OUNC
' Agenda Sl it

ME TB_OPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W. HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Services

Date:
Day:
Time:
Place:
Approx.
Time *

5:30

6:00

February 28, 1985

Thursday

5:30 p.m.

Council Chamber

Presented By

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL
1. Introductions
2. Councilor Communications
3. Executive Officer Communications
4. AWritten Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
5., Citizen Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
6. CONSENT AGENDA

6.1

6.2

6.4

6.5

Approval of the Minutes of the Meeting of February 7, 1985

Consideration of Resolution No. 85-541, for the

Purpose of Amending Resolution No. 83-431
(Guidelines for Council Expenditures)

Consideration of Resolution No. 85-542, for the

Purpose of Appointing Citizen Members to the Budget
Committee

Consideration of Resolution No. 85-548, for the
Purpose of Amending the FY 1985 and FY 1984
Unified Work Programs

Consideration of Intergovernmental Project Review

’ *All times listed on this agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the

exact order indicated.
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Approx.
Time Presented By
7. RESOLUTIONS
6:05 7.1 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-549, for the Siegel
Purpose of Providing for the Assessment of Dues
to Local Governments for FY 1985-86
6315 7.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-550, for the Hinckley
Purpose of Adding to the Approved List of Hearings
Officers (Gail Achterman, Adrianne Brockman and
Beth Mason)
6:20 7.3 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-551, for the Bonner/
Purpose of Establishing Priorities and Objectives Gustafson
for 1985 and 1986
6:40 7.4 Consideration of Resolutions for the Purpose of Fell
Adopting Council Positions on Proposed Legis-
lation:

Resolution No. 85-543, for the Purpose of Adopting a Council
Position on Proposed Legislation Extending Energy Tax Credits

Resolution No. 85-544, for the Purpose of Adopting a Council
Position on Proposed Legislation Establishing a State Advisory
Commission on Intergovernmental Affairs

Resolution No. 85-545, for the Purpose of Adopting a Council
Position on Proposed Legislation Modifying State Landfill
Siting Authority

Resolution No. 85-546, for the Purpose of Adopting a Council
Position on Proposed Legislation Allowing Metro to Create
Citizen Commissions

Resolution No. 85-547, for the Purpose of Adopting a Council
Position on Proposed Legislation to Protect Exotic Animals

Resolution No. 85-552, for the Purpose of Adopting a Council
Position on Proposed Legislation Exempting Metro's Zoo and
Solid Waste Services from Sales Tax
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8. OTHER BUSINESS
7:05 ‘8.1 Consideration of a Contract with Coldwell Carlson
Banker to Provide Representation in Subleasing
Office Space
7:15 8.2 Consideration of a Contract with Jones & Jones Rich
to Provide for the Design of the Africa Bush
Exhibit, Phase I
7:25 10. COMMITTEE REPORTS
7:30 ADJOURN
amn
2890C/D1-6

02/20/85



LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-SUPPORTED BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR'S
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
HB 2036 Zoo uncoupling and tax bill Metro Intergovern- Passed, 2/11 | Passed, 2/13 | Senate
7 mental Affairsg Governmental
og (IGA)- 1/14 Operations,
2/19
HB 2037 Local government dues bill Metro IGA - 1/14 Passed with | Rereferred to
IRC amendments, IGA Committee,
2/12 2/15
HB 2053 Energy tax credits for Solid Waste | Energy & Passed with
energy recovery facilities & Environment amendments,
recycling (E & E), 1/14 | 2/7
HB 2275 Metro excise taxes Metro IGA - 1/14
HB 2255 Hazardous waste information Solid Waste |E & E, 1/22
HB 2266 2¢ gas tax increase IRC Transportation| Passed with
1/18 amendments
then 2/26

Revenue &
School Finance|




February 27, 1985

- v,
LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT
METRO-SUPPORTED BILLS
DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR 'S
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
HB 2276 18¢ cigarette tax; 1l¢ for Metro Revenue, 1/22
COGs and MSDs then
IRC
Ways & Means
HB 2308 State Intergovernmental Metro IGA, 2/1
Relations Commission then
Ways & Means
HB 2558 Metro creating commissions Metro IGA, 2/20
HB 2572 Executive Officer of Metro Metro IGA, 2/20
appoints transit district IRC

board members




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-SUPPORTED BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR'S
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
SB 99 Appellate Court jurisdiction Legal Judiciary,
Counsel 1/18




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-OPPOSED BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTIHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR '¢
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
SB 32 Weight/mile tax IRC Transportation
1/28
then
Revenue & Schl/
Finance
SB 91 Time limits for civil suits Legal Counsel Judiciary,
1/18
HB 2202 Resource recovery facilities Solid Waste Energy &
: and Public Utility Commission Environment
regulation (E & E),
2/1
HB 2605 Metro budget requires voter Metro Intergovern—
approval mental Affairs
(IGA), 2/26
HB 2608 Abolishes Metro Metro IGA, 2/26




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-INTEREST BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR'S
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
HB 2038 Metro Executive Officer as Metro IGA, 1/14
thirteenth member of Metro
Council
HB 2094 Circuit Court Judges Salaries Exec. Mgmt. Judiciary, Passed with
then amendments
Ways & Means
HB 2183 10¢ cigarette tax; 1¢ for Metro Revenue
cities and counties
HB 2200 Defines telecommunications IRC Energy &
for public utility regulation Environment
1/15
HB 2229 Collection and distribution of Zoo Revenue, 1/22
property taxes
HB 2244 Land use regulations and Legal Counsel| Water Policy)
state water policy 1/18
HB 2254 Hazardous substance informa- F & A Labor, 1/22

tion in workplace

then

Ways & Means




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-INTEREST BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR'S
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
HB 2262 Enterprise zones and IRC Trade & Econ.
eligibility criteria Development
then
Revenue
HB 2277 Creation of new cities IRC IGA, 1/14
HB 2292 Uniform medical schedule for F &A Labor, 1/24
Workers Compensation
HB 2297 Notice of injuries, Workers F &A Labor, 1/24
Compensation *
HB 2301 Annexations within UGBs IRC IGA, 1/14
HB 2322 Workers Compensation benefits F&A Labor, 2/4
to surviving spouses
HB 2427 Appointment of Metro Metro 1GA, 2/13

Executive Officer




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-INTEREST BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR 'S

BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
SB 33 Wage discrimination on gender |Legal Counsel | Labor, 1/17
SB 36 Minimum wage laws Legal Counsel | Labor, 1/17
SB 41 Definition of place of public |Legal Counsel | Labor, 1/23

employment
SB 69 Managerial employees and Legal Counsel | Labor, 1/17

collective bargaining
SB 80 Workers compensation and Finance/ Labor, 1/18

local governments Administra-

tion

SB 83 Construction of regional IRC Judiciary,

correction facilities 1/18




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-INTEREST BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR'S
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
SB 97 Workers compensation and F & A Labor, 1/18
conscience or religious
belief
SB 136. State Lottery IRC Government
Operations,
1/28
SB 143 Public Tort Liability Legal Counsel| Tabled in
exemptions Judiciary,
1/29
SB 144 Occupation of land by public Legal Counsel| Judiciary,
condemners 1/18
SB 162 Independent contractors and Legal Counsel| Labor, 1/18
Workers compensation
SB 234 Removes sunset on industrial IRC Trade & Econ.

revenue bonds

Development,
1/21




LEGISLATIVE PROGRESS REPORT

METRO-INTEREST BILLS

February 27, 1985

DEPT. FIRST BODY | COMMITTEE FLOOR OTHER BODY COMMITTEE FLOOR GOVERNOR' £
BILL NO. DESCRIPTION INTEREST COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION COMMITTEE ACTION ACTION ACTION
SB 298 Drainage basin program IRC Water Policy,
statements 1/21
SB 314 Appropriates $ from lottery IRC Trade/Econ.
to Basic Research Fund Development,
1/21
then
Ways & Means
SB 338 Installment payments for IRC Govt. Opera-
connecting to municipal sewer tions, 2/1
system
SB 339 Installment payments for IRC Govt. Opera-
sewer connection charges to tions, 1/29
county system
SB 382 Government contracts F &A Govt. Opera-

tions, 2/11




'AgendavItem No. 6.1

Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
INFORMAL MEETING

February 7, 1985
.Councilors Present: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen,
Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner
Councilors Absent: Councilors Kafoury and Kirkpatrick

Also Present: Executive Officer Rick Gustafson

Staff Present: Philip Fell,‘Steve Siegel, Leigh Zimmerman,
Peg Henwood, Dennis Mulvihill, Ray Barker

Presiding Officer Bonner called to order an informal meeting of the
Council at 5:30 p.m. Staff briefed the Council on the status of
proposed and existing state legislation that would effect the
Metropolitan Service District. ‘ : :

Metro's Legislative Package (Presented by Councilor Hardy Myers and
Executive Officer Rick Gustafson)

1. HB 2036 Separates question of Zoo tax base and additional
responsibilities for Metro. The Zoo tax base would no
longer be the triggering mechanism for adding service
responsibilities. Rather, a public vote on each

_additional service proposed for Metro is substituted.

