area", the common designation for the
full region, throughout the resolution and exhibit; to underline
"include" (as part of the recommended amendment) in the second line of
Section 8; to change "may" to "shall" in Section 8, consistent with
the intent of Resolution No. 91-1388A; and to delete "and" in the
eighth line of Section 8. X

JPMSEVEN A:911422.CR



" BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ‘
REGARDING DEQ'S COMPREHENSIVE Introduced by

) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1422

)
EMISSIONS FEE PROPOSAL ) David Knowles, Chair

)

)

Joint Policy Advisory Com-
mittee on Transportation
wﬁEREAS, The Portland metropolitan area is in violation
of air quality standards for carbon monoxide and ozone; and
WHEREAS, Motor vehiéles are.a significant source ofvair
pollution statewide apd should share the burden of meeting air
qﬁality standards; and |
- WHEREAS, The Departmént of Environmental Quality (DEQ)A
has proposed an emission fee approach to reduce emissions through
fees on polluters at the rate of $25.00 per ton; and
WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service
District has requested through Resolﬁtion'91-1388A that the
. Transportation Policy Advisory Committee (TPAC) work with the
»«:Department.of.EnVironmental-Quality (DEQ) to develop a Portland
area emissions approach; and
| WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service
District further directed TPAC to review the specifics of HB 2175
-and’ prepare comments and recommendations for review and consider-
ation by the Metro Council, the Joint Policy AdviSory Committee
on-Transportation (JPACT), and the Bi-State Policy Advisory
committee; and
WHEREAS, The air quality strategy recommended in HB

2175 as amended in this resolution is consistent with the Port-



land area's comprehensive regional effort to reduce reliance on
the single occupant vehicle; now, therefore,
' BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
adopts thé following reéommendations: |

1. That a Portland area emissions approach to meet air
- quality problems consistent with the Federal Clean Air Act |
Ahendments of 1990 be developeé as described and shown in Section
9 of Exhibit A. _

2. Other changes as described in Exhibit A be included
in HB 2175. ..

3. That the Metro Coﬁncil, JPACT, and the Bi-State
quicy Advisofy Committee be further involved in the implementa-

tion of vehicle emission-related aspects of HB 2175.

' ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District this day of , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer




EXHIBIT A

Portland Area Comments on HB 2175: Comprehensive Emissions Fees

‘SECTION 8. (1) Second sentence should be amended to read "This

fee shall include a statewide fee and may include a regional
component as des bed Sectio of this 199 ct for ozone
non-attainment areas to address the significant portion of ozone
precursors emitted by motor vehicles. -

SBECTION 9. Portland Area Program. A new Section 9 should be
created for the Portland component and remaining section headings
revised -accordingly. The new section would read as follows:

"(31) ‘ The Department of Environmental Quality, in consulta-
' tion with the Metropolitan Service District, the Dis-
trict's Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transporta-
tion and the -State Policy Adviso Committee, s
as expeditiously as possible_conduct_a_study of all
reasonable alternatives, including emission fee-based
and requlatory approaches, to determine and_ recommend
the most appropriate program to implement and to con-
trol vehicle emissions to _ensure that the federal ozone
air quality standard will be attained by the end of
1993 and maintained throuqh the year 2010 in the Port-
land metropolitan area as required by the Clean Aij
ct. This program shall be compatible and complementa-

ry to regional transportation and land use goals.

n(2 If an emission fee-based program is recommended under
subsection (1) of this section, the Environmental
Quality Commission shall be authorized, with concur-
rence of the Metro Council, the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation and the Bi-State Policy
Advisory Committee, to adopt and implement such program
as expeditiously as possible. If a requlatory program -
is recommended under subsection_ (1) of this section,
the Environmental Quality Commission shall adopt and
implement such program within existing authority.

"(3 If an emission fee-based program is chosen, revenue
' from these fees, less costs of administration, shall be
sole used to mitigate emissions from motor vehicles
in the Portland metropolitan area in the most cost
beneficial manner.

"(4 If an emission fee-based program is chosen, the study
required in (1) shall include identifying the most
appropriate revenue management system."

S8ECTION 15. The existing paragraph should become subsection (1).
The section should be rewritten to exclude the Transportation



Subaccount from formal review by'the Air Quality Improvement Fund
Advisory Board. The Transportation Subaccount would be subject
to the process outlined in a new subsection (2). The new subsec-

tion (2) would be added to read "For monies in the Transportation
Subaccount, the following procedure shall be used to determine

ects e ible fo ali improvement funding:
" eas ie t Oreqon Department o anspo -
tion shall prepare a plan containing a list of projects and
ograms e ble a ality improveme di e
would be based on an evaluation of needs and analysjis of alterna-
tives would clude ogram _costs an ties e
la rocess wou be cooperative effort th _representa-

tion from the Department of Environmental Quality, cities,
counties, regional governments, and special transportation
districts. The plan would be subject to public hearings before
the Oregon Transportation Commission prior to submittal to the
Environmental Quality Commission. The public hearings would be
consistent with those conducted under section 16 of this 1991 Act
pursuant to the Air Quality Improvement Fund Advisory Board.

"(b t least biennia the Environment uality Commissio
shall review the plan for adoption. In adopting the plan, the
Commission shall take into consideration the recommendations

received under section 16 of this 1991 Act and the public com=-

ments received in the public hearings conducted under section 16
of this 1991 Act.

"(c) At least biennially, the Oregon Transportation Commission

shall select a list of air quality related improvement projects

from the approved plan for inclusion in the Six-Year Transporta-
tion Improvement Program."

S8ECTION 16. Subsection (1) should be rewritten to include the
. Oregon_Transportation Commission in the case of the Transporta-
tion Fund Subaccount. Subsection (2) should be similarly
rewritten. ' '

S8ECTION 21. Subsection (2) should be rewritten to read "Of the
monies remaining in the Transportation Programs Subaccount after
payment of the costs under subsection (1) of this section, One
Hundred percent shall be used for projects and programs relating
to the reduction in emissions from transportation." Existing
subsections (a) and (b) should be deleted.

Subsection (3) (b) referring to toll roads should be deleted.
Toll road alternatives would be included in the alternatives
analysis for a Portland mgtropolitan area program.

SECTION 24. Subsection (6). The second sentence should be

... amended and a third sentence added as follows: "The maximum may

not exceed 15 percent of the amount of fees collected by the

entity in the first two vears of the program. Beginning in the
third year of the program, the maximum may not exceed 10 percent




of the amount of fees collected by the entity. This recognizes
‘ the potential for high start-up costs of a program, with the
assumption costs decreasing following implementation.
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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING
PRINCIPLES ASSOCIATED WITH DEQ'S
COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE '
PROPOSAL

- RESOLUTION NO. 91-1388A

Introduced by David Knowles,
" Chair, Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportatlon

Vs Sant st gt Nt

WHEREAS, The Portland metropolitan area is in violation
of air quality standards for‘carbon monoxide and ozone; and

WHEREAS, Motor vehicles are a significant centributor to
this air quality problem; and |

WHEREAS, Significant growth of population, vehicle travel
and congestion threaten to exacerbate this problen; end

| 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 Metropolitan Service District
adopts the following principles:’

1. Motor vehicles are a significant source of air
pellution 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;v ‘

3. 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

meetlng air quallty objectives.



4. The Metro Council, JPACT TPAC and Bi-State Pollcy ‘
Adv1sory Committee should be further 1nvolved in the development of

Program details.

| S. An added approach should be pursued toé meetlng a1r
quality problems in the Portland metropolltan area; TPAC should -
work wlth the Department of Env1ronmenta1 Quality to recommend to
"JPACT, Bl-state Policy Advisory Committee and the Metro Council
specific language to be 1ncorporated 1nto HB 2175 calllng for the
-development and 1mp1ementatlon of the added approach in the
Portland metropolitan area.

© 6. This resolution does not endorse any speeific
proposal to implement these principles.

4 ¢

ADOPTED by the Counc1l of the Metropolitan Serv1ce

. District this 14th day of March 1991.

‘/signed/

.Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer
MH:mk .

91-1388A.RES ‘

03-14-91




29.

Comprehensive -Emission Fee Bill

HB 2175, 1/18/91
Sectlon Listing

Sec- _
tion Desctiption : - Page
1. General: definitions ..eeececceeceeeieeeececcecccccnscsaacaaal
2. General: purpose ...;....;...................:;v............z
3. .-Genera1° emission fee imposed ..............;;..............2
4. Ihdustfy‘ fee collection’ mechanism .........................3
5. Industry: existing permlt fees .............................3
6. Industry: new permit application fee .......................4
7. Wood heatlng. fee collection mechanism .....................5
8. Transportation: statewide and regional emission fee...L.....S
9.  Slash Burning: fee collection mechaniSm .......ccceeeeeceea.6
10. slash Burning: DOF smoke management coordination cccccecccesb
11. Field Burnlng. fee collection mechanism cececccccccccscacceca”
12. Field Burning: smoke management coordination PR,
13. Fund Management: fund established_..........................é
14. Fund Management: Advisory Board establiShed «...o............8
15. Fund Management: project compilation and analysis ..........9
16. Fund Managemeﬁt: Advisory Board recommendations ............9
17. Fund Management: project selection ..cecceccccecccececcccccassad
18. Fund Management: guidelines for use of funds P -
'19. INAUStry: USE Of FUNAS «eeeeeecncoccnnneonccnncanncaneneeasll
20. Wood Heating: use Of fUNAS cececcescssccnscaccccaccscacaaeell
21. Transportation: USE Of fUNAS eueeeeeecececcceoccacacasceeeasall
22. Field Burning: use Of fUNAS .ccccceececcccaccccaacccacccanal
23." Slash Burning: use Oof funds ...ccceecccccccacccacceananenansal2
24. General: Environmental Quality Commission rules ceeeeenees13
.25. General: coordination with general exemptions ....c.ccce...14
-26. General: report on air quality changes ....c.ccceccecceccecccsald
27. General: repoft Oon program management c.ccccececececcecccccceccssld
28. General: delegation of authority of Clean Air Act .........15

General: the bill is added tO ORS 468 .cceececccacccccaceaeealS



Category
General

- Indusfry

Wood
Heating

Transpor
tation

Slash
" Burning

Field
_Burning -

Fund
Manage-
ment

Sec~-

tion

1.
2.

24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

4'

‘5.

6.
19.

24 (1)
24(2)
24(7)
24 (8)

20.
24(2)

8.
21

24(2)
24(9)

9.

100
23.
24(2)
24(10)

11.
12.
22.
24(2)
24(10)

- 13.

14.
15.
16.
17.

. 18.

Comprehensive Emission Fee Bill

HB 2175, 1/18/91
Subject Listing

Desctiption : - : Page

Deflnltlons Q...0.‘...0...QI......I......C...‘CCI.