2. HB 2037 Dues bill. Removes sunset, requires consultation with
advisory committee, requires ports and mass transit
districts to pay service charges. ‘ ’

3. HB 2275 Allows Metro to impose excise taxes for general
’ government operations on District functions and
facilities.

Other Legislative Issues (Presented by Philip’Fell)

1. HB 2038 Provides Executive Officer to become the thirteenth
member of the Metro Council.

2. HB 2308 Creates State Commission on Intergovernmental Relations.

3. HB 1363 Establishes landfill siting principles.



Metro Council
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4., LC XXXX Changes Metro s Executlve Offlcer from an elected to
i appointed official.

5. HB 2053 Extends energy tax credit for energy or recycling
facilities erected, constructed or 1nstalled before
January 1, 1985, :

Before the Metropolitan Legislative Agenda was presented, the
Presiding Officer called a recess from 7:20 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.

Metropolitan Legislative Agenda (Presented by Steve Siegel)

Existing and proposed leglslatlon of concern to local governments
within the Metro reglon include:

l. State Tax Reform :
2. State Gas Tax
3. Oregon Lottery

4, Cigarette Tax

5. Convention, Spectator and Trade Facilities
6. State and Reglonal Correctlons Facilities

At the Council meetlng of February 14, 1985, the Presiding Officer
will introduce of series of resolutlons requestlng the Council to
adopt positions regarding the Metropolitan- Leglslatlve Agenda and
other proposed legislation.

Presiding Officer Bonner adjourned the informal meeting at 8:10 p.m.
Respectfully submltted,

%WW

‘A, Marie Nelson
Clerk of the Counc1l

amn
2930C/313-2
02/13/85




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING
PRIORITIES AND OBJECTIVES FOR THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT FOR
THE YEARS 1985 AND 1986

RESOLUTION NO, 85-551

Introduced by Presiding
Officer Bonner, and
~ Executive Officer Gustafson

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Serviée District (Metro) adopted
- Priorities and Objectives on June 28, 1984; and

WHEREAS, Many of the objectives have been accomplished
ove;-tﬁe past year; and

WHEREAS, Metro reviews its p;iorities'and objectives
annually to ensureethat they are an accurate reflection of its
bfuture direction; and |
o WHEREAS The pr10r1t1es and objectlves prov1de a basis for
ﬁhe development and administration of work programs for Metro; now,
" therefore, |
‘BE IT RESOLVED,
That the following priorities and objectives are hereby

adopted by the Metropolitan Service District:

'PRIORITY A: EFFECTIVELY ADMINISTER THE EXISTING SERVICES OF METRO

'eOBJECTIVES'

| l. Implement Adopted Policies and Procedures and Conduct Perlodlc
: .~ Reviews _

a. Personnel Rules
b. Affirmative Action Plan
c. Disadvantaged Business Program:

d. Contract Procedures



2. Administer Effective Financial Management

“'a.” Adopt budget by June 1985

b.

Frepare,financial reports on a monthly basis i

c.  Completé-annual audit by October 1985

3. Meet

ad. -

Majéf'P?bgrém Commitments Adopted by the Council

200

* “Complete central bear habitat and Zoo stréet renovation
by Spring 1986 .

* Complete design of Phase I of the Africa Bush Exhibit
by Spring 1986 .

*  Complete construction of Phase I of the Africa Bush

~ Exhibit by Spring 1987 S

*

‘* .

*

*

Begin design of Phase II of. the Africa Bush Exhibit by
the summer of 1986 »

~ Solid Waste

Acquire site and commence design and construction of
Washington Transfer & Recycling Center _
Complete alternatives study and adopt 1984-85 solid

Waste Management Plan Update
Develop methane gas project

Intergovernmental Resource Center (IRC)

*

k.

*
*

Update Regional Transportation Plan -
Conduct or participate in various transportation -
studies including: regional light rail transit,
Southwest Corridor, Elderly and Handicapped Plan, Bike
Safety Encouragement Program and Transportation: =
Improvement Program '

Update Population and Employment Forecasts

Monitor and process Urban Growth Boundary change
requests

Finance and Administration

Improve personnel System
Improve data processing system

4. Maintain Effective Service Operations

a.

Solid Waste

*

Continue state of art environmental management of
St. Johns Landfill and Clackamas Transfer & Recycling
Center

Negotiate and award contracts for operating solid waste
facilities




* Continue management 1mprovements of Metro field )
operations -

* Continue development of effective reglonal waste
reduction program

b. Zoo

* Contlnue Operatlon and promotion of Zoo in a manner
which will achieve attendance prOJectlons and
approximately 50 percent of operatlng costs from

- non-tax sources '

* Continue implementation of fac111ty maintenance schedule

»PRIORITY'B. ESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN AQ;QUATE AND FIRM FINANCIAL'
SUPPORT FOR ALL SERVICES

OBJECTIVES°

1. Secure Authorlzatlon for General Fund Revenues from the 1985
Leglslature

a. State-shared revenues

b. Excise tax authority

2. * Implement Policies to Secure General Fund Revenue Sources by
: the End of 1985

3. Determine Allocation of Methane Gas Revenues

4. - Secure Permanent Finances for Zoo Operations end Maintenance in
R 1986 and Adopt a Method for Financing the Implementatlon of the
Zoo Master Plan :

‘5. Establish Long-Term Financial Support for Financing the IRC
a. . Obtain legislative authorization for dues in 1985
"'b. Prepare five-year financial plan for IRC

c. Secure grant commitments to replace loss of Interstate
‘ Transfer funds for transportation planning

6. Implement F1ve Operatlng Fund System for FY 1986-87, Addlng a
- Support Serv1ce Fund

a. Define the elements of the Support Service Fund
b. Adopt a cost allocation system

7. Develop Criteria for Determining Which Projects Will be Funded
by Dues and Which by Metro and Other Sources




PRIORITY.C: ENSURE THAT THE REGION WILL HAVE AN ENVIRONMENTALLY
SAFE AND FINANCIALLY SOUND SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

OBJECTIVES:

1. Create an Understanding of the Solid Waste "Dilemma," Including
the Need for a Regional General Purpose Landfill, Through the
System Plannlng Process

2. Pursue State Landfill Siting Authority

3. Seek the Issuance of Appropriate Landfill Land Use Permit(s) at
County and/or City Level

PRIORITY D: USE THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER CONSENSUS
BUILDING MODEL TO ESTABLISH A LONG-RANGE PARTNERSHIP FOR IDENTIFYING
AND RESOLVING ISSUES OF REGIONAL AND MUTUAL INTEREST

- OBJECTIVES:

1. Utilize the Intergovernmental Resource Center (IRC) as a
. _Mechanism to Create Reqional Task Forces to Prepare
Recommendations on Critical Regional Issues for Cons1deratlon
~and Action by the Affected Governing Bodies :

2.‘ Reinforce Metro's Role of Being a Center for Intergovernmental
Resolution of Problems by Demonstrating Political Leadership
and Staff Support to this Approach

3. Improve Capability to Better Meet the Needs of the Local
.. Governments and the Requlrements of Increased Interqovernmental
Cooperatlon

'4,. Establish Metro Priorities in Addressing Reglonal Service Needs
o Requiring Intergovernmental Review

PRIORITY ‘E: INCREASE PUBLIC AWARENESS OF METRO'S ROLE IN THE REGION
~AND ASSURE THE OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT IN METRO'S
- IMPORTANT DECISION-MAKING PROCESSES