Purpose ...‘c.cc..oo.o.oac..ooco.c-..-o..ono.accz

: Em1S$10n fee 1mp°sed o.....oc.ooo0000000000000002

Environmental Quality Commission rules ........13
Limiting existing exemptions .........ic.eee...14
Report on program effectivVeness ....ccecececceee.1l4

Report on program management ...c.ccceeescecesesold
Delegatlon of authority of Clean Air Act ......15

The bill is added to ORS 468 ..................15

Fee COIIGCtlon 00.0...;.o.....coo..oc..oooo.o-o¢3

EXisting permit £ees ....ecueeieiceeenencncaanan3

New permit application fee .....ccceceeeennnea..4
Use Of fUNAS ececeececeaccacecoccccconcoaancnessall
Fees for air toXiCS c.cececcececnccnceccnceaaeal3
Fee schedules and due dates. ceececciceaccacaaaal3
Requirements for partial refunds ..............13
Fee schedules for new/modlfled permits ........13

Fee. collectlon ® ® © 9 ¢ 00 00 GO0 e ® ® & o 90 000000 oo e * e o0 5
Use of funds ‘0 ® @ © &0 00O s o e e ® ¢ & 09 00 0o e C ® @© & o ® e e o lo
Fee schedules and due dates ...................13

Statewide and reglonal em1551on fees ...........5
Use Of fundsS itcececceccaccacccccccacnnccccnanaaall
Fee schedules and due dates .......ceveeveeee..13
Requirements for trip reduction plans .........14

Fee COlleCtion .eeceeescecccececcnnacaccecccanaab
DOF smoke management coordination ..............6
Use of funds Geescccccccccscccaccacccacencesceel?
Fee schedules and due dates ......ccccceeeveee..13
Collections outside smoke management areas ....1l4

Fee collectlon .................................7
Smoke management coordination A
USe Of fUNAS ceiveeneceecececcccannceceannneesal?
Fee schedules and due dates - eeseccccscssaceceasell
Collectlons outside smoke management areas ....14

Fund established ...ccveeennnnnreneeennnnnnuaalB
Adv1sory Board Established ........c.vcveeeeee..8
Project compilation and Analysis ..iceeceecnoac..9
Adv1sory board recommendations .................9
Project selection ..............................9
Guidelines for use of funds .......... sescecnas .9
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66th OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-1991 Regular Session

House Bﬂl 2175

Ocdered printed by the Speaker pursuant to llouse Rule 12.00A (3). .Prescssion filed (at the request of Dcparimcnt
of Environmental Quality) . . :

~  SUMMARY o

The (ollowing summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the mensure and is not a part of the .bo;h theeeol subject
to consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor’s bricf statement of the cssential features of the

measure as introduced.

Establishes air pollution cmission fee pmgram. Imposes fee for cmissions of air contaminants
from industrial. residential wood hcalm:. motor vehicles, forest prescribed buming and agricultural
ficld burning sources and activitics. Establishes Air Quality Improvement Fuund and specifies pro-
grams and projects cligible to reccive moneys from fund. Appropriates moncys.

. A BILL FOR AN ACT

Relating to air pollution; creating new provisions; amendmg ORS ' 468.065, 468.290. 468.325 and

468.480 ind section 8, chapter 920, Oregon Laws 1989; and appropriating money.
. Whereas air pollution continues to present a threat to the public health and welfare of the state
despite enactment and implementation qf long-standing regulatory programs at the (cderal, state and
local levels; ' '

Whereas providing the purity of the air .evpected by citizens of the state, particularly in light
of ant:cupatcd growth, requires new and mnmatne approaches;

Whereas tightening of traditional regulatorv programs has not.met with widespread support in
recent times, particularly for nonindustrial sources, while the use of a market driven approach has

gained increising support as a method of motivating and providing assistance to public and industry

_ efforts to prevent and control air pollution; and

Whereas an emission fce-based program offcrs the opportunity to reduce total statewide air
contaminant emissions by up to 40 percent within a 5 to 10-vear period.

Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:
SECTION 1. As used in ORS 468.480, scction 8, chapter 820, Orcgon Laws 1989, and sections

"1104, 7109, 11 and 13 to 24 of this 1991 Act:

(1) “Agricultural ficld burning” mecans the burning of any perennial or annual grass sced or
cereal gra.in‘ crop, or associated residue, including but not limited to open burning, stack Buming
and propanc flaming. '

(2) “Consumer price ‘index” means the average of the Consumer Price index for All Urban
Consumers of the Portland, Orcgon, Standard Metropolitan Statistical Arca or the revision that is
most consistént with the Consumer Price Index for ‘the calendar year 1989, published by the United
‘States Department of Labor, Burcau of Labor Statistics, as of the closc of the 24-month penod end-
ing on July 31 of cach biennium.

(3} “Federal permit program”™ mecans the permit program submitted to the United States Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency in accordance with section 502 (d) of the Clean Air Act Amendments
of 1990 (P.L. 101-549). ,

(4) “Nonattainment area” means an area of the state that exceeds, on or after January 1, 1990,

the air quality standard for an air contaminant as cstablished by the Environmental Quality Com-

NOTE: Matter in bold face in an amended section 13 new: matter [italic and bracketed] is exisung lsw to be omitted
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HB 2175 .

misston pursuant to ORS 468.295.
SECTION 2. The Legislative 4\sacmblv declares the purpose of this 1991 Act is to:
(1) Autharize the imposition of air contaminant cmission flees on’ industrial sources as required

by the Clean Air Act Amendinents of 1990,
(2) Pravide an ccanmtic incentive to reduce air contamination fram all major source categorics

-

of air contaminants in the state.
(3) Establish a fund for financing public and private scctor programs and projects in all arcas

of the state that substantially improve air quality. !

(4) Enlince the air quality of the state while conserving energy and cnquuraging orderly growtﬁ
and econainic development. '

(5) Develop an awarcness that the air resources of the state arce not a‘free dumping ground for
air contaminants and that cissions of air coatwminants may have a nc}:alivc caviroumental or
cconontic cffect on a neighbor, _a'_local airshed or the state as. a whole or even on & global basis.

SECTION 3. (1) An cmission fec is imposed on activitics or sources that result diréetly or in-
dircctly in the discharge of air contaminants into the cutdoor atmosphcre of this state. The amount
of the fee shall be based on an average base rate of 25 per ton of cmissions. The specific’ amount
of the fee for cach source or activity sct forth in subscction (4) of this scction as established by the )
Environmental Quality Commission shall be based on the product of the average basce rate and the

following factors for cach major air contaminant which are weighted to the potential environmental

tinpact of the contaminant:

Contaminant Factor .
(1) Volatile Organic Compounds: 1.75 : ' .
(b) PM10: 1.68
{c) .\'ilro};cn O_xi.dcs: 0.87
* (d) Sulfur Oxides: . 0.66
{¢) Carbon Monoxide: 0.04

(2) For any toxic air contaminant from an industrial source not included under subscction (1)
of this section for which the Environmcntél Quality Commission adopts standards pursuant to sec-
tion 112 af the Clean Air Act Amendinents of 1990 (P.L. 101-549), the specific factor shall be adopted
by rulc by the commnasxon. The specific fce for emissions of such toxic air contaminants shall be the
product of the <pcc|ﬁc factor and an average base cate of §25 per ton of cmissions. The factor
adopted by the comunission shall average approximately 1.00 and not exceed 2.00.

(3} The average Lase rate of the c-:t‘niss'gon feces ostablished in subscctions (1) and (2) of this secc-

_tion shall be increased Licnnially Ly the percentage, if any, by which the Consumner Price Index in- -

LCTCUSEeS,

(3) The emission fees established uader subsections (1) and (2) of this section shall apply to

emisstons from:
(a) Iudustrial sources, as spéciﬁed in scction 4 of this 1991 Act;
() Residential woad heating sources, as specified in scction 7 of this 1991 Act;
{c) Motor vclniilc sources, as specified in scction 8 of this 1991 Act; , .
() Forest prcscrib?d Lurning sources as specilied in scction 8, chapter 920, Orcgon Laws 1989,

“und section 9 of this 1991 Act; and

{21
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(¢) Agricultural ficld imrniug sources as specified in ORS 468.480 and scction 11 of this 1991
Act. ) .
(5) A person shall be liable for the paymeut of a fee established under this section for activities
resulting in the cm|s<|on of .nr contaminants that occur on or after July 1, 1992, or such later date

as cstablished by the commission by rule. The person shall pay the crission fec in accardance with

a schedule cstablislied by thic commission. ) .
SECTION 4. (1) All mdus(nal cmission sources subjcct to the federal pcnmt pmgram shall be

subjcct to an cmus:non fee as specificd in scction 3 of this 1991 Act. The fees shaﬂ bc asscssed on
permitted cmissions. The fees shall be collceted by cither the Department of Environmental Quality
or by a regional authonl) having jurisdiction over the source.

(2) An industrial emission source may apply to the department for a partial ncfund of the fece
submitted under subsection (1) of this scction if actual ciissions are less than permitted emissions.

Any induslﬁal source applying for a partial refund sliall do so in accardance with rules adapted by

the Eaviroumental Quality Cummtsslon under scction 24 of this 1991 Act.

(3) Any penalty paid under section 510 of the Clcan Air Act Amendments of 1990 for cmissions
in excess of allowances possessed by a source and any amount paid under scction 519 of the Clean
Air Act Amendments of 1990 for the purchase of allowances shall be credited in the year paid
against cmission fees duce for emissions o(' the same air contaminants in cxcess of 4,000 tons per
year. .

) All fees collcclcd under this scction from an industrial source shall be deposited in the State
Treasury to the credit of the Industrial Programs Subaccount of the Air Quality Improvement Fund

crcated under section 13 of this 1991 Act.

-SECTION 5. ORS 468.065 is amendcd to read:

468.065. Subject to any specific requirements imposed by ORS 448.305, 454.010 to 454.040, 454205
to 454.255. 454405, 454.425, 454.505 to 454.535, 454.605 to 454.745 and this chapter:

(1) Applications for all permits authorized or required by ORS 448.305, 454.010 to 454.040,
454.205 to 454.255, 454.405. 454.425, 454.505 to 454535, 454.605 to 4:’»4.745 and this chapter shall be
made in 2 form prescribed by the department. Any permit issucd by the department shall specify its
duration, and the conditions for compliance with the rules and standards, if any, adopted by the
commission pursuant to ORS 448.305, 454.010 to 454.040, 454.205 to 454.255, 454.405, 454 425, 454.505

to 454.535, 454.605 to 454.745 and this chapter.

(2 By rulc and after hearing, the commission may cstablish a schedule of fees for permits issued
pursua;\l. to ORS 468.310, 468.315, 468.555 and 468.740.-Except for permits issued under ORS
468.310 and 468.315 for an industrisl source subject to the fee assessed under section 4 of this
1991 Act, the fees contained in the schedule shall be bascd upon the anticipated cost of filing and
investigating the application, of issuing or denying the requested permit, and of an inspection pro-
gram to determine compliance or noncompliance with the permit. The fee shall accon{pan_\' the ap-
plication for the permit. For a permit issued under ORS 468310 and 468.315 for an industrial

. source subj'ect to the fee assessed under section 4 of this 1991 Act, the schedule of fees and
the payment due dates shall be as established by rule by the commission under section 24

~of this 1991 Act.

(3) An applicant for certilication of a pro;ccl under ORS 468.732 or 468.734 shall pay as a“fee
all expenses incurred by the commission and department related to the review and decision of the

dircctor and commission. These expensces snay include legal expenscs, expenses incurred in process-

{3} .
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ing and cvaluating the application, issuing or denying certification and expenses of commissioning
an independent study by a contractor of any aspect of the proposed pmject. These expenses shall
not include the costs incurred in defending a dec:swn of cither the director or the cummuslon
against appcals or legal ch:lllcngcs. Every applicant for certification shall submit to the department
a fee at lllc same time as the appllcallon for certification is filed. The fec for a new project shall
be $5,000, and the fcc for anexisting project needing relicense shall-be §3,000. To the cxtent possi-
ble, the full cost of the investigation shall -be paid from the application fee paid umlcr lhls section.
However, if the costs.exceed the fee, the apphcanl shall pay any cxcess costs sho“n in an itemized

statement prepared by the department. In no event shall the departinent incur cxpcnses to be boarne
by the applicant in cxcess of 110 percent of the fece initially paid without prior notification to the

applicant. In no event shall thé tatal fee exceed $40,000 for a new project or $30.000 {or an cxisting
project needing relicense. If the costs are less than the initial fee paid, the excess shall be refunded
to the applicant, '

(4) The department may require the submission of plans, specifications and correctiofis-and re-
visions thereto and such other reasonable information as it coasiders necessary to determine the
cligibility of the applicant for the permit. : . ' .