OBJECTIVES:

1. Public Awareness

a. Continue semi-annual newsletter, annual report, annual
video productlon and other methods of direct communlcatlon
to residents

b. Increase dissemination of public information




c. Continue to provide and participate in forums on regional
issues ' '

d. = Schedule periodic Metro Council meetings around the
region; invite selected groups for briefings and tours

2. Public Involvement

a. Require all projects to have public involvement, including:
work at the neighborhood‘level

b. Continue implementation of public involvement programs in
the following projects: Washington County Transfer &
Recycling Center; Waste Reduction Plan; and landfill
siting process re-assessment :

3. Metro Council Involvement

a. Make use of existing forums to increase pérticipatidn of
Metro Councilors in the community -

b. Listen for, and hélp disseminate the ideas of, individuals
and groups in the region who are speaking out on regional
. issues ‘ ' '

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

‘this day of ~, 1985.

l
|

- Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

slr/gl » '
2808C/406-5 : - '
02/19/85 | ;



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

.FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXEMPTING RESOLUTION NO. 85=556—
METRO'S REGIONAL SERVICES AND

PURCHASES FROM A SALES TAX - .Introduced by

Presiding Officer Bonner and
Executive Officer Gustafson

—r et N A St

WHEREAS, The Oregon'Legislatgre has indicated its intention
to refer a sales tax measure to a vote of the people;

WHEREAS, The question of whether 1o§a1 governments will be
required to pay a sales tax on the goods they purchase or to charge
a sales tax for the services they provide remains unclear;

WHEREAS, Local governments, including the Métropolitan
Service District, would be required to increase their property tax
levies and/or the fees they charge their citizens for the services
they deliver; and

‘ WHEREAS, .Metro could be forced to pass a-sales tax on to
its constituents; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Metro Council supports exemption from the sales

tax of regional services and those materials used in providing

regional services.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
this day of ~, 1985.

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

PF/gl/2971C/405-3
02/28/85



FINANCIAL SUMMARY

Assessed Value

Property Taxes

Tax Rate Per $1,000

Outstanding Bonded

for 1983-84 the ratlo Is 90.3% for Homestead property and 90.9% for non-

Homestead property.

) Debt Includes general obligation, revenue, Improvement and urban renewal bonds.
} Unit boundary extends Into adJolnlng county.
) Unit Is exempt from Local Budget Law, but has taxIng authority.

(6)
7)

speclial assessments.

organlzed for sanltary sewer service.

000 Omitted (1) Annual Budget After Offsets Assessed Value Debt (2)
<ing Unlt 1983-84 1984-85 1983-84 1984-85 1983-84 1984-85 1983-84 1984-85 1983-84 1984-85
INTY:
Itnomah County $ 17,186,890 $ 18,164,755 § 174,343,070 § 248,964,318 $ 52,784,301 $ 56,853,354 $ 3.08 § 3.13 § 3,477,800 $ 3,175,000
TIES:
ty of Portland (3) $ 11,866,835 § 12,816,729 § 597,419,270 $ 769,482,305 § 78,075,025 $ 82,398,465 $ 6.58 $ 6.43 $292,632,808 $295,260,391
ty of Falrview 40,548 43,594 1,229,460 1,107,967 23,347 24,748 «58 57 201,000 189,000
ty of Gresham 947,849 1,175,154 28,738,756 49,383,015 4,330,757 5,264,146 4.57 4.48 11,111,900 10,396,000
ty of Maywood Park 17,833 18,818 74,220 40,008 None None None None None None
ty of Troutdale ) 149,816 163,100 2,856,569 4,217,036 427,419 449,440 2.86 2.76 3,934,460 3,622,043
ty of Wood Village 56,287 66,374 916,500 2,227,734 70,802 88,239 1.26 1.33 76,000 60,000
TOTAL ~ CITIES $ 631,234,775 $ 826,458,066 $ 82,927,350 $ 68,225,038 $307,956,168 $309,527,434
ZCIAL PURPOSE DISTRICTS:
-t ot Portland (3) $ 32,993,542 § 34,835,586 $ 370,554,127 $ 431,853,613 $ 6,186,293 $ 14,154,723 § .19 $ .41 $279,193,184 $283,982,909
'963=73 Debt 17,186,890 18,164,755 in Above In Above 834,787 None «05 None 55,450,000 52,250,000
I=Met (3} - - 259,294,804 224,026,538 None None None None None None
tro Service Diste (3) 29,733,210 31,423,560 41,010,459 45,890,191 4,997,430 4,999,592 a7 «16 None None
yllne Crest Rde Dist. (4) 3,159 3,346 (4) (4) 1,262 1,338 «40 «40 None None
TOTAL ~ SPECIAL PURPOSE DISTRICTS $ 670,859,390 § 701,770,342 $ 12,019,772 $ 19,155,653 $334,643,184 $336,232,909
UCATION DISTRICTS: ;
1 = Portlend (3) $ 12,726,031 $ 13,333,917 § 277,242,910 $ 306,809,378 $159,659,620 $169,277,979 $12.55 $12.70 None None
1 2 - Saesham High (3) (7) 1,239,590 1,319,023 13,404,166 14,075,710 6,169,806 6,326,691 4.98 4.80 § 145,000 None
3 ’rose 759,301 851,058 13,449,646 16,857,616 9,374,244 9,918,864 12,35 11.66 300,000 $ 150,000
4 ~ Glesham Grade (6) 939,853 1,007,351 17,079,945 17,779,230 7,048,865 8,013,048 7.50 7.96 9,205,000 8,650,000
6 ~- Orlent (3) (6) 127,888 133,573 2,330,168 2,330,597 915,007 987,962 7.16 7.40 15,000 None
7 = Reynolds 1,069,941 1,140,777 25,782,021 28,306,243 11,777,082 13,533,367 11.01  11.87 9,120,000 8,645,000
19 - Sauvle Isiand 39,951 43,883 881,650 868,791 560,000 521,374 14,02 11.89 700,000 680,000
28 = Centennlal (3) 553,309 590,107 18,268,567 19,722,297 7,952,378 8,926,708 14.38 15.13 5,675,000 5,410,000
39 = Corbett 76,949 83,693 3,559,886 3,993,603 1,550,481 1,755,778  20.15 20.98 1,175,000 1,065,000
40 -~ David Douglas 917,942 1,000,301 25,948,951 27,176,807 12,349,154 13,641,535 13.46 13.64 420,000 320,000
46 - Bonneville 7,746 9,779 179,910 183,790 67,131 122,638 8.67 12.55 None None
51 = Riverdale (3) 120,122 127,549 1,401,334 1,797,110 1,116,726 1,170,132 9.30 9.18 160,000 145,000
Jacation Service District:
Elementary School (3) 17,339,033 18,321,989 29,701,744 36,041,453 13,304,440 14,191,105 77 «78 None None
High School (3) 17,510,881 18,500,088 In Above In Above 6,652,698 6,989,648 .38 «38 None None
« Hood Comm. College (3) 5,284,460 5,683,903 30,638,095 28,580,183 8,497,853 8,954,209 1.61 1.58 12,435,000 11,690,000
rtland Comm. College (3) 23,350,695 24,645,278 64,220,749 68,208,747 13,109,529 13,946,010 .57 57 None None
TOTAL = EDUCATION DISTRICTS $ 524,089,742 $ 572,732,155 $260,105,014 $278,277,048 $ 39,350,000 $ 36,755,000
TER DISTRICTS:
to Park WD s 4,770 § 5,065 § 10,200 § 10,670 § 7,423 $ 8,523 § 1.56 $ 1.69 None None
~iington WD 9,918 10,286 101,555 113,230 23,049 34,733 2.33 3.38 None None
~bett WD 61,262 65,776 222,383 245,428 44,775 48,258 .74 .74 None None
~lington WD 13,742 13,306 48,376 56,607 4,626 2,327 34 18 § 6,000 $ 3,000
Ibert.WD 95,399 133,159 252,700 264,100 None None None None None None
zelwood WD 607,484 632,141 1,676,590 2,425,300 None None Nene None None None
sted WD 26,017 27,943 423,887 469,587 3,325 9,168 .13 33 140,000 130,000
latine HI1) WD (3) 113,595 120,680 210,400 208,950 None None None None 33,000 30,000
~krose WD 515,743 318,918 2,690,275 2,894,140 121,717 None 24 None 330,000 220,000
easant Home WD (3) 32,125 33,724 136,482 138,751 36,414 26,596 1.14 .79 175,000 153,000
+ell Valley Rd. WD 538,652 569,817 2,001,318 1,680,350 None None None None 400,000 370,000
chla 46,395 48,833 151,006 160,679 16,994 18,014 37 37 4,000 None
ckw 985,043 1,029,338 4,042,731 4,210,469 210,284 None .22 None 1,495,000 1,360,000
se Clty WD 164,273 1N,330 329,475 355,635 None None None None None None
lvan WD 97,699 106,887 260,095 567,260 7,221 6,339 .08 «06 45,000 40,000
Iley View WD 48,277 51,301 295,426 277,565 180,111 154,016 3.74 3.01 8,000 4,000
TOTAL - WATER DISTRICTS $ 12,852,899 § 14,078,721 § 655,939 § 307,974 $ 2,637,000 $ 2,310,000
RE DISTRICTS:
1 - Jantzen Beach $ 148,891 $ 161,189 ¢ 565,463 $ 533,536 § 571,334 $ 526,288 § 3.84 § 3427 None None
4 - Sylvan 58,126 61,576 208,776 201,930 215,000 203,600 3.70 331 None None
10 - Powel lhurst 3,369,003 3,176,652 11,975,000 11,067,000 11,431,972 10,568,554 3.40 3433 None None
11 = Rlverdsle (3) 138,014 146,305 216,000 236,000 212,000 224,720 1.54 154 None None -
14 - Corbett 75,149 80,035 213,875 185,350 124,385 131,574 1.66 1.65 ¢ 10,000 None
20 - Skyline 29,641 31,978 72,713 80,033 26,333 28,221 .89 «89 None None
30 - Sauvle Island 31,958 34,328 31,135 32,100 33,665 31,053 1.06 «91 None None
TOTAL - FIRE DISTRICTS $ 13,282,962 $ 12,335,949 § 12,614,689 § 11,714,010 $ 10,000 None
JNTY SERVICE DISTRICTS:
1 'thorpe (3) 3 106,629 $ 113,568 s 147,401 $ 179,752 9,400 § 37,027 § .09 $ .33 ¢ 224,000 $ 196,000
) 2 - WEst Hills 91,518 98,448 157,570 148,506 None None None None None None
3 3 = Central County 1,360,909 1,176,039 6,482,700 2,851,500 None None None None 33,000 24,000
» 14 - M{d-County (5) -- - 1,711,150 1,925,500 None None None None None None
TOTAL ~ COUNTY SERVICE DISTRICTS $ 8,498,821 $ 5,105,258 ¢ 9,400 $ 37,027 $ 257,000 $ 220,000
AL = ALL UNITS $2,035,161,659 $2,381,444,809 $421,116,465 $454,570,104 $688,331,152 $688,220,34>
i The ratlo of Assessed to Market Value for 1984-85 1s 96% for all property; (5) Unlt Is organized for street |lghting services flnanced by