() The department may require periodic reports from persons who hold permits under ORS
448305, 454.010 to 454.040, 454.205 to 454.225, 454.405. 454;425. 454.505 to 454.535, 454.605 to 454.745
and this chapter. The report shall be in a form prescribed by the department and shall contain such
information as to the amount ‘and naturc or common description of the pollutant, contaminant or
waste and such other information as the departineat miay require. ‘

® Any fee collected under this section shall be deposited. in the State Treasury to the credit

‘of an account of the department. Such fees are continuously appropriated to meet the administrative
expenses of the program for which they are'col}ccled. The fecs accompanying an application to a

regional air pollution control authority pursuant to a péﬁnit program auihorized by the commission
shall be retained by and shall be income to the regional authority. Such fees shall be accounted for
and expended in the same manner as are other funds of the rcgional authority. However. if the de-
partment finds after hearing that the permit program administered by the regional authority does
not co.nform to the rcquirerﬂcnls of the permit program approved by the commission pursuant to
ORS 468.555, such fees shall be deposited and cxpended as arc pcrm:t fees submitted to the dcpart-

" ment.

SECTION 6. ORS 468325 is amended to read:

468.325. (1) The commission may require notice prior to the construction of new aie contam-
ination sources specificd Ly class or classcs in its rules or standards relating to air pollution.

(2 Within 30 days of receipt of such notice, the commission’ may require, as a condition
precedent to approval. of the construction, the submission of plans and specifications. After exam-
ination thercof, the commission may request corrections and revisions to the plans: and specilica-
tions. The counission may also require any other inférmalion conceruing air contaminant cmissions
as is ncccs'.sa.ty to determine whether the proposed construction is in accordance with the provisions
of ORS 448305, 454.010 to 454.040, 454.205 to 454.255, V454.405. 454.425, 454505 to 434.535, 434.605
to 454.7945 und this chapter and applicable rules or standards adopted pursuant thercto.

(3) If the commission dctermines that the proposed construction is in accordance with the pro-
visions of ORS 448.305, 454.010 to 454.040, 454.205 to 454.255, 454.405, 454.425, 454.505 to 454.535,
434.605 (o 454.745 and .this cha_plcr and applicable rules or standards adopted pursuant thercto, it

| » )
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shall cnter an order approving such construction. If the commis§i.on determines that the ;()IISIrlsclion .
does not comply with the provisions of ORS 448.305, 454.010 to 454.040, 454.205 to 454.235. _454.405..
454.425, 454.505 to 454.533, 454.605 to 454.745 and this chapter and applicable rules or standards
adopted pursuant thereto, it shall notify the applicani and cnter an order prohibiting the con-
struction. o . ‘

* () If within 60 days of the reccipt of plans, specilications of any subscquently requested re-
visions or corrcctions to the ‘plans and specifications or any other information rcquured pursuant to
this’ sccnon. the commission fails (o issuc an order, the failure'shall be considered a determination
that the construction may procecd. The construction must comply with the olans, specilications and

{3 Any person against whon the order is dirccted may, within 20 days from the date of mailing
of the order, demand a hcaring The demand shall be in writing, shall state the grounds for hearing
and shall be mailed to the dircctor of the department. The hearing shall be conduc(cd puNuant to
the applicable provisions of ORS 183.310 to 183.550.

(6) The commission may dclcgate its duties under subscchons (2 to (4) of this scction to the
Dircctor of the Department of Environmental Quality. If the commission delegates its duucs undcr
this scction, any person against whom an order of the director is directed may demand a hearing
before the commission as provided in subsection (5) of this section.

{7) Any person applying for a permit requu-ed under ORS 468310 for a new source or a
major modification which, upon construction and operatxon. would be subject to the emission
fee assessed under section 4 of this 1991 Act shall submit thh the permit apphcauon 2
nonrefundable permit issuance fee. All permit issuance fees shall be i in an amount sufficient
to-pay for the department’s extraordinary application processing costs as established by the
commission under section 24 of this 1991 Act. All fees collected under this subsection shall
be deposited in the State Treasury to the credit of an account of the departmerit and are

" continuously appropriated to the department to be used to carry out ‘the department’s re-

sponsibilities relating to processing applications for new sources or major modifications of

existing sources. . .
(7)1 (8) For the purposes of this section, “construction” includes installation and establishment

of acw air contamination sources. Addition to or cnlargement or replacement of an air contam-

.ination source, or any major alteration or modification therein that significantly aflects the emission

of air contaminants shall be considcred as construction of a new air contamination source.
SECTION 7. (1) Any federal, state or private land manager providing cordwood shall pay to the
Depattment of Environmental Qual:l.y thc ‘emission fce |mposed under section 3 of this 1991 Act.
(2) Any private land manager whose forestland holdings in this state arc less than 1 000 acres’
shall be exempt from the fee required under subsection (1) of this section, . : :
(3) All fees collected under this section shall be deposited in the State Treasury to the credit

of the Residential Wood Heating Subaccount of the Alr Quality Improvement Fund cncatcd under

section 13-of this 1991 Act.
" (4} As used in this scction, “cordwood™ means any split or unsplit logs or branches of any

length, other than artificially compressed logs or pelletized fucl, that are to be uscd, sold or resold

as fuel for residential space heating. .
SECTION 8. (1) The emission fee lmposod under scction 3 of this 1991 Act shall be asscsscd on

motor vchicle cmissions. This fec shall include a statewide component and a regional componcnt for

(5] -
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Qzonc nonattainment arcas to address the significant portion of ozo.tic precursors cmitted by motor
vehicles. _ o

(2) All moncys collected under this scction shall be deposited in the State Treasury to the credit
of the Transportation Programs Subaccount of the Air Quality Improvement Fund created under
section 13 of this 1991 Act. o

'SECTION 9. (1) The cmission fce imposed under scction 3 o(' this 1991 Act shall be collccted
from any person who conducts forest prescribed burmng in Class 1 forestland’ under ORS 5"6.3"-(
that is privately owned or managed by the state or chcml Government.

(2) Far those forestlands subject to the registration requircments of scction 8, chapter 920,
Orci;on Laws 1989, the fec required under subsection (1) of this scction shall be collected as a sur-
charge on the fee collected under section 8, chapter 920, Orcgon Laws 1989. For‘ all preseribed
burning conducted on forcstlands not subject to chapter 920, Oregon Laws 1989, the Enviconmental
Quality Cammission shall sclect the lowest cost mechanism for collecting the cmission fce.

(3) All emission fees collected under this section shall be deposited in the State Treasury to the
credit of the Forest Prescribed Burning Subaccount of the Air Quality lmpmvcmcm Fund created
under scction 13 of this 1991 Act. ' v

(4) As used in this scction, “forest prescribed burnmg includes broadcast and pile bummg.

SECTION 10. Section 8, chapter 920, Oregon Laws 1989, is amended to read:

Sec. 8. (1) The department shall collect a.npnrcfu‘ndable registration. fce (or forestland to be

burned Iving within the restricted arca described under ORS 477515 (3).

(2 Any owner of Class 1 forestland under ORS 526.324 and any agency managing Class 1
forestland under ORS 526324 iying within the restricted arca as described in the plan required un-
der ORS 477.515 (3) shall register with the State Forcster, in éccondance with rulcs adopted by the
Statc Forester, the number of acres to be burned pnor to December 31 of the same vear.

(3) The State Forester shall establnsh by rule the amount of fecs to be collected under this sec-

tion. The fees shall not exceed:

(a) Fifty cents per acre for registration.

{b) S$1.50 per acre for forestland classified as Class 1 under ORS 526.324 that has been treated
by any prescription burn method authorized by the issuance of a permit under ORS 477.515 (1).

(4) Federal lands included within the restricted arca under the provision of the smoke manage-
ment plan approved under ORS 477515 (3)(a) shall also bc subject to the fees authorized under
subscction (3) of this section for forest land to be treated by any prescription burn method subject
to the provisions of the State of Orcgon Clean Air Act Implementation Plan and the' Fedcral Clean

_ Air Act as amended by the Clean-Air Act Amendments of 1990 (P.L. 101-549).

(5) Except as provided in subsection (6) of this section, notwithstanding ORS 291.233, moncss
c.ol!cclcd under this scction shall be deposited in the Oregon Forest Smoke Managemcnt Account -
established under section 7, chapter 920, Oregon Laws 1989 lof this 1989 Actl.

(6) For any forestlands subject to the registration under this section, the emission fee
|mposed under section 3 of this 1991 Act shall be collected as a surcharge from the person

" conducting the forest prescribed burning. All fees collected as a surcharge under this sub-

section shall be depos:ted in the State Treasury to the credit of the Forest Prescribed

Burning Subaccount of the Air Quality Improvement Fund created under section 13 of this

1991 Act.
(7) As used in this section, “forest prescribed burning”™ includes broadcast and pile
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burning. .
SECTION 11. (1) The cmission fee imposed under section 3 of this 1991 Act shall be collcclcd

- from any person who conducts agricultural ficld burning.

(2) For all agricultural ficld burning in arcas of the state not subject to ORS 468.455 to 465.490,

the Environmental Quality Comnussuon shall sclect the lowest cost mechanum for collecting the

- emission fce.

Q) All cmission fees collected under this section shall be deposited in the State Trca<urv to the
credit of the Agricultural Burning Subaccount of the Air Quality Improvement Fund crcated under

scction 13 of this 1991 Act. :

SECTION 12. ORS 468.480 is amended to read:

468.480. (l)(a) On or before April 1 of cach year, the grower of a grass sced crup shall register
with the county court or board of county commissioncrs or the fire chicl of a rural fire protection
district, or the designated rcprcﬂcnta(ue of the fire chief, the number of acres to be burned in the

‘remainder of the year. At the time of mz:mrauon the Department of Environmental Quality shall

collect a nonrcfundable fee of S1_per acre registered. The department may contract with countics
and rural fire protection districts for the collection of the fees which shall be forwarded to the de-
partment. Any person registering after the dates specified in this subsection shall pay an additional
fee of S1 per acre registered i€ the late registration is due to the fault of the-late registrant or one
under the control of the late registrant. Late registrations must be approved by the department.
Copies of the registration form shall be forwarded to the department. The requircd registration must
be made and the fee paid before a permit shall be issucd under ORS 468.458.

{b) Except as provided in paragraph (c) of this subscction, alter July 2, 1975, the department
shall collect a fee of S2.50 per acre of crop burned prior to the issuance of any permit for open
burning of perennial or annual gﬁs sced crops or cereal grain crops under ORS 468.140, 465.150,
468.290 and 468.455 to 468.480. The department may contract with counties and rural fire protection
districts for the collection of the fees which'shall be forwarded to the department.

(c) Thie fee required by pz{mgraph (b) ofth.is subsection shall be refunded for any.acrcagc where
cfficient burning of stubble is accomplished with cquipment using an auxiliary fucl or mobile ficld
sanitizer which has been approved by the department for ficld saaitizing purposes or with any other
certified alternative method to open ficld burning. The fec required by pamgﬁph (b) of this sub.
scction shall be refunded for any acrcigc not harvested prior to burning and for any acreage not

burned. .
(2) With regard to the disbursement of funds collected pursuant to subscetion (1) of this section.

the department shall:
(a) Pay an amount to the county or boaru of county commissioners or the fre chief of the rural

firc protection d:slnct for each firc protection district 50 cents per acre registered for cach of the
first 5,000 acres registered in the district, 35,cents per acre registered for cach of the sccond 5.000
acres registered in the district and 20 cents per acre registered for all acreage registered in the

district in excess of 10,000 acres, to cover the cost of and to be used solely for the purpose of ad-

“ministering the program of- registration of acreage to be burned, issuance of permits, keeping of re-

cords and other matters dircctly rclated to agricultural ficld burning. »
(b) Designate and retain an amount not to excced $500,000 for the bicnnium beginning July 1,.
1979, to be used for the smoke management program defined in ORS 468.453. The department by

contract with the Oregon Sced Council or otherwise shall organize rural fire protection districts and
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growers, coordinate and-provide comraunications, hirc ground ;up'port personnel, provide “aircraft

(c) Deposit the balance of acreage fees in the State Treasury to be credited to the account of
the department. Such fees shall be scgregated from other funds and used for the carrying out of the
provisions of ORS 468.470, bt if the amount designated in paragraph (L) of this subscction is not.
sufficient to support the carrying out of the smoke management program, the fees shatl be uscd for
the smoke m.\nagcmént program. ' ' :

(3) For any area of the state subject to reg:stratxon under this section, the emission fee
imposed under section 3 of this 1991 Act shall be collected as a surcharge from the person
conducting the agricultural field burning. All fees collected as a surcharge under this sub-
section shall be deposited in the State Treasury to the credit of the Agricultural Burning
Subaccount of the Air Quality Improvement Fund created under section 13 of this 1991 Act.