Other county service districts are

Unit provides elementary education only.
Unit provides secondary education only.

+ TSCC Annual Report for additlonal Informatlon regarding financial activitles of local government.



REPRESENTATIVE TOTAL PROPERTY TAX RATES w B
Per $1.000 assessed value weo O
< - .
For Property Located In 1983-84 . 1984-85 [+ 82 § Z
b4 =
CITY OF PORTLAND: (001} ‘ 3 ;n' E3
Portland School District Noe 1 $ 12.55 . $12.70 m® [+ s f
Education Service District 1415 1.6 =] 8 &’ ummarv 0
Portiand Community College 57 ! 57
Clty of Portiand . 6.58 6.43 .
Multnomah County . 3.08 C3a3 V I t A I B d t
Port of Portiand 24 «41 a ua Ions, n“ua u ge s,
Metro Service District 17 16
Total Tax Rate $ 2434 'S 24,56

Property Tax Levies, Tax Rates

CITY OF GRESHAM: (026)

Gresham School District No. 4 $ 7.50 $ 7.96 .

Gresham Unlon High No. 2 4.98 ' 4.80 .

Education Service District 1415 ; 1.16 and IndEbledness
Mt. Hood Community College 1.61 : 1.58

Clty of Gresham 4.57 . 448 .

Multnomah County 3.08 o 3a3 for

Port of Portland 24 ‘ 41

Metro Service District 17 : <16

Totsl Tax Rate . $ 23.30 $ 23.68 Local Governments in

CITY OF TROUTDALE: (242)

Reynolds School District No. 7 $ 1.0 $ 11.87 :

Educatlon Service District 1.15 1.16

Mt. Hood Community College 1.61 1.58 Mu'tnomah countv
City of Troutdale 2.86 2.76

Rural Fire District No. 10 3.40 3.33

Multnomah County . 3.08 3.13

Port of Portland 24 41

Metro Service District 17 <16

Total Tax Rate $ 23.52 $ 24.40

Fiscal Years
DAVID DOUGLAS SCHOOL. AREA: (078) .
Eveatton sevice pisarrer o P e 1983-84 and 1984-85

Mt. Hood Community College 1.61 1.58
Powell Valley Road Water District 0 -
Rural Fire DIstrict No. 10 3.40 3.33
Muttnomah County 3.08 3.13
Port of Portland .24 .41
Metro Service District o17 ' .16 :
Total Tax Rate $ 23.11 $ 23.41
\ 3
PARKROSE SCHOOL AREA: (334} ‘ =
Parkrose School District No. 3 $ 12,35 $ 11.66 4
Educatlon Service District 1.15 1.16 = .
Mt. Hood Community College 1.61 1.58 =
Parkrose Water District .24 - 8
Rural Fire District No. 10 3.40 3.33 = b
Multnomah County 3.08 bosas S o .
Port of Portland .24 Lt =e2 g‘
Matro Service Dlistrict 17 «16 g 2 g E
-_— ma— p=2
Tote!l Tax Rate $ 22.24 $ 21,43 w g ;: 2
CENTENNIAL SCHOOL AREA: (064) g Sit S
. I u E . 9—’
Centennlal School District No. 28 $ 14.38 3 15.13 - =5
Educstion Service District 1.15 1.16 E g; cg =
Mt. Hood Communlty College 1.61 1.58 — [= . s . ) . .
Rockvood Water Distr Ict 2 = eRrE s Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission
Rural Fire District No. 10 3.40 3.33 b7 o
Mulnomah County .08 C 3 2 o Multnomah County, Oregon
Port ot Portland .24 4t E
Metro Service District a7 «16 g.’
Total Tax Rate $ 24.25 . $ 24.90 g
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METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W. HALL ST., PORTLAND, OREGON 97201-5287 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Services

Date:

To:

From:

February 22, 1985

Metro Council

b

Ray Barker, Council Assistant

Regarding: Appointments to the Budget Committee

A total of 12 citizens expressed interest in serving on
the Budget Committee for FY 1985-86.. Their names appear
in the agenda packet for the February 28 Council Meeting.

The Council Management Committee reviewed the resumes of
the citizen candidates on February 21. Selecting five
individuals to serve on the Budget Committee was difficult
because there were 12 very qualified candidates. After
considering Metro's current needs, trying to balance the
representation from around the region, and other factors,
the Management Committee recommended to Council the
following appointments:

1. Marc Kelley 4. Norman Rose
2. James Knoll 5. Robert Phillips
3. Margaret Post 6. Barbara Ledbury (alternate)

Copies of their resumes are attached. Also attached is a
revised -copy of Resolution No. 85-542 which includes the
names of the recommended appointees.

RB:amn



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPOINTING ) - RESOLUTION NO. 85-542
CITIZENS TO THE METROPOLITAN D I

SERVICE DISTRICT'S BUDGET ) Introduced by
COMMITTEE )

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

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

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District Council desires
to have five citizens of the Portland metropolitan area serve on the
Budget Committee during the budget review process for FY 1985-86;
now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the following five individuals are hereby appointed to
serve on the Budget Committee: Marc Kelley, James Knoll, Robert
Phillips, Margaret Post and Norman Rose. Barbara Ledbury is hereby

appointed to serve as alternate.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1985.

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

RB/gl
2909C/405-3
02/22/85



James L. Knoll
1000 Willamette Center
121 s.Ww. Salmon
Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone: (503) 228-6351

EDUCATION:

The University of Chicago Law School, Chicago, Illinois
J.D., June, 1967
. Brown University, Providence, R.I.
B.A., International Relations, June, 1964

OCCUPATION:

Partner, Bullivant, Wright, Leedy, Johnson, Pendergrass
& Hoffman, 1000 Willamette Center, 121 S.w. Salmon,
Portland, Oregon, 97204, August, 1971 to present

Adjunct Professor, Lewis & Clark Law School, Portland,
Oregon, 1982-1983

United States Navy Reserve, October, 1967 through 1971

Licensed to practice in Oregon and Illinois as well
as the United States District Court for the
District of Oregon, and the Ninth Circuit
Court of Appeals

BAR RELATED ACTIVITIES:

Member and Chairman of the Uniform State Laws Committee
of the Oregon State Bar, 1973 to 1975

Member and Chairman of the Pleading and Practice Com-
mittee of the Oregon State Bar, 1978 to 1981

Member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Evidence Code,
1980 and 1981

Member of the Continuing Legal Education Committee
of the Oregon State Bar, 1982 to 1985

Member of the Oregon Association of Defense Counsel,
‘President, 1984

Author of several publications on Insurance Law

OTHER ACTIVITIES:

Member of Portland City Club Research Board,

1981 to 1982 .

Education Standing Committee, 1977 to 1979
Eastmoreland Neighborhood Association Board,

1979 to 1982
Duniway Citizens' Advisory Committee, 1976 to 1978
Schools for the City Executive Board, 1982 to 1984



RESUME

(For: Metropolitan Service District 1984-85 Budget Committee)

@ =xobert E. Phillips
4106 N.E. 15th
Portland, OR 97211

Home Phone: (503) 287-2951
Work Phone: (503) 378-6868

EDUCATION:
Master of Social Work
Portland State University, 1975

Bachelor of Science
Oregon State University, 1973

Division of Continuing Education, 1976-78
Budgeting Systems, 1976
Management by Objectives, 1977

PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATES:

Certified for Leadership Training in Community Development
Block Grant and Department of Engergy Programs: conducted by the
National Citizen Participation Council, Inc., April 21, 1979.

BUDGET EXPERIENCE:

Portland Police Budget Advisory Committee
1974-79, 1982-85 Vice-Chairperson

Portland Human Resources Budget
Advisory Committee
1979-80 Vice-Chairperson

Portland Youth Service Centers Budget
Advisory Committee
1980-81 Chairperson

Multnomah County Mental Health Budget and Program
Advisory Board
1983-84

CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT:

Chairperson, Greater N.E. Police Precinct Council
Second Vice-President, Portland Branch N.A.A.C.P.

"’ EMPLOYMENT :

Deputy Director, Governor's Affirmative Action Office



Margaret A. Post

3671 S.E. Alder
Hillsboro, Or. 97123
648-1142 (home/message)
659-5171 (work)

Employment:

1983-present, City of Milwaukie, Finance Director; responsible
for all aspects of financial accounting, budget preparation and
and municipal court. Functional responsibility also for
facility maintenance and recording is in the process of being
transferred to this department.

1974-1983, Washington County, Department of Finance and Administra-
tion, 1980-1983 Director of Department of Finance and Administra-
tion. Administration and direction of all departmental operations
including: accounting and treasury functions, budget analysis

and preparation, purchasing and contract review, supervision of
six major county divisions including data processing, word
processing, communications, property maintenance and central
services,

1980-present: Portland Community College, part-time instructor
in the areas of public finance and budgeting.

Education:

B.5., Political Science, Portland State University
Certificate of Urban Planning, Portland State University
Certificate of Professional Development, Treasury Management

Other:
Budget Committee for Hillsboro Elementary School District,
1982-84. Chairman in 1983 and 1984.

Hillsboro Elementary School District Board member, 1984-1988.



Norman C. Rose
2855 NW 153rd Avenue
Beaverton, OR 97006

Home phone: 645-1858
Bus. phone: 229-3514

Having been a member of the school board of the Beaverton School District
for 13 years and, thus, automatically having been a member of the budget
committee for this same period of time, I am well acquainted with the budgeting
process and terminology associated with the budgets of local government
agencies. The last Beaverton School District budget was for $70 million plus, a
reasonably good size budget.

It is recognized that the budget committee is not a policy making committee,
but rather has the function of providing an informed, arms-length review of the
expenses and revenues. This review is to help ensure that the budget is
reasonable for carrying out the council's policies. I would bring to the budget
committe a supportive point of view, would not expect to be a rubber stamp but to
be rational in my positions, and would devote the time needed to understand the
budget and its implications. I have a good feel for numbers, pay attention to
details, can identify and define problems, and can recognize viable solutions -
characteristics which should be of value to a budget committee member.

In the year in which Mr. Gustafson was elected to his present position, I
ran for for a position on the council of the MSD. Obviously, I was not
successful, Of possible interest was that my position then was to support the
MSD not to dismantle it - a position I still hold.

At present I am a proféssor of chemistry and an assistant dean at Portland
State University. We have lived in the Beaverton area for 18 years. I have been
active as a volunteer in youth and church activities.



 MARC D. KELLEY

-

9960 Southwest Melnore Portland, Oregon 97225 gg; gggg; gzé:gigg

PROFESSIONAL , _ -
OBJECTIVE .~ Work which will allow me to utilize my exper-
: ience in sales, marketing and government re-
lations to bring increased business profits
and personal growth potential.
SUMMARY OF - ' , :
QUALIFICATIONS " Feature over 10 years of diverse management

- experience, dealing not only with sales and
marketing but also with government relations. Have dealt with Federal,
state, regional and local government officials and programs and am well—
acquainted with how they work.

Some of my more salient skills are as'fdlldws:
. Familiar with sales and marketing program development and coordination.

. Able to effectively handle large amounts of supervisory, monetary and
personal responsibility. :

. Possess a strong management sense; am able to anticipate and evaluate
administrative aspects of management processes. -

. Thorough knowledge of how to hire, train and work with distributors and
representatives.

. Effective management of time; work well under deadline pressures.

Have used my experience to reinforce professional training which has in-
cluded such topics as marketing and sales distribution, marketing and
business applications of teleconferencing and teleports, satellite
communications and software additions to computer systems, and numerous
speeches and classes of government operations.

EMPLOYMENT :
HISTORY _ Instromedix, Inc., Beaverton, Oregon
_— Manager of Sales, 1983-Present

Have primary responsibility for managing a
nationwide distribution network and all O0.E.M. accounts. Duties in-
volved with this include new product development and responsibility for
pricing structures and advertising. Company currently manufactures and
distributes 18 products through 65 distributors and representative groups,
and manfactures 24 products for 0.E.M. customers.

PACCOM, Inc., Beavérton, Oregon °
Major Systems Marketing Manager, 1983

This work involved numerous classes and seminars
-in conjunction with projects oriented towards communications systems.
Specific work included Teleports, Shared Switching, Teleconferencing,
Telephone Bypass Networking and Resale (details follow on page two).



"Marc D. Kelley, page two

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY
(continued) - PACCOM, Inc., Beaverton, Oregon

Seminars included Telephone Bypass Networking
(overview of technology and business opportunities), Teleports (communi-
cations systems allowing multiple users to send and receive information
from one location), Shared Switching (gathering information on shared
tenant switching in a large building), Teleconferencing (business
opportunities and technology changes), Resale (discussions on business
planning and technology), How to Market and Sell Major Systems (total
volume sales in Key Systems and PBX systems). :

Projects have included the Pacific Western Financial Center, which
concerned a centralized communication center in conjunction with
Russell Development Corporation; the Sunset Corridor Project with the
Oregon Graduate Center, which will involve central communications
facilities with possible satellite links. Emphasis on this project
was on selling data capacity to hlgh tech industries along the Sunset
Corridor.

Instromedix, Inc., Beaverton, Oregon
- 1981-83

Held positions in the Company as follows:
Project Manager, Sales Manager .for Northern California and Director

" of New Product and Market Development.