SECTION 13. (1) There is created within the State Treasury a fund known as the Air Quality
Improvement Fund, scparate and distinct from the General Fund. The fund shall include six subac-
counts to bc managed scparately:

(a) The Transportation Programs Subaccount;

(b) The Residential Wood Heating Subaccount; -

(¢) The Agricultural Burning Subaccount; - .

(d) The Forest Prescribed Burning Subacc.ount;

(c) The Industrial Programs Subaccount; and

(0 The Common Subaccount. A

(2) The following moneys shall be credited to the Air Quality i‘mpro'vcmcm Fund:

(a) Such moneys as may be appropriated to the fund and separate subaccounts by the Legislative
Assemblg,. '

(b) All moneys received “as fees under ORS 468. 480, section 8, chapter 920, Oregon Laws 1989

and sections 4, 7 to 9 and 11 of this 1991 Act.
(3) The State Treasurcr may invest and rcinvest the moneys in the fund as provided in ORS

293.701 to 293.776. Interest from the moncys deposited in the (und and carnings from investment of -

the moneys in the fund shall accrue to the fund and shall be credited to the subaccount from wbich
the interest or earnings are derived.

"SECTION 14. (1) An Air Quality Improvement F und Advisory Board is cstablrxhcd to advise the
Eavironmental Quality Commission on uscs of the monceys available in the Air Quahly Improvement
Fund. The advisary board shall consist of ninc members as specificd in subscction (2) of this section.

(2) The Air Quality Improvement Fund Advisory Board shall consist of:

(a) Two members of the publig, appointed b); the Governor, one of whom shall serve as chair;

(b) The chair of the Economic Development Commission..or designee;

(c) The chuir of the Energy Fa@ilily Siting Council, or designee; -

(d) The chair of the Land Conservation and Development Commission, or designec;

{c) The chair of the Public Hcal}lx Advisory Board, or designee;

(0 The chair of the State Board of Agriculture, or designce; '

(g) The chair of the State Board of Forestry, or designee; and

(h) The chair of the Orcgon Transportation Commission, or designee.

(3)'A member of the board is entitled to compensation and expenses as providchin ORS 292.495
which shall be payable from the Air Quality Improvement Fund. '

{8} ' .
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SECTION 15. At lcast biennially, the Department of Enviroamental Quality shall salicit and
compile a list of projccts and programs eligible for air quality improvement funding along with an

analysis of the relative merits of cach project and present this information to the Air Quality Im. -

. provement Fund Advisory Board for consideration. In preparing this analysis, the department shall

request comnments from otlier state departments and agencies whose programs may be affected by

lhc prcuccls or programs. ° ’ -

SECTION 16. (1) At least bicnnially, the Air Quality lmpmvcmcnt Fund Advisory Board shall
recommend to the Environmental Quality Coxmmsuon projects and programs to be fanded from (hc
Air Quality Improvement Fund.

(2) Before submitting its recommendations to the commission, the board shall consider the list
of projects and programs compiled by the Department of Envirvninental Quality under scction 15
of this 1991 Act and shall conduct public hearings on its proposed recommnendations in order to
olbtain comments from interested persans, iucluding but not limited to persouns in industry, city
government, county goverament, automobile organizations, environmental organizations, igricullur-e.
forestry, the woodstove industry and public health. Thc.board shall conduct public hearings ac-
cording to the provisions under ORS 183310 to 183.550 applicable to hearings in noncontested cascs.

SECTION 17. (1) At lcast once cach bicnnium, the -Environmental Quality Commission" shall
select the projects and programs to be funded from moncys available in the Air Quality Improvement
Fund. In sclecting the programs and projects, the commission shall take-into consideration the ree-
ommcndations received under section 16 of this 1991 Act and the public comments received in the -
public hearings conducted under scction 16 of this 1991.Act. )

‘(2) The selected projects and programs shall be submitted to the Legislative Assembly as part
of the biennial budget process. Up to 20 percent of available moncys may be budgeted for projects
and programs to be selected by the commission during the biennium.

SECTION 18. Moaeys rcmaining in the Air Quality Improvement Fund after payinﬁ for rcfunds,
fee collection costs and expehses of the Department of Environmental Quality to administer the
federal permit program and the Air Quality Improvement Fund programs shall be allocated in ac.
cordancc with the following guidelincs: ) ’

. (1) To be chglblc. a project or program must relate tn some manner to preventing or reducing
air contaminant cmissions in the State of Orcgon.

(2 Moneys may be allocated to a federal, state, local government, public or private project or
program including but not limited to thosc identified in sections 19 to 23 of this 1991 Act.

(3) The moncys may be used in any rcasonable and appropriate manncr, including but not limited
to: . ' T

(a) Capital improvement projcets; ™

{b) Low or no interest loan programs;

(¢) Program operating subsidics; and

(d} Grants. .

(4) Priority shall be given to those projects or programs that:

(a) Achicve the largest reductions in cmlssxons .and ctposurc to air contaminants;

(L) Arc pnnc:pally dedicated to full-scalc alr quality i unprovcment projects; .

(¢) Achicve larger emission reductions per do!lar expended than alternate projects or programs;

(d) Reccive additional funding or in-kind scrvices from the Federal Government, state govern-

ment, local governments or private industry;

9]



(B

N W

o

(]

a3

>.

10
1

13
14

_..:a:,_:s‘sb:':ts*.!sr'z:awsgwuuau'zw-wa-ssanau

HB 2175

(e) Provide cnergy or other environmental benefits; and

(0 Address airshed problems that are barriers to orderly growth and cconomic devclopment.

SECTION 19. (1) Moneys credited to the industrial Programs Subaccount ‘from industrial
sources arc conlmuoud\- approprlalcd fer the following purposcs:

(a) To pay for partial refunds of the emission fees collected under section 4 of this 1991 Act if
actual cmissions are less than permitted cmissions. .. '

W To pay for all costs incurred by the Department of Environmental Quality and any .regional

authority -in administering the federal permit program, collecting emission fees assessed under soc-
tion 4 of this 1991 Act, maintaining industrial emission mvcnloncs. analyzing pro;ccls and programs

proposed for funding and admxmstcnug projects and programs selected for fundmg uader this sec-

tion.

(2) Of the moncys ncmammg in the Industrial me:rams Subaccount after payment of the costs

and refunds under subsection (1) of this section:
(a) Eighty percent shall be used for projects and programs relating to the reduction in emissions

from industrial sources subject to the federal permit program; and

(b) Twenty percent shall be transforred to the Common Subaccounl \nthm the Air Quality lm-
provement Fund to be used for any cligible projecct or program. ‘Any moncys remaining in the ln-
dustrial Programs Subaccount at the cnd of a bicnnium after all cligible projects and programs are

fundcd also shall be transferred to the Common Subaccount. -.
SEC’I‘ION 20. (1) Moneys credited to the Residcatial Wood Heating Subaccount from the

cordwood cmission fee collected under scction 7 of this 1991 Act are continuously appropriated for

the following purposes:

(a) To pay all costs incurred by the Department of Environmental Quality to collect-the emission X

fee imposed under section 7 of this 1991 Act; and

(b) To pay all costs incurred by the department in mamtammg residential wood hcatmg emis-
sions inventorics, "analyzing pro;ccts and programs proposed for fundmg in accordance with this
scction, and admnms(cnng projects and programs sclected for funding in accordance with this sce-

tion.
(2) Of the moncys remaining in the Residential Wood Heatmg Subaccount aflter payvment of the

costs under subsection (1) of this scction:
(a) Eighty percent shall be used for projects and programs relating to the reduction in cmissions

from residential wood bummg‘ and
(b) Twenty percent shall be transferred to thc Common Subaccount to be used for any cligible

" project or program. Any moncys rcmammg in the Residential Wood Heating Subaccount at the end

of a bicnnium after all eligible projects and programs are l'undcd also shall be transferred to the

Comunon Subaccount. :
(3) A portion of the moneys available under paragraph (a) of subscction (2) of this section <hall
be used to fund the following projects and programs at the level dclcrmmcd by the commission un-

der scction 17 of this 1991 Act: .
(a) All reasonable costs of local government public educauon. curtailment and opacnty programs

to reduce residential wood hcalmg cmissions in an area that is a nonattainment area for suspended

particulates with a dlamcler below 10 rmcrons.
(b) A statewide low or no intercst loan program to replace traditional woodstoves. The statew ide

program ahail include the following clements:
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(A} All forms of new high cfficicncy, low air contaminant cmitting heating systems are allowed;
(B) Any rcmoved woodstove must be destroved; and '
(C) Installations of used woodstaves that were nat certified for sale as new on or after July 1,
1968, under ORS 468.635 (1) shall be prohibited by the state building code as"d‘cﬁncd in ORS 155.010.
(1) ln addition to other p;mjccts and programs that coniply with the guidclines sct forth in sce-
tionl 18 of this 1991 Act, the commission also shall consider for funding at a level dctermined by the
catrunission under section 17 of this 1991 Act, lacal government programs to pro\'id<_: s‘ubs:id.ics to low

income persons in PM10 nonattainment arcas for improvements in weatherization and replacement

-of woodstoves that were not certified under ORS 463..655 for s;\lc as new on or alter July 1, 1988

The local government programs must include the following clements to be cligible for funding:
(a) All forms of new high cfliciency, low emitting licating systems are allowed.

(b) All woodstoves removed arce destroyed.
(c) The local government adopts and enforces an ordinance that liits cmissions from

woodstoves to no visible smoke, except for stcam and heat waves, during periods of sir s’lagnation

and to 20 percent opacity at all other times. This:requirement shall not be in licu of any final stage
of woodstove curtailment requircd during air stagnation if the final stage of curtailment is necessary

to prevent excecding air quality standards established under ORS 468.295.
(d) In an airshed requiring more than a 50 percent reduction in woodhcating emissions as
specified in the PM10 State Implementation Plan control strategy, program participants are required

" to have a backup heat source if a certified wood stove is sclected.

SECTION 21. (1) Moncys credited to the Transportation Programs Subaccount (rom fces re-

" ceived under scction 8 of this 1991 Act arc coatinuously appropriated for the following purposes:

(a) To pay all costs incurred by the Department of Environmental Quality and other entities to

collect the emission fecs imposed under scction 8 of this 1991 Act.
{b) To pay for all costs incurred by the department in maintaining transportation emission in-

ventorics, analyzing projects and programs proposed for funding under this section and administer-

"ing projects-and programs sclected for funding under this scction.

(2) Of the moncys remaining in the Transportation Programs Subaccount after pa\'mcnl of the

costs under subsection (1) of this section:
(a) Elghtv percent shall be used for projects and programs relating to the reduction in emissions

from transportation; and

(b) Twenty percent shall be transferred to the Conunon Subaccount within the Air Quality Im-
provement !;'und to be used for any cligible praoject or program. Any moneys remaining in the
Transportation Programs Subaccount at the end of a bicnnium after all cligible projcets and pro-
grams arc funded also shall be transferred to the Common Subaccount. »

(3) A portion of the moncys available under paragraph (a) of subsection (2) of this scction shall
be used to fund the following projects and programs at the level determined by the conmunission un-
der section 17 of this 1991 Act:

a) A rcbate program for resident individuals who purchase new alternative-fucled vehicles or
convert a gasoline or dicscl powered .\'chiclc. in whole or in part, to an alternative-fueled vehicle.
The amount of a rebate shall not exceed §2,000 a vehicle; '

(b) A feasibility slud); and pilot demonstration project to collect tolls on transportation routes
congested by peak commuter traffic. At lcast one such study shall be conducted in the Portland

metropolitan arca;

i - .
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{c) Transit scrvice improvements iacluding transit cquipment acquisition and related opcrating

expensces; and
(d) Work trip rcduction projects sponsored by private or public cmploy ers. of over 100 employccs

il the project meets the follo“uu, conditions:
(A) The employer submits a trip reduction plan, in accordance with rules :\dup(cd by the com.

mission under section 24 of this 1991 Act. to achicve an average \clnclc cidership for cmployee ve- -

hicles of at lcast 1.5; and -
(B) The apphcahon provides specific funding requests which may include tmmlt service im-

provements, van pool or car pool cquipment, transit subsidies or other measurcs dcsngncd to achicve

the vehicle ridership target specified in the trip reduction plan. ’
(4) As used in this section, “average vehicle ridership™ means the figure derived by dividiag the

average employee population at a given worksite that reports to work weckdays between 6:00 am.

~and 10:00 aun. by the number of motar vchicles, excluding transit vchicles and vehicles stapping

cnroute to other worksites, dd\'cnl by these cmployees cotmnuting (rom home to the worksife during

these hours. ) . co.
SECTION 22. (1) Moncys credited to the Agricultural Burning Subaccount are cominuo_u;ly

appropriated for the following purposes:
(a) To pay for all costs incurred by the Department of Environmental Quality and other entitics

to collect the cmission fees imposed under ORS 468.480 and scction 11 of this 1991 Act; and
(b) To pay for all costs incurred by thc department in maintaining agricultural burning &mis-

sions mvcnlornc« analyzing projeccts and programs proposed for funding in accordance with this

section and administering projects and programs selected for funding in accordancc \\'nh this sce-’

tion. .
(2 Of the ﬁoncys remaining in the Agricultural Burning Subaccount after payment of the costs

" under subsection (1) of this section:

‘(a) Eighty percent shall be used for projects and programs rcla.t.ing to the rg.'jduction of emissions

from agrlcultuml ficld burnmg' and

(b) Twenty percent shall be transferred to the Common Subaccounl within the Alr Quality Im-

provement Fund to be usced for any eligible project or program. Any moncys remaining in the Agri-
cultural Burning Subaccount at the end of a bicnnium after all cligible projects and programs are
funded also shall be transferrced returncd to the Common Subaccount.

SECTION 23. (1) Moncys credited to the Forest Prescribed Burning Subaccount are contin-

uously appropriated for the following purposes:

(a) To pay for all costs incurred by the Department of Environmental Quality and other entities

to co!lcét.lllc forest prescribed burning emission fees imposed under section 8, chapter 920, Orcgon
Laws 1989, and scction 9 of this 1991 Act; und _

(b) To pay for all costs incurred by the depuartinent in maintaining forest prescribed burning
cmissions inventorics, analyzing projects and programs proposed for funding in accordance with this

.

sc¢ction and administering projects and programs' sclcctcd for funding in accordunce with this sec-

tion.
(2) Of the moncys remaining in the Forest Prescribed Burning Subaccount after payment of the

costs under subscction (1) of this scction:

(a) Eighty percent shall be used for projects and programs relating to the reduction of emissions

from forest prescribed burning; and

(12|
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(1) Twenty percent shall be transferred to the Common Subaccount within the Air Quality In-
provement Fund to be used for any' cligible project or program. Any moncys remaining in the Forest
Prvﬁcribcd Burnihg Subaccount at the end of a bicnnium afice all.cligiblc pfojccl's and programs are
funded also shall be transferred to the Common Subaccount. V o

SECTION 24. The Em’tmnmcnlal Quality Commiission shall establish rulcs nccessary to imple-
ment the provisions of sections 110 4, 7 7109, 11 and 13 1024 of this 1991 Act. The rules shall in-
clude but nced not be limited to: ' - )

1 Thc specific fuctor to be used to dclcrmmc the specific emission fee for’ an\' lo“c air con-
taminant under section 3 (2 of this 1991 Act.

(2) Emission calculation methodologics, specific fee schedules based on the fees cstablished un-
der section 3 of this-1991 Act and fee payment duc dates for sources subject to cmission feex. To
the extent practicable, the fee schedule shall relate to actual cmissions. The fee schiedule for cach
category of sources shall be enumerated and assessed in the following units: .

(a) Dollars per ton of emissions for cmissions fees asscssed under section 4 of this 1991 Act.

(b) Dallars per cord of wood for residential wood heating cmissions fees assessed under scction
7 of this 1991 Act. The specific fee schedules established for cordwood shall take into account the

‘effect of wood species on emissions.

(c) Dollars per vehicle for the cmission fees assessed under section 8 of this 1991 Act.

(d) Dollars pcr acre lor prv:s.cnbcd forcst burning cmission fees assessed under scction 8, chapter
920, Oregon Laws 1989, or scction 9 of this 1991 Act. The specific fee schedule shall take into con-
sideration fuel moisture, fucl loadings, lightfng and mop-up techniques. .

(c) Dollars per acre for agricultural ficld burning cmission fces assessed under ORS 46S.480 and
scction 11-of this 1991 Act. The specific fee schcdule shall take into consideration fuel mons(urc.
fucl loading and lighting techniques.

(3) Procedures for submitting pro;ect and program proposals for funding from the Air Quality
Improvement Fund including, but not limited to, the content, format and due date for proposals.

{4) Criteria for sclecting projects and programs for funding from the Air Quality Improvement
Fund. )

(5} Minimum condilio;ls to be included in any agrccinent approving a project or program in-
cluding but not limited to oversight, evaluation, {iscal control and accounting proccdu;cs.
~ (6) The portion of the cmission fces that may be rctained by an entity that collects an emission
fcc to rcimburse the entity for the reasonable costs incurred in collecting the fee. The maximum
may not exceed 15 percent of the amount of fees callected by the cntity.

(7 chuircmcnts for obtaining pa‘rti.nl refunds under scction 4 of this 1991 Act. The require-
ments shall specifly aceeptable and accurate methads for detcrmining actual cmissions mcludmg but
not limited to emission mom(unng. material balances, fucl usc and production data. The maximum
total refund shall be the differcace between the revenues actually mcm\'a! (rom fees collected under
scction 4 of this 1991 Act and the amount of the fee due when calculated on actual emissions. but
in 1o casc shall the refund result in a net fec of less than the total costs, including fee collection
costs, incurred by the Department of Environmental Quality and any regional authority to opcrate

the federal permit progeam in the year for which the refund is being sought. The rules shall estab-

" lish a mecthod to reduce all refunds by an cqual percentage in any year dunng wluch lhe total

amount of applications approvcd for refunds exceeds lhc maximum available refund.
(8) A graduated schedule for the permit issuance ﬁ.c imposced under ORS 468.325 based on the

- .- a3l
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anticipated complexity of the analysis and pertit issuance proccess above and bcyond. normal permit
issuance costs. The schedule at a minimum shall reflect work performed -in control technology
analysis, madeling, toxic risk assessment and cmission trading cvaluation. .

(9) chmrcmcnls for trip:reduction plans and applications for (unding undcr scction 21 of this
1991 Act. At 2 minimum, these rules shall specjfy that trip rcductlon plans mcludc ‘designation of
an individual respansible for implementation of the plan, an estimate of the cusung average vehicle
ridership, « list of existing incentives used to increasc average vehicle ridership and a7list of specific
incentives the employer will undertake that can rcasonably be expected to lead to the achievement
and maintenance of the farget average vehicle ridership within 12 months after plan approval. The
commission also shall prepare guidelines for incentive programs that may be incorporated by an
cmployer in the plaa.

(10) The lowest cost mechanism for collecting cmission fees fors

(@) Prescribed burning on laud not subject to the registration requirements under Scction 8,

chapter 920, Oregon laws 1989, and
(b) Agricultural ficld burnmg on  land not subjcct to the requirements of ORS 468.4535 to 468.490.

SECTION 25. ORS 468.290 is amended to recad:

468.290. Except as provided in this scction and | in ORS 468.450, 476.380 and 478.960 and in
section 11 of this 1991 Act, the air pollution laws contained in thns chaptcr do not apply to:

(1) Agricultural operations and the growing or har\'cstmg of crops and the raising of fowls or
animals, except ficld burning which shall be subject to rcgulauon pursuant to ORS 168.140, 468.150,
468.455 to 168.480 and this scction: : '

(2) Usc of equipment in agricultural operations in the growth of crops or the raising of fowls
or animals, cxcept field burning which shall be subject to regulation pursuant to ORS 468. 140,
468.150, 468.455 to 468.480 and this scction;

(3) Barbecuc equipment used in conncetion with any residence;

. (4) Agricultural land clearing operations or land grading; ‘

(5) Heating equipment in or used in connection with residences used exclusively as dwellings for
not more than four familics, except woodstoves which shall be subject to regulation under this sec-
tion and ORS 468.630 to 468.655; - '

(6) Fires sct or permitted by any public agency when such frc is sct or permitted in the per-
formance of its official duty for the purposc of weed abatement, prcxcntlon or elimination of a fire
hazard, or instruction of cmployces in the methods of fire fighting, which in the opinion of the
agency is nccessary; :

(0 Fires sct pursuant to permit for the purposc of instruction of employces of private mdustrlal .
conceras in methods of fire fighting, or for civil defense instruction; or

(8) The propagation and raising of nursery stock oxcept bonlcrs used in coancction with the

'3

propagation and raising of nursery stock. : .
SECTION 26. The Department of Eavironmental Quality shall submit a bicnnial report to the

‘Legislative Assembly evaluating the improvements in the air quality of the state resulting from the

air contaminant cmission fee program. The report shall mcludc a dctailed account of air contam-

inants, cmissions and changes causcd by the program.
SECTION 27. The E.\cculwc Dcpartment shall submit a bicanial report 10 the Legislative As-
sembly evaluating the ovcrall cflectiveness of the emission fee program mcludmg the project and

program sclection process, the .incentives created by emission fces, the management of major

“{14] -
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projects funded from the Air Quality lmpmi'clncnl Fund, the consistency of major projects with the

purposc spcéiﬁcd in scction 2 of this 1991 Act, the adequacy of the fund to mect air quality im-

provement objectives and the reasonableness of the fee collection costs. .
SEé’I‘lON.:ZB. (1) The En’vironmcnlall'Quali(y conimission and the Dep

Quality arc authorized (o perform or cause to be perfornmed ill'l.\' act necessary to gain deleg

ulatory programs under the provisions of the Federal Clean Air Act (2 US.C.

artment of Environmental
ation
of authority (or reg
1657 et s'cq.)\. as amoeanded f:y the Clcan Air Aél Ameudinents of 1990 (P.L. 101.549) :.Ingi federal reg-
ulations and intcrprcli\‘c :;nd guidance documents issucd pursuant.to the Fédé;;t.l:él;:ah Air Act. .

(2) The commission may adapt, amend or repeal any rule or license and the commission or de-
partment may cnter into any agrectnent necessary o implement this section. .

SECTION 29. Scction 8, chapter 920, Orcgon Laws 1989, and sections 1 fo 4,719 11,13 to
24 and 26 to 28 of this Act arc added to and made a part of ORS chapter 4G8.

(15 . .



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1422 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ENDORSING COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING DEQ'S
COMPREHENSIVE EMISSIONS FEE PROPOSAL

Date: April 1, 1991 \ Presented by: Michael Hoglund
PROPOSED ACTION

Adopt Resolutlon No. 91-1422 endorsing comments and recommenda-
tions regarding DEQ's proposed emissions fee program proposed for
consideration as HB 2175 by the 1991 Oregon Legislature. This
resolution responds to directives previously stipulated as part
of Resolution No. 91-1388A. :

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Metro Resolution No. 91-1388A, endorsing principles associated
with DEQ's Emissions Fee Bill (HB 2175), calls for further review
and recommendations on particular elements of the Bill by the
Metro Council, JPACT, and the Bi-State POllCY Adv1sory Committee.
The proposed Metro resolution, No. 91-1422, is in response to
that directive. The resolution -endorses comments describing a
process to develop a specific Portland area emissions approach
and includes other comments and recommendations intended to
respond to Metro Council and JPACT concerns related to HB 2175.