Project Manager: Duties included setting a commercial service which
monitored pacemaker users via telephonic link. Learned how to interpret
ECG strips, and sold the service to Cardiologists and Cardiovascular
Surgeons. Negotiated with Medicare to set up an insurance reimbursement
schedule and to arrange the details of an internal filing and re-
trieval system.

Northern California Sales Manager: Responsible for establishing a sales
network from the Oregon Border to Bakersfield. Traveled the entire
territory, working with Cardiologists, Cardiovascular Surgeons and hos-
pitals; explained the various aspects of the retail line and attempted
to secure product endorsements. Additional duties included negotiation
of insurance rates with major carriers, ensuring the equipment frequency
was adaptable by working with private phone systems, and hiring five
representatives to represent the company in Northern California.

Director of New Product and Market Development: Initial time was spent

. selling equipment directly, but work progressed towards training and

" supervision as additional sales representatives were hired. Position
eventually became oriented towards development of the Northern California
- market through representatives. Provided considerable training and

" support to the representatives as part of duties. Have worked closely
with the Cardiology Department at the Stanford Medical Center and with
“the University of Southern California Pacemaker Department, and have
supervised the development of a new product which involved coordination
with engineering, manufacturing, marketing and sales personnel.
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EMPLOYMENT HISTORY
(continued) - Department of Transportation, Region X
Regional Representative, 1979-81

Was responsible to the Secretary of Transpor-
tation for policy and projects within Oregon, Washington, Idaho and
Alaska. Duties concerned all agencies of the department, which in-
cluded the Coast Guard, Federal Highway Administration, Urban Mass Tran-
sit Administration, Federal Aviation Administration and the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administratior.

Specific projects have included construction of a coal facility by the
Alaska Railroad, two freeway withdrawals, supertanker regulations and
managing highway and air traffic after the Mount St. Helens eruption.

Dealt extensively with elected and appointed officials concerning Federal
policies, and gave over 50 prepared speeches.

City of Portland, Oregon
Intergovernmental Coordinator, 1975-79

. Was responsible to the Mayor and the City
Council; acted as the Chief Lobbyist for the City in Salem. Coordin-
ated 40 city bureaus and presented or evaluated testimony on 225 to 325
pieces of legislation during each legislative session. Also worked on
~ behalf of the city in Washington, D.C. on both legislation and grants.

A Oversaw the city's Federal grants program, including supervision of a
staff of 14; dealt with over 50 dlfferent grants, totalling over $47
.milllon each year.

. Portland General Electric, Portland, Oregon
~Public Affairs Representative, 1972-75

Was part of a two person team handling the
State Government activities; duties included lobbying and working with
various state agencies. Participated in the licensing of the Trojan
Nuclear Power Plant, and developed and executed a process which enabled
P.G.E. to obtain necessary permits for all projects (system is still in
use today). .

Was the youngest person selected to attend the Public Utilities Ex-
ecutive course, which was oriented to utilities financing and regulation.

EDUCATION ' Formal Education

B.S., Politacal Science
. University of Oregon
Eugene, Oregon, 1970.

Professional Education

. Telephone bypass networking;

. Business applications of Teleports;

. Teleconferencing as a Business;

. Technology and Business Planning in Resale;

(more)
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Professional Education, continued
. Marketing and Selling Major Systems;
. Public Utility Financing and Rate Regulation;

. Management by Objective and Human Relations;

. Have taughtvmany classes on.lobbying and Goverhmenf Regulatiohs.

SPECIAL PROJECTS ‘ Have restructured the pricing and volume

- discounts for all Instromedix products and
renegotiated all distribution contracts; have also acted as Chairman

of Alaska Railroad and the Alaska Coordination Council while serving with
the Department of Transportation.

REFERENCES v Will be furnished uﬁon request.




February 4, 1985

Ray Barker

Metropolitan Service District
527 SW Hall

Portland, OR 97201

RE: Budget Committee

I would like to be a part of this year's Budget Committee
because of an ongoing interest in the operation of various
levels of government.

At present I am responsible for preparing and carrying out

a budget of almost $400,000. I have been on various
committees such as Boring/Sandy Land Use, Damascus Community
Association, Community Development Advisory Committee,
Multnomah County Mental Health Advisory Committee, Governor's
Taskforce on Mental Health, Mental Health Assoéiation of
Oregon, Oregon Apartment Association Board, School Food
Service Association Board, etc, '

Current employment - Parkrose School District
Food Service Director

Previous employment- Oregon Department of Education
Food and Nutrition Services

Education - Oregon State University
California State University - B.A.

Please call or write for further information.

Barbara Ledbury
23975 SE Bohna Park Road
Boring, Oregon 97009

Home 658-3823
Work 257=5212



Agenda COUNCIL MEETING
ME TROI"OLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Services

Date: February 28, 1985
Day: - Thursday
Time: 5:30 p;m.

Place: Council Chamber

CONSENT AGENDA

The following business items have been reviewed by the staff and an

officer of the Council. 1In my opinion, these items meet with the

Consent Agenda Criteria established by the Rules and Procedures of
- ‘the Council. The Council is requested to approve the recommendations

presented on these items.
| 6.1 Approv&l of the Minutes of the Meeting of February 7, 1985

6.2 Resolution No., 85-541, Amending Resolution No. 83-431
(Guidelines for Counc1l Expenditures)

6.3 Resolution No. 85-542, App01nt1ng Citizen Members to the
Budget Committee . ’

6.4 Resolution No. 85-548, Amending the FY 1985 and FY 1984
Unified Work Programs

6.5 Intergovernmental Project Review

) @-A_Z%W

‘Rick Gustafson

Executive Officer

amn
2970C/D3-1
2/19/85



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 6.2

Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-541 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AMENDING RESOLUTIN NO. 83-431
(GUIDELINES FOR COUNCIL EXPENDITURES)

Date: February 7, 1985 Presented by: Ray Barker

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

On November 22, 1983, the Council established guidelines for
the expenditure of Council per diem, expense and general materials
and services accounts. These guidelines require certain actions on
the part of the Council Coordinating Committee.

The Council Coordinating Committee was abolished on July 5,
1984, and the Council Management Committee established. It was

given some of the same duties and powers as the former Coordinating
Committee.

Because the expenditure guidelines call for various actions on
the part of the Coordinating Committee, it is recommended that all
references to the Coordinating Committee be changed to read the

Council Management Committee. A copy of the Expenditure Guidelines
is attached with the recommended changes indicated.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution
No. 85- 541.

RB/gl
2908C/405-2
02/13/85



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 85-541

)
RESOLUTION NO. 83-431 )
(GUIDELINES FOR COUNCIL EXPENDITURES)

)

'Int;oduced by
WHEREAS, The Metr0poli£an_8ervice District adopted
'Resolution No. 83-431, on November 22, 1983, for the purpose of
establishing.guidelinés'for the expenditure of Council per diem,
_expense and general materials and services accounts- and

WHEREAS The existing guidelines require various actions on
the part of the CounC11 Coordlnatlng Committee; and

WHEREAS, The resolution creating the Council Coordinating
Cémmittee was rescinded July 5, 1984; and
" WHEREAS, Resolution No. 84-482 (adopted July 5, 1984)
established a standing committee called the Council Management
Committee and gave that committee some of the same duties and powers
‘as the former Council Coordinating Committee; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, |

That Resolution'No. 83-431 is hereby amended to delete-all

references to the Council Coordinating Committee and insért in each

case the Council Management Committee as shown in Exhibit "A."

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

RB/gl
2908C/405-2
02/13/85



EXHIBIT "A"

GUIDELINES FOR THE EXPENDITURE OF COUNCIL PER DIEM,
EXPENSE AND GENERAL MATERIALS AND SERVICES ACCOUNTS

COUNCILOR PER DIEM

1.

4.

Each Councilor is authorized to’receiﬁe up to $2,160 (36
meetings per half year, i.e., July-December/January-June) each
fiscal year in per diem from the Council Per Diem account.

Per diem shall be paid at a rate of $30 per meeting.

Per diem shall be authorized for attendance at regular and
special Council meetings, and regular and special Council
committee and task force meetings. Per diem may also be
collected for attendance at a task force meeting or function
approved by the Presiding Officer.

Payments within these limits shall be authorlzed by the fiscal
officer of the Metropolitan Service District.

COUNCILOR EXPENSES

1.

Each Councilor is authorized to receive up to $1,500 each
fiscal year as reimbursement for authorized expenses incurred
for necessary Council-related activities.