The following information identifies those areas previously °
spec1f1ed for further’ actlon, summarizes activities to date, and
prov1des a schedule for remaining issues.

Further Council[JPACT[Bi-State Action

Resolve No. 4 of Resolution 91-1388A states that the Metro
Council, JPACT, and the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee should
be further involved in the development of the emission fee
program details. Resolve No. 5 states that TPAC should work with
DEQ to recommend to the Metro Council, JPACT, and the Bi-State
Policy Advisory Committee specific language to be incorporated
into HB 2175 calllng for the development and implementation of
the added approach in the Portland area. In addition to adopting
the resolution, the Council and JPACT requested that TPAC also
continue to monitor the progress of the bill and that detailed
comments regarding major areas of concern be prepared for their
review, adoption and subsequent submittal to the Legislature.

The work on these elements has begun and is described below.

Activities to Date

In response to the Metro Council/JPACT directive, a TPAC Emis-
sions Fee Bill Subcommittee was convened by TPAC on March 1, 1991



(a 1list of subcommittee members is attached). The subcommittee
met twice, on March 7 and March 14, to develop language for a

" Portland area approach and to address other issues associated

" with the bill. : - :

‘The subcommittee recommendation for the Portland approach is
included as part of Exhibit A of Resolution No. 91-21. The main
elements of the approach are: . :

1. Establishing the approach in context with Clean Air Act
Amendments consistent with regional transportation and land
use goals. R

‘2. Requiring a study of all reasonable emission control
alternatives. ' ~

3. Establishing and differentiating implementation authority for
either a fee-based or regulatory program (a fee-based ap-
proach will require regional consensus; a regulatory approach
may be implemented within existing DEQ authority).

4. cCalling for the clarification of the use of fees and revenue
‘management. : '

The subcommittee also examined and made recommendations on the
following issues. The issues generally reflect comments heard at
previous Council, JPACT, Bi-State, and TPAC discussions on HB

1. Distribution of Funds (Section 18 of HB 2175). The bill
currently includes a process where distribution of funds
would be the responsibility of the Environmental Quality
Commission with advice from an "Air Quality Improvement
Advisory Board." It was suggested by the subcommittee that
for the statewide Transportation Subaccount, a three-step
process for the distribution of funds be established and that
the Advisory Board be replaced by the Oregon Transportation
Commission. Step 1 of the process involves OTC development
of a transportation-related air quality plan for the state.
The plan would include an analysis of needs, establish prior-
ities, and identify eligible projects or strategies (similar
to control measures identified in the State Implementation
Plan. Step 2 would require EQC approval of the plan elements
and priorities. Step 3 would be administration and disburse-
ment of the plan by the OTC. This is recommended to be done
as part of the Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program.

A similar process could be established for a Portland area
approach with the Metro Council, Tri-Met Board, or JPACT
serving in the role of the OTC. '

2. Administrative Costs (Subsection 24 (6), page 13). The bill
currently specifies that up to 15 percent of a fee may be
retained to recover the cost of collecting such fees. The




subcommittee suggested that the cost be lowered to 10 percent
following implementation of the fee collection program.

3. Eligible Project Definitions (Sectlon 18). It is unclear in.
the bill as to which projects are eligible and how they will
be prioritized. The TPAC subcommittee concluded those de-
tails can best be worked out through the development of the
plan described in item No. 1 above.

"4, Transportation Program Subaccount (Section 21). The TPAC
subcommittee recommends all monies collected through the .
motor vehicle emissions fee be credited to the Transportation
Program Subaccount. The current bill dedicates 20 percent of
the monies to a Common Subaccount. The subcommittee felt/
that the current language could create an equity problenm
which would only act to hinder the success of the bill.

5. Toll Road Demonstration Project (Section 21). The subcommit-
tee recommended omitting this reference as stated in Subsec-
tion (3)(b). First, the reference is inconsistent with other
aspects of the bill in that it is the only specific or pre-
.scribed action included. Second, the toll road demonstration .
option can be reviewed as an alternative in conjunction with
the development of a plan con51stent w1th the process de-
scribed in item No. 1 above.

Schedule

Comments and recommendations should be forwarded to the Legisla-
- ture as soon as possible. The next action on the bill in Salem
has not been scheduled. The House Energy and Environment Commit-
tee is currently reviewing comments and amendments on the Indus-
trial Emissions Section of the bill. Review of the Vehicle
Emissions Section is anticipated to begln within the next two to
three weeks and another public hearlng is expected. We will need
to forward comments from the region in time for that hearing.

The Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee reviewed and adopted
Resolution No. 91-1422 on March 22. TPAC action followed on
March 29.  JPACT review and adoption is scheduled for April 11,
with Metro Council action on April 25. As noted, in order to
meet the legislative schedule, it may be necessary to forward
draft (prior to Council adoption) recommendations to the
Legislature.

" A copy of HB 2175 is attached as information.
C VE O CER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 91-
1422.

MH:mk
91-1422.RES/04-01-91



Agenda Item No. 6.8
Meeting Date: April 25, 1991

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1432



METRO COUNCIL
April 25, 1991
Agenda Item No. 6.8

TRANSPORTATION AND PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 91-1432, FOR THE PURPOSE OF RATIFYING BI-STATE
POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 03-01-1991 AMENDING THE
BI-STATE POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE BYLAWS

-Date: April 24, 1991 Presented by: Councilor Bauer

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: At the April 23, 1991 Transportation and
Planning Committee meeting, all Councilors were present and voted
unanimously to recommend Council adopt Resolution No. 91-1432.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Resolution No. 91-1432 provides for a
technical change to the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee bylaws. As
currently written, the bylaws membership section produces an awkward
situation when Washington'’s Intergovernmental Resource Center (IRC)
representative and a major jurisdiction representative are the same
person (because the IRC Board, as a council of governments forum, is
comprised of local jurisdictions elected officials). In this
situation, the proposed amendment would allow IRC to select an
alternate representative. The amendment would- ensure IRC is fully
represented in voting.

The Committee had no questions and did not raise any issues with the
resolution. ' :

JPMSEVEN A:911432.CR
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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF RATIFYING BI~- RESOLUTION NO. 91-1432
" STATE POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

RESOLUTION 03-01-1991 AMENDING THE
BI-STATE POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

BYLAWS

Introduced by

Councilor Bauer, Co-Chair
Bi-State Pollcy Adv;sory
Committee

|t ot st ot
«

WHEREAS, On March 21, 1991, the Bi-State Policy Advisory
Committee voted unanlmously to adopt Resolution 03-01-1991 to amend
. the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee bylaws, and

WHEREAS, Resolution 03-01-1991 would amend the Bl-State Policy
Advisory Committee bylaws to ensure- balanced. Washlngton State repre-
sentation when the Washington Co-Chair of the Committee is also the
’repreSentative from Vancouver, Clark County; or the cities of East
Clark County; and

WBEREAS, Per Article VIII, Section (b) of the Bi-State Pollcy
Advisory Committee bylaws, any amendment proposed by the Commlttee
must be ratified by a majority vote each of the Council of the
MetropolitanvService District and the Commission of the Intergovern- -
mental Resource Center in Vancouver, Washington{ now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Serv;ce Dlstrlct hereby
ratifies the recommended amendment to the BL-State Pollcy Advisory
Committee bylaws as outlined 1anesolutlon 03-01-1991 hereto as

Exhibit A.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

" this day of : : , 1991.

: , Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer
JPMSEVEN A1\911432.RES ,



EXHIBIT A

BI-STATE POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
RESOLUTION 03-01-1991

For the purpose of maintaining balanced representatlon of public
agencies on the Bi-State Pollcy.AdVLSory Commlttee between Oregon

- and Washington.

WHEREAS, the current Bylaws of the Bi-State Policy Advisory
Committee were adopted on December 20, 1989, after being approved
by Intergovernmental Resource Center (IRC) and Metropolitan
Service District (Metro).

"WHEREAS, Article IV, Section 1 of the Bylaws calls for the
membership of the Bi-State Committee to be composed of one
elected official representatives from each of the following: IRC
Board of Director, Metro Council, Clark County, Multnomah County,
Clty of Vancouver, City of Portland, cities of east Clark County,
cities of east Multnomah County, Washlngton legislature, and

. Oregon leglslature.

WHEREAS, Article IV, Section 2, of the Bylaws stipulates
that the member from IRC shall be the chair of the IRC Executive
Committee or the chair’s designated alternate.

WHEREAS, Article V, of the Bylaws stipulates that the Bi-
State Committee shall be co-chalred by the Metro and IRC
representative. .

WHEREAS, the Bylaws as<current1y written create an imbalance
in the Washington representatlon on the Bi-State when the
Washington chair of the Bi-State Committee (IRC chair or
designee) is also the representative from Vancouver, Clark.
County, or the cities of east Clark County.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the follow;ng amendment to
the Bylaws be recommended to Metro and IRC:

ARTICLE V (a)

'~ Bi-State shall be co-chaired by the Metro representative and
the IRC representative. When the Washington co-chair of Bi-State
is also the representative from Vancouver, Clark County or the
cities of east Clark County, the IRC Executive Committee shall
designate a representative from the Board of Directors of IRC to

' serve as the IRC representative to Bi-State.

ADOPTED this 22nd day of March, 1991, by the Bi-State Pollcy
Advisory Committee.

Councilor Lawrence Bauer - Cguncilperson Ron Hart
Co-Chair ca-



METRO Memorandum

2000 5.\, First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

503:221-1646
Date: April 1, 1991
To: | Transpbrtation & Planning Committee
From: Jessic%@l/)ldarlitt, Council Analyst

Regarding: RESOLUTION NO. 91-1432, RATIFYING BI-STATE POLICY :
. ADVISORY COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 03-01-1991 AMENDING THE BI-
STATE POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE BYLAWS

- On March 21, 1991, the Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee voted

unanimously to adopt Resolution 03-01-1991 to amend the Bi-State
Policy Advisory Committee bylaws. All Committee members were present
for the vote except Washington State Representative Kim Peery and
Oregon State Senator Glenn Otto..

The proposed amendment to the bylaws is essentially technical in
nature. It corrects an imbalance in Washington State representation
which occurs when the Washington co-chair of the Committee, who is an,
Intergovernmental Resource Center (IRC) representative, is also the
representative from Vancouver, Clark County, or the cities of east
Clark County. In this situation, the proposed amendment would allow

. the IRC Executive Committee to designate a representative from the IRC

Board of Directors to serve as the IRC representative to Bi-State.

This amendment was discussed and supported at the February Bi-State
Policy Advisory Committee meeting. There were no questions or

concerns raised at the March 21 meeting at which the Committee took

action.

JPMSEVEN A:1\911432.8R
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO RESOLUTION NO. 91-1439

Add to the list of Bills to Monitor:

SB 884 - Directs planning for rural communities and urban fringe
areas.

SB 910 - Directs coordination of transportation and land use
planning for metropolitan areas with population greater than one
million.

SB 1011 - Directs Land Conservation and Development Commission to
requlre local governments to insure commercial and residential
zoning at density appropriate to maximum use of mass transit in
vicinity of mass transit stations.

HB 3560 - Establishes commercial resource land and secondary land
system; regulates growth of urban growth boundary.

HB 3570 - Establishes commercial resource land and secondary'land
system; regulates growth of metropolltan service district urban
growth boundary
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FAR WEST FIBERS, INC.

April 24, 1991

Ms, Tanya Collier

Presiding Officer, Council
Metropolitan Service District
2000 S.W. PFirst Avenue
Portland, OR 97201

Subject: Agends Item 6.1, Resolution No. 91-1439-A.

Testimony for Far West Fibers presented to the Council
Regarding HB 2136, on April 25, 1991.

Dear Ms. Collier:

Far West Fibers, Inc., E-Z Recycling and the Beaverton Recycling Center
are buy-back centers or recycling depots for various recyclablss collected
in the Metropolitan Service District. We participate in Metro, Department

of Environmental Quality, State of Oregon, and Assocjation of Oregon
Industries work, legislative and planning groups.

We support AOR's position to oppose HB 2136 and we similarly recommend

that the Metro Council should not support this proposed legislative
measure,

It is not proper to impose a tax on carbonated beverage containers in
order to fund state parks and recreation, and particularly to finance The
Resource Conservation Trust Fund. If required, it would be more

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to testify on this matter.
Sincerely yours,

PAR WEST FIBERS, INC.

Copl R e

Joln G. Drew
President

JGD/ces
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Chair

Delyn Kies
Washington County
155 N. First Ave., # 200
Hillsboro, OR 97124
(503) 648-8722

Secretary
Rick Paul

Smurfit Recycling
1330 N.W. 14th Ave.
Portland, OR 97209
(503) 294-1560

Treasurer

Darrell Lyons
Sanipac Oregon, Ltd.
P.O. Box 10928
Eugene, OR 97440
(503) 747-2121

Markets

Rob Guttridge
K.B. Recycling
P.O. Box 550
Canby, OR 97013
(503) 659-7004

Legislation

Sam Chandler
Metro

2000 S.W. First Ave.
Portland, OR 97201
(503) 221-1646

Education

Joan Grimun
Washington County
155 N. First Ave., # 200
Hillsboro, OR 97124
(503) 648-8722

Special Projects
Lissa West

DEQ

811 S.W. Sixth Ave.
Portland, OR 97204
(503) 229-6823

AOR Office
Charlotte A. Becker
P.O. Box 15279
Portland, OR 97215
(503) 233-7770

3506141107 of
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AGENDA ITEM 6.1, RESOLUTION NO. 91-1439-A

Testimony for the Association of Oregon Recyclers presented to the Council
of the Metropolitan Service District regarding HB2136
April 25, 1991

The Association of Oregon Recyclers (AOR), the statewide professional
organization representing all sectors of the recycling industry, government
officials and citizens, is pleased that the Metro Council is considering
positions on the recycling bills currently before the Oregon legislature. Many
lawmakers and agencies around the state carefully watch the actions of the
Council in determining their own course of action.

For this reason, we urge the Council to reconsider the proposal to support
HB 2136, which imposes a tax on carbonated beverages and dedicates the
proceeds to state parks and recreation and to the Natural Resource
Conservation Trust Fund. While the funding of state parks and natural
resource conservation are valuable and necessary, AOR strongly believes
that such funding should not come from a tax on carbonated beverage
products or containers. The funding mechanism should be closely related to
the activity to be funded. Therefore, a tax on products or containers should
produce funds to support recycling and waste reduction.

With this in mind, the Association of Oregon Recyclers recommends that the
Council move HB 2136 from "Bills to Support" to "Bills to Monitor" in Exhibit
A of Resolution No. 91-1439A.

We appreciate your interest in taking positions on bills to further recycling
and waste reduction in the state and urge you to continue your efforts.

P.O. Box 15279, Portland, OR 97215
(503) 233-7770



METRO - Memorandum

20005.W. First Avenue’ . METRO COUNCIL
sy April 25, 1991

Agenda Item No. 6.2 |

Date: April 23, 1991

To: Metro Council
From: Todd Sadlo, Senior Assistant Counse
Regarding: = Resolution No. 91-1423B :
. Lease of Metro property in Aloha, Oregon to Intel
Corporation

On April 16, 1991, the Council Solid Waste Committee recommended
adoption of Resolution No. 91-1423A authorizing the lease of
Metro property in Aloha, Oregon to Intel Corporation. The
original proposal was to lease the property for a period of three
years. The Committee amended the resolution to clarify that the
lease must allow termination by Metro with 90 days notlce,
without penalty.

Intel will agree to a 90 day/no penalty termination clause, but
is planning to use a portion of the property for construction
staging and would like assurances that Metro will not attempt to
regain possession prior to January 1, 1992. Metro’s only
proposed -use of the property is as a site for a solid waste
transfer facility. Given normal timelines for construction of
transfer facilities, it is unlikely that such a restriction would
interfere with Metro’s possible use of the site.

Attached is proposed Resolution No. 91-1423B, which authorizes
execution of the originally proposed lease, with an additional
clause allowing Metro to retake possession with 90 days notice,
without penalty, after January 1, 1992. Also attached is the
lease amendment antlclpated by Resolutlon No. 91-1423B.

TSS
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Recycled Paper



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING
THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO LEASE

) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1423-B

)
PROPERTY AT 209TH AVENUE AND ) Introduced by Executive

)

)

TUALATIN VALLEY HIGHWAYS TO Officer Rena Cusma
INTEL CORPORATION

WHEREAS, Metro is the ownér of a tract of land consisting of
8.26 acres_locatgd at the junction of southwest 209th Avenue and
Tualatin Valley Highway in Aloha, Oregon; and

WHEREAS, In£e1 Corporation has dffered to lease the property
for a period of three (3) years at a monthly réte of four
thousand dollars ($4,000.00); and

WHEREAS, Metro believes that disposition of tﬁe property is
contingent upon the establishment of a viable solid waéte'
transfer station or stations in the West Watershed, but does not
anticipate any ‘public use of the property within the [aext—three
years] term of the lease; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code 2.04.033 requires that the lease of real
property owned by Metro be approved by the Council of the
Metropolitan Service District; énd : |

WHEREAS, ORS 271.310 provides that public property should
not be leased unless the governing body determineé that the
property not be needed for public use during the teronf the
lease; now £herefore;

BE IT RESOLVED,
1. The 8.26 acre Metro parcel at the corner of Oregon Highway 8

(Tualatin Valley Highway) and SW 209th Avenue will not be

needed for public use within the [three—year] term of the



attached lease with Intel Corporation, méde part of this
Resolution by [xefereneing] reference; and

2. The Executive Officer is authoriéed to execute a lease in
substantially the form of the attached lease with Intel

Corporation, for use of the 8.26 acre Metro property, so

.long as the lease contains a provision for earlv termination

‘which could allow possession by Metro after January 1, 1992,

with 90 days notice, without penalties.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1991.

Tanya Collief, Presiding Officer

. A:LEGIS\91-1423A.RES



PROPOSED TERMINATION CLAUSE
LEASE BETWEEN METRO AND INTEL CORPORATION

(Resolution No. 91-1423B)

36. Termination. If Lessor determines that the premises are
needed for a transfer statlon, Lessor may terminate this Lease,
without penalty, by giving at least 90 days written notice of pendlng
termination to Lessee. Lessor shall not be entitled to take
possession of the premises under this paragraph prior to January 1,
1992. Termination as spe01f1ed herein shall not excuse obllgatlons-
incurred by either party prior to termination nor act as a waiver of
any rights of either party. Upon termination, Lessor shall have no '
obligatlon to reimburse Lessee for any improvements made to the
premises, and Lessee shall not be required to remove improvements made
during the term unless such removal was a condition for approval of
the improvement by Lessor.



RESOLUTION NO. 91-1422
Agenda Item No. 6.7
REVISED Exhibit A |

EXHIBIT A

Portland Metropolitan Area

. Comments on HB 2175: Comprehensive Emissions Fees

'SECTION 8. (1) Change to read as follows: "The emission fee imposed under Section 3 of
this 1991 Act shall be assessed on motor vehicle emissions. This fee shall include a
statewide fee and shall include a regional component as described in Section 9 of this 1991
Act for ozone non-attainment areas to address the significant portion of ozone precursors
emitted by motor vehicles.

SECTION 9. A new Section 9 should be created for the Portland metropolitan area
component and remaining section headings revised accordingly. The new section would read

as follows:

1(1)‘

ll2

:(3)

24

The Department of Environmental Quality, in consultation with the
Metropolitan Service District and the District’s Joint Policy Advisory

. Committee on Transportation, shall as expeditiously as possible conduct a
study of all reasonable alternatives, including emission fee-based and
- regulatory approaches, to determine and recommend the most appropriate

program to implement to control vehicle emissions to ensure that the federal
ozone air quality standard will be attained by the end of 1993 and maintained

through the year 2010 in the Portland metropolitan area as required by the

Clean Air Act. This program shall be compatible and complementary to
regional transportation and land use goals.

If an emission fee-based program is recommended under subsection (1) of this
section, the Environmental Quality Commission shall be authorized, with
concurrence of the Metro Council and the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on
Transportation, to adopt and implement such program as expeditiously as
possible. If a regulatory program is recommended under subsection (1) of this
section, the Environmental Quality Commission shall adopt and implement
such program within existing authority., ,

If an_emission fee-based program is chosen, revenue from these fees, less costs
of administration, shall be solely used to mitigate emissions from motor
vehicles in the Portland metropolitan area in the most cost beneficial manner,

If an_emission fee-based program is chosen, the study fguired in (1) shall
include identifying the most appropriate revenue management system,"

SECTION 15. The existing paragraph should become subsection (1). The sectionvshould be
rewritten to exclude the Transportation Subaccount from formal review by the Air Quality



Improvement Fund Advisory Board. The Transportation Subaccount would be subject to the
process outlined in a new subsection (2). Consequently, the new Section 15 would read as
follows: (1) "At least biennially, the Department of Environmental Quality shall solicit and
compile a list of projects and programs eligible for air quality improvement funding along
with an analysis of the relative merits of each project and present this information to the Air
Quality Improvement Fund Advisory Board for consideration. In preparing this analysis, the
department shall request comments from other state departments and agencies whose
programs may be affected by the projects or programs. The Transportation Subaccount shall

be subject to the process identified in Subsection (2) of this section, (2) "For monies in the

Transportation Subaccount, the following procedure shall be used to determine projects
eligible for air quality improvement funding; ‘

“(a)_At least biennially, the Oregon Department of Transportation shall prepare a plan
containing a list of projects and programs eligible for air quality improvement funding. The
plan_would be based on an evaluation of needs and analysis of alternatives and would include
program costs and priorities. The planning process would be a cooperative effort with
representation from the Department of Environmental Quality, cities, counties, regional
governments, and special transportation districts. The plan would be subject to public
hearings before the Oregon Transportation Commission prior to submittal to the Environmen-
tal Quality Commission. The public hearings would be consistent with those conducted
under section 16 of this- 1991 Act pursuant to the Air Quality Improvement Fund Advisory

Board.

“(b) At least biennially, the Environmental Quality Commission shall review the plan for

adoption. In adopting the plan, the Commission shall take into consideration the recommen-
dations received under section 16 of this 1991 Act and the public comments received in the
public hearings conducted under section 16 of this 1991 Act.

~ “(c)_At least biennially, the Oregon Transportation Commission shall select a list of air
quality related improvement projects from the approved plan for inclusion in the Six-Year

Transportation Improvement Program."

- SECTION 16. Subsection (1) should be rewritten to include the Oregon Transportation
Commission in the case of the Transportation Fund Subaccount. Subsection (2) should be
similarly rewritten. Consequently, Section 16 should be rewritten as follows: "SECTION
16. (1) At least biennially, the Air Quality Improvement Fund Advisory Board shall
recommend to the Environmental Quality Commission projects and programs to be funded

from the Air Quality Improvement Fund. For the Transportation Subaccount, the Qregon
Transportation Commission shall, at least biennially, recommend to the Environmental
Quality Commission projects and programs to be funded consistent with the process identi-
fied in Section 15." (2) Before submitting its recommendations to the commission, the board
shall consider, for projects other than those funded through the Transportation Subaccount,
the list of projects and programs compiled by the Department of Environmental Quality
under Section 15 of this 1991 Act and shall conduct public hearings on its proposed recom-
mendations in order to obtain comments from interested persons, including but not limited to
persons in industry, city government, county government, automobile organizations,




{I

- environmental orgahizatibns, agriculture, forestry, the wood stove industry and public health.
The board shall conduct public hearings according to the provisions under ORS 183.310 to
183.550 applicable to hearings in non-contested cases.