Each request for reimbursement must be accompanied by support-
ing documentation which shall include the nature and purpose of
the activity, the names and titles of all persons for whom the
expense was incurred and receipts justifying the expense as
required by the Internal Revenue Service. No reimbursement
shall be authorized for any expense submitted without the
above-required documentation.

In addition to necessary Council-related travel, meals and
1odglng expenses, expenses may . include:

a. Advance reimbursement for specific expenses, provided that
any advance reimbursement in excess of actual expenses
incurred shall be returned or shall be deducted from
subsequent expense reimbursement requests;

b, Up to $200 per year for memberships in non-partisan

community organizations;

c. Expenses to publish and distribute a Council-related
district newsletter may not be mailed within 120 days of
an election in which a Councilor is a candidate;

d. Council business-related books, publications and

subscriptions;

Meeting or conference registration fees; and

Child care costs for. necessary Metro bu51ness with

documentation as outlined in No. 2 of this section,

including duration of the activity.

+h @
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4, Reimbursement shall not be authorized for the following:

Alcoholic beverages;

Laundry or dry cleaning costs;

Contributions to political campaigns of any kind;
Parking tickets or citations for traffic violations;
Contributions to fund-raising efforts of any kind;
Entertaining or other social functions; or

Any other costs or purchases considered to be of a

personal nature, such as supplies for personal use.

Qr®aQ Ow
* o ¢ o o o o

5. Payments within these limits shall be authorized by the fiscal
officer of the Metropolitan Service District. Other requests
for Metro-related business must be approved by the [Council
Coordinating Committee]. Council Management Committee.

TRANSFERS

Notwithstanding. the limits on per diem and expenses indicated above,
the [Council Coordinating Committee] Council Management Committee
may, upon advance request by a Councilor, authorize the fiscal
officer to transfer funds between a Councilor's per diem and expense
accounts. Such transfers may be made only to the extent that the
combined total of each Councilor's authorized per diem and expense
accounts is not exceeded. Transfers between one Councilor's per
diem and/or expense accounts and another Councilor's per diem and/or
expense accounts are not authorized. ‘

GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. A Councilor may receive per diem, plus mileage to the meeting,
and/or reimbursement for actual authorized expenses incurred,
for attendance at Council, Council committee, Council task
force meetings or other meetings approved by the Presiding
Officer or chair of a committee. : _ :

2. Reimbursement for travel and subsistence on official business
shall only be for the amount of actual and reasonable expenses

incurred during the performance of offical duty as a Metro
Councilor.

COUNCIL GENERAIL ACCOUNT

1. The purpose of the Council General account is to provide

support for the General Council, Council committees and Council
task forces.

2, Authorized expenses which may be charged to appropriate
Materials and Services categories in the Council General
account include: '

a. Meals for regular and special Council, Council committee
" and Council task force meetings; ‘ :
b. Facilities rentals for public meetings;




c. Meeting equipment such as audio-visual aids, public
address systems, tape recorders, etc., for public meetings;

d. Receptions for guests of the Council, Council committees
or Council task forces;

e. Honoraria;

£. Expenses for official visitors; : ‘ ’

g. General Council, Council committee or Council task force
information, publications, promotional materials or

. supplies;

h. Remembrances from the Council, Council committee or
Council task force;

i. Professional services for the Council, Council committee
‘or Council task force. _

j. Outside consultants to the Council, Council committee or
Council task force; and

k. Authorized travel on behalf of the Council, Council
committee or Council task force.

3. Expenses to the Council General account shall not be authorized
for the following:

a. Alcoholic beverages;
b. Contributions to political campaigns of any kind;-
c. Contributions to fund-raising efforts of any kind; or
- d. Social functions including birthday and retirement
parties, and holiday observances.

4, Within the Council General account up to $1,200 per year shall
be reserved for expenses incurred by the Presiding Officer of
the Council in carrying out official duties associated with
that office.

5. An individual Councilor may request reimbursement from the
Council General account for expenses incurred for general
Council business. '

6.. All requests for reimbursement or expenditure from the Council
General account must be approved by the Presiding Officer. The
Presiding Officer shall submit a budget for the General account
to the [Council Coordinating Committee] Council Management
committee. The Presiding Officer .can authorize expenditures
within the limits approved by the [Council Coordinating
Committee] Council Management Committee. The Fiscal Officer
shall provide monthly reports to the [Council Coordinating
Committee] Council Management Committee. Each request must be
accompanied by supporting Jdocumentation which shall include the
nature and purpose of the expense, the names and titles of all
persons for whom the expense was. or will be incurred and
receipts justifying the expense.

RB/gl
2915C/313-2
02/08/85



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING

) RESOLUTION NO. 83-431
GUIDELINES FOR THE EXPENDITURE ) o
OF COUNCIL PER DIEM, EXPENSE AND ) Introduced by Councilors -
GENERAL MATERIALS AND SERVICES ) Kafoury and Kirkpatrick
ACCOUNTS * ) :

WHEREAS, The adopted budget of the Metropolitan Service |

District appropriates funds to Council Per Diem and Council Expense

accounts to be equally distributed to each Councilor at the
beginning of the fiscal yeer; and
WHEREAS, The adopted budget of the Metropolitan Service

District appropriates funds to a Council General account for

Materials and Services expenses for general Council support; and

WHEREAS, ORS 268.160 declares that, "notwithstanding the
provisions~of ORS 198.195, Councilors shall receive‘no other
compensation for their office than e per diem for meetings, plus
necessary meals, travel and other expenses ae.detetmined by tﬁe
Council"; and

WHEREAS, The Council has never defined and adopted

guidelines for the expenditure of:

-~  Individual Councilor per diem appropriations;

- Individual Councilor expense appropriations; and

- Council General account Materials and Services
appropriations; now, therefore,

~BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That guidelines for the expenditure of Council Per

~Diem, Expense, and General Council Materials and Services‘éccounts,

attached hereto as Exhibit "A," are hereby adopted by the Council of

the Metropolitan Service District.

Resolution No. 83-431



2. That the Metropolitan Service District shall publish
and distribute to each Councilor .a monthly report documenting all ‘
per diem and expensé charges and all Council General account

Materials and Services charges authorized for the previous month.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this 22nd day of __ November

Deputy Pre51d1ng Officer

gl
0015C/353
9/19/83

Resolution No. 83-431



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 63

Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-542, FOR THE
PURPOSE OF APPOINTING CITIZENS TO THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT'S BUDGET COMMITTEE

Date: February 19, 1985 Presented By: Ray Barker

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

As part of the budget review process, the Council will appoint
five citizens to the Budget Committee. Councilors and citizens will
have equal voting rights in shaping the FY 1985-86 budget and making
recommendations to the full Metro Council.

The Council Management Committee will recommend to Council five
citizens to serve on the Budget Committee. The candidates will be
selected from a list of nominees submitted by Metro Councilors and
from individuals responding to the Metro news release.

Attached is a list of citizens that have expressed interest to
date in serving on the Budget Committee. The Management Committee
will review the letters and resumes of the candidates at the Committee
meeting on February 21.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDAT ION

No recommendation.

RB:amn
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METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W. HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201-5287 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Services

Date: .February 13, 1985

To: Metro'Council'
" From: Ray Barker, Council AssistantQ$

Regarding: Citizen Nominees for the Budget Committee

'To date, the following citizens havé been nominated by a
Metro Councilor or have personally requested to be considered
for appointment to the Metro Budget Committee for FY 1985-86:

Name  Nominated By

1. Barbara Ledbury Self*

. 2. James L. Knoll ' | Councilor Bonner

3. Mary E. Naylor : Selfx*

4. Henry S. Blauer o Selfx*

5. -Steve Chassaing g Selfx*

6. Thomas J. Magee ' Selfx*

7. Robert Phiilips Self*

- 8. Roberto Reyes-Colon : Selfx*

9. Margaret A. Post :  Councilor Van Bergen
'10. Norman C. Rose | . Selfx* ‘
11. Marc Kelley Executive Officer Gustafson
12. Joan M. Mitchel Self*

* Responded to one of Metro's news releases.