SECTION 21. Subsection (2) should be rewritten to read "Of the monies remaining in the
Transportation Programs Subaccount after payment of the costs under subsection (1) of this
section, [(a) Eighty] One Hundred percent shall be used for projects and programs relating to
the reduction in emissions from transportation.” Existing subsection (b) should be deleted as
follows: "Section 21 (2) [(b) Twenty percent shall be transferred to the Common Subaccount
within the Air Quality Improvement Fund to be used for any eligible project or program.
Any moneys remaining in the Transportation Programs Subaccount at the end of a biennium
after all eligible projects and programs are funded also shall be transferred to the Common
Subaccount.]" ' ‘ ~

Subsection (3)(b) referring to toll roads should be deleted. Toll road alternatives would be
included in the alternatives analysis for a Portland metropolitan area program. The deletion
would be as follows: "Section 21 (3). [(b) A feasibility study and pilot demonstration

project to collect tolls on transportation routes congested by peak commuter traffic. At least |
one such study shall be conducted in the Portland metropolitan area.}"

SECTION 24. Subsection (6). The second sentence should be amended and a third
sentence added as follows: "The maximum may not exceed 15 percent of the amount of fees
collected by the entity in the first two years of the program. Beginning in the third year of
the program, the maximum may not exceed 10 percent of the amount of fees collected by the
entity. This recognizes the potential for high start-up costs of a program, with the assump-
tion costs decreasing following implementation.




(45/6{,/%‘// [
¢/1S)9l
ORAL ?UDGET COMMITTEE REPORT ii-7
COUNCILOR VAN BERGEN

APRIL 25, 1991

DEPUTY PRESIDING OFFICER, I WOULD LIKE TO GIVE AN ORAL REPORT OF
THE BUDGET COMMITTEE AT THIS TIME. THE COMMITTEE’S WRITTEN
REPORT WILL BE DELIVERED TO YOU WELL IN ADVANCE OF OUR MAY 2,
1991 COUNCIL MEETING, AT WHICH TIME THE COUNCIL WILL TAKE INITIAL

ACTION ON THE FY 1991-92 BUDGET.
BACKGROUND

THE PROPOSED FY 1991-92 BUDGET WAS RELEASED TO THE COUNCIL ON
MARCH 14, 1991. THE BUDGET COMMITTEE STARTED WORK ON THE BUDGET
ON MARCH 18, 1991 AND FINALIZED ITS RECOMMENDATIONS LAST NIGHT,
APRIL 24, 1991. WE HELD A TOTAL OF TWELVE (12) MEETINGS TO
COMPLETE A THREE PHASE PROCESS. PHASE I WAS THE BUDGET
PRESENTATION BY THE VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS; PHASE II WAS THE
RESPONSE TO COMMITTEE QUESTIONS AND COUNCIL STAFF ANALYSES; AND
PHASE III WAS THE FORMATION OF COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EACH

FUND.

BUDGET COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

THE BUDGET COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS ARE CONTAINED IN THE

DOCUMENT BEING DISTRIBUTED AT THIS TIME. KEEP IT WITH YOU AND



REVIEW IT CAREFULLY FOR'IT WILL BE THE DOCUMENT FROM WHICH YOU
WILL MAKE DECISIONS ON MAY 2, 1991. ENCLOSED IN THE BUDGET
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS IS A SUMMARY TABLE WHICH SHOWS THE
TOTAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EACH FUND IN THE BUDGET. AS YOU CAN
SEE AFTER ALL THE MANY RECOMMENDED CHANGES, THE NET RESULT IS THE
PROPOSED BUDGET IS RECOMMENDED TO BE INCREASED BY A TOTAL OF
$561,003. THIS RESULT IS NEITHER GOOD NOR BAD, IT'S THE SPECIFIC
CHANGES WITHIN EACH FUND WHICH MUST BE EXAMINED TO GET A FLAVOR
-OF THE POLICIES AND PROGRAMS CONTAINED IN THE BUDGET. }'D LIKE
TO HIGHLIGHT SEVERAL OF THE MORE IMPORTANT POLICIES OR

ASSUMPTIONS IN THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION:
GENERAL_FUND

THE GENERAL FUND IS RECOMMENDED TO BE INCREASED BY $220,724. ON
. THE FACE OF iT THIS INCREASE iS MOSTLY ATTRIBUTABLE TO THE
TRANSFER OF $281,663 TO ‘-THE OREGON CONVENTION CENTER FUND. THE
MONEY IS:MERELY BEING PASSED THROUGH THE GENERAL FUND FROM THE
CONVENTION CENTER MANAGEMENT FUND SO WE CAN ELIMINATE THE
MANAGEMENT FUND DURING FY 1991-92. AS YOU KNOW THE GENERAL FUND
CONTAINS THE EXCISE TAX AS ITS PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF REVENUE. THE
COMMITTEE 'S RECOMMENDATION IS TO BUDGET THE EXCISE TAX AT A 4.8%
LEVEL AND LEVY IT AT A 5.0% LEVEL. THESE ARE ESSENTIALLY THE '
SAME LEVELS AT\WHICH THE EXCISE TAX IS BUDGETED AND LEVIED bURING
THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. THE TAXABLE BASE ON WHICH THE EXCISE

TAX IS DETERMINED HAS INCREASED SUBSTANTiALLY FOR NEXT FISCAL



YEAR SO THE REVENUE TO BE DERIVED HAS ALSO INCREASED. THE
COMMITTEE BASICALLY AGREED WITH THE PROPOSED GENERAL FUND BUDGET
FOR THE DIRECT EXPENDITURES IN THE GENERAL FUND AND THE TRANSFERS
TO THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
FUNDS. THE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDS IN ADDITION 1) THAT $100,000 OF
GENERAL FUNDS BE TRANSFERRED TO THE BUILDING MANAGEMENT fUND TO
CONTINUE WORK ON RESOLVING OUR OFFICE SPACE NEEDS AND 2) THAT
$200,000 BE TRANSFERRED TO THE INSURANCE FUND TO ACCELERATE THE
BUILD UP OF THE LIABILITY RESERVE ACCOUNT WHICH IS PROPOSED TO BE
ACCUMULATED AT A $2,000,000 LEVEL OVER A 4 YEAR PERIOD.

.

SUPPORT SERVICE FUND

THE SUPPORT SERVICE FUND IS RECOMMENDED TO BE DECREASED BY
$3é2,814. THE REDUCTION IS SOMEWHAT MISLEADING BECAUSE IT
INCLUDES $156,323 IN THE BUILDERS LICENSE PROGRAM WHICH IS
RECOMMENDED TO BE BUDGETED IN THIS FUND, AS IS THE CASE DURING
THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. THE "REAL" RECOMMENDED REDUCTION IN THE
"OVERHEAD" BUDGET REQUESTS IS $519,137. WHILE THIS APPEARS TO BE
A SUBSTANTIAL DECREASE IT IS LESS THAN ONE THIRD (31%) OF THE
PROPOSED INCREASE OF $1,685,006 OVER THE CURRENT YEAR BUDGET.
DELIBERATION ON THE BUDGETS IN THIS FUND WERE THE MOST DIFFICULT
FOR THE COMMITTEE. WE EXPERIENCED MANY 3 TO 2'VDTES IN THE
PROCESS OF DEVELOPING OUR SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS: MY PERSONAL
VIEW ON THIS FUND IS THAT WE NEED TO GET CONTROL OVER THE

MUSHROOMING "OVERHEAD" COSTS OF THE DISTRICT BECAUSE THEY HAVE AN

3



IMPACT ON THE AMOUNT OF;FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR DIRECT EXPENDITURE IN
THE DISTRICT'S OPERATING FUNDS. THIS YEAR IS THE SECOND YEAR IN
A ROW FOR SUBSTANTIAL INCREASES IN THE DISTRICT’S "OVERHEAD"

BUDGETS.
INSURANCE FUND

- THE INSURANCE FUND IS RECOMMENDED SUBSTANTIALLY AS PROPOSED.

THIS YEAR WE ARE EMBARKING ONVTﬁE DEVELOPMENT OF A SELF" INSURANCE
PROGRAM. THE BUDGET COMMITTEE AGREES WITH THIS APPROACH AND |
RECOMMENDS ACCELE#ATING THE ACCUMULATION OF THE RESERVE ACCOUNT
BY USING AN ADDITIONAL $200,000 OF EXCISE TAX REVENUE. THE
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDS THAT ALL OPERATING ENTITIES PAY THEIR FULL

SHARE OF THIS PROGRAM.

SOLID WASTE_FUND
THE SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND IS RECOMMENDED TO INCREASE BY
$3,168,316. THE MAJOR REASON FOR THIS INCREASE IS THAT THE
EXECUTIVE OFFICER DID NOT INCLUDE BUDGETING FOR THE COMPOSTER

' DEBT SERVICE IN THE PROPOSED BUDGET. THE MAJOR OBJECTIVE OF THE
COMMITTEE IN WORKING ON THIS BUDGET WAS TO REDUCE DIRECT
EXPENDITURES AND BUILD UP THE CONTINGENCY ACCOUNT, WHICH WAS
PROPOSED AT 2.5%, WELL BELOW THE 5% FIGURE RECOMMENDED BY THE
DISTRICT'S FINANCIAL ADVISOR. YOU WILL SEE THERE ARE MANY

CHANGES RECOMMENDED IN THE SOLID WASTE BUDGET. YOU WILL ALSO SEE

4



THAT THE CONTINGENCY HAS BEEN SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASED AND IS
RECOMMENDED AT 5.2%.

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT FUNDS

THESE FUNDS ARE RECOMMENDED TO BE APPROVED SUBSTANTIALLY AS
PROPOSED BY THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER. THE EXCEPTION IS THE SOLID
WASTE PLANNING PROGRAM, WHICH IS RECOMMENDED TO BE REDUCED BY
$131,320 (14.5%) TO REFLECT INITIAL IMPLEMENTATION OF
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE RECENTLY COMPLETED PERFORMANCE AUDIT.
BOTH THE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AND PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT FUNDS
HAVE LOCAL GOVERNMENT DUES BUDGETED AS REVENUE. THE PROPOSED.
BUDGET REFLECTS A DUES ASSESSMENT LEVEL OF .43 CENTS PER CAPITA.
THE ‘BUDGET COMMITTEE RECOMMENDS THE DUES ASSESSMENT CONTINUE AT
THIS LEVEL BECAUSE OF THE VALUE OF SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE
DISTRICT TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS EXCEEDS THE AMOUNT OF THE DUES

PAYMENT.

* k k k k k *k k Kk k * %k % * *

DEPUTY PRESIDING OFFICER, THESE ARE BUT SOME OF THE HIGHLIGHTS OF
THE BUDGET COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION. I WOULD LIKE TO SAY THAT
DURING THIS PROCESS ALL PARTICIPANTS FUNCTIONED WELL. THE
EXECUTIVE AND DEPARTMENT STAFF DID A GOOD JOB PRESENTING THEIR
CASES; THE COﬁNCIL STAFF LIKEWISE DID VALUABLE WORK ANALYZING AND
MAKING SOME DIFFICULT RECOMMENDATIONS ON BEHALF OF THE COMMITTEE.
INTERESTED COUNCILORS AND COMMITTEE CHAIRS PRESENTED WELL THOUGHT
OUT RECOMMENDATIONS; AND, FINALLY, THE BUDGET COMMITTEE MEMBERS
SLUGGED THEIR WAY THROUGH ALL THE INFORMATION, THE NOISE AND
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CLATTER ATTENDANT WITH ALL BUDGET PROCESSES TO MAKE THESE

RECOMMENDATIONS. I WANT TO THANK EACH OF THEM FOR A JOB WELL
DONE.