RB:amn



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

' FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPOINTING ) RESOLUTION NO. 85-542
CI{TIZENS TO THE METROPOLITAN )
- SERVICE DISTRICT'S BUDGET ) Introduced by
)

»COMMIT?EE

WHEREAS, Citizens of the Portland region have served on the

Metropolitan Service District's Budget Committee during the budget

' review process for fiscal years 1983-84 and 1984-85; and

WHEREAS, Citizen members of the Budget Committeeihave
provided valuable sérvice in helping shape the budget and in making
recommendations to the Meﬁropolitan Service District Council; and

WHEREAS, The Metrbpolitan Service District Council desires
‘to have five citizens of the Portland metropolitan area serve on the
Budget Committee during the budget review process for FY 1985-86;
now, therefore, |

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the following five individuals are hereby appointed to

serve on the Budget Committee:

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this "day of : , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

RB/gl
2909C/405-2
02/13/85



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 6.4

Meeting Date _Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO, 85-548 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE FY 1985 AND FY 1984
UNIFIED WORK PROGRAMS

Date: January 29, 1985 Presented by: Andy Cotugno

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Proposed Action

Adopt the attached resolution providing for $60,000 of new
Section 9 funding and $67,500 of reprogrammed funds in the currently
adopted Unified Work Program for the following purposes:

1. Metro travel-forecasting
computer expansion + $ 60,000

2, Tri-Met terminal for using
travel forecasts + 30,000

3. Metro model refinement to
complete conversion of models

and recalibration to 1983 + 37,500

$127,500

This amendment to the Unified Work Program is consistent with
Metro Ordinance No. 85-186 amending the Metro FY 1984-85 Budget.

TPAC and JPACT have reviewed this amendment and recommend
approval of Resolution No. 85-548.

Background

1. Computer Expansion -- In 1983, Metro acquired a new
computer package to convert the travel-forecasting operation from a
UTPS system at Multnomah County Data Processing Authority to an
in-house system. This was designed to improve the usability of the
forecasts and reduce costs, The equipment acquired was based upon
the requirement of converting ongoing regional forecasting
operations. This conversion is basically accomplished and meets the
needs of Metro's ongoing operations. The expansion proposed by this
resolution is to permit greater use by outside agencies for studies
in addition to those that are the responsibility of Metro. Over the
past 18 months, as more of the travel-forecasting package has been
converted, there has been greater outside demand for these



services. Although Metro is currently budgeted at $71,500 to
provide these services to outside jurisdictions, it is clear that
this level of expenditure is not possible within existing computer
capacity and still meet demands for Metro's ongoing regional
studies. This trend is expected to escalate as more outside staff
become proficient at using the system under less Metro supervision.
The expansion is budgeted with $30,000 of new Section 9 transit
planning funds to permit its use in transit planning and $30,000 of
reprogrammed highway planning funds to permit its use in highway
planning. The highway planning amount is to be reprogrammed from
the technical assistance budget, resulting in a reduction from
$71,500 to $41,500. This is because the expansion is for outside
agency technical assistance and because it is clear the full $71,500
will not be expended based upon the actual first six-month
~expenditure of $15,700.

The computer expansion alsoc includes a terminal to permit
Tri-Met to connect in as a remote work station similar to ODOT.

This terminal is proposed to be funded at $30,000 of new Section 9
transit planning funds.

2. Model Refinement -- This represents a budget increase from
$79,000 to $116,500 to permit completion of the conversion to
EMME-2, calibration to new 1983 population/employment patterns,
traffic counts and transit ridership and refinement of a detailed
forecasting system for the western part of the region. These
activities have incurred delays and cost increases due to unexpected
complications with the new package and competition for computer
space with outside users. It is essential that these be completed
since they are fundamental steps toward updated 2005 forecasts.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution
No. 85-548.

AC/srs
2859C/327-4
02/14/85




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE RESOLUTION NO, 85-548

FY 1985 AND FY 1984 UNIFIED WORK ; _
PROGRAMS . ) Introduced by the Joint
) Policy Advisory Committee
) On Transportation ‘
R WHEREAS,.The FY 85 Unified Work Program (UWP) was adopted
in May 1984 by Resolution No.'84—462; and
WHEREAS, Changes to the UWP must be approved by fhe Council
of the MetrOpo;itan Service District (Metro) and the federal funding
| agencies; and ' |
WHEREAS, The FY 85 and FY 84 UWPs must be revised to-
vaccﬁrately reflect revised task priorities and actual funding
aQailability; now, therefore,
BE If RESOLVED,
1. That the Metro.Council hereby apprbves the amendments
toﬂﬁhe FY 85 and FY 84 UWPs as shown in Attachment "A."
2. That the Metro Council hereby amends the Trahsportation
Improvement Program to ihd;ude the Metro and'TriQMetvcomputer
, equipment. ‘ |
'3.  That staff is directed to submit this Resolution with
its exhibits and‘necessary grant amendments to the federal agencies
fo; approval.

4. That the Metro Council finds the project in accordance



with the Regional Transportation Plan and gives Affirmative Inter-

governmental Project Review approval.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

KT/Srs ,
2859C/327-4
02/19/85




FY 84/85 UWP AMENDMENT

85 PL/ODOT 84 PL/ODOT 85 Sec. 8 Section 9 ' 85 e(4)

ATTACHMENT A

1-28-85

Project _ Total
Model Refinement $ 26,436 $ 52,564 S 79,000
: + 5,232 +32,268 +37,500
$ 31,668 ©§ 84,832 $ 116,500

~Metro Computer , 0 ) 0 0 0
+24,768 +5,232 +30,000 . +60,000
"S 24,768 $5,232 $30,000 S 60,000

Tri-Met Terminal ' -0 0
+30,000 +30,000
v $30,000 S 30,000
Technical Assistance $ 40,000 $ 31,500 $ 71,500
~20,000 -10,000 .~-30,000
$ 20,000 $ 21,500 o S 41,500
Southwest  Corridor $ 25,552 $ 80,948 $ 106,500
-10,000 0o -10,000
$ 15,552 $ 80,948 S 96,500
Elderly & Handicapped $ 9,500 ' $ 9,500
$ 4,000 S 4,000
Management & Coordination $ 28,326 $ 64,674 $ 93,000
’ ' 0 - -7,000 -7,000-
$ 28,326 $ 57,674 » $ 86,000
Transp. Imp. Program $ 16,854 $5,232 $ 26,250 $ 60,746 $ 109,082
0 . -5,232 " ~-9,768 0 -15,000
$ 16,854 0 16,482 S 60,746 S 94,082
Other Projects $ 91,847 $120,711 $1,189,790 $305,365 $1,707,713

’ 0 0 0 0 0
91,847 $120,711 $1,189,790 $305,365 $1,707,713
TOTAL $229,015 $5,232 $305,199 $1,189,790 $447,059 $2,176,295
0o 0 0 +60,000 0 " +60,000
§229,015 $5,232 $305,199 $1,249,790 $447,059 $2,236,295

ACC:1lmk
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Consent Agenda No. 6.5
Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON .97201 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Services

Date:
To: :

From:

February 28, 1985
Metro Council

Rick Gustafson, Executive Officer

Regarding: 1Intergovernmental Project Review. Report

The following is a summary of staff responses regarding grant
applications for federal assistance.

'» 1.

Project Title: State Health Planning #848-3

Applicant: State of Oregon, Health Planning and
Development Agency

Project Summary: Funds will be used for 1dent1fy1ng and
analyzing long-range health service needs and resources
for underserved rural areas within the state. The plan
will address various options including utilization of
pub11c and private resources; networking among new and
existing clinics; and communication and cooperation
between local, state and federal programs and strategies
for successful implementation of these options.

Federal Funds Requested: $47,460 Bureau of Health Care
Delivery and Assistance ' : : :
Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Cascade Highway South #848-4 ‘
Applicant: Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT)
Project Summary: Funds will be used for constructlng a’

" ¢limbing lane and widening shoulders to improve safety on

Oregon Highway 213 between Spangler Hill Road and Mulino
in Clackamas County.

Federal Funds Requested: $1,584,000 Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA)

Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Multnomah County Community Development
Projects #848-5 ‘
Apgllcant- Multnomah County .

Project Summary: Funds will be used for constructlng
sidewalks at a site belng developed by the Housing
Authority of Portland in the Parkrose area.

Federal Funds Requested: $36,000 Housing and Urban
Development (HUD)

Staff Response: Favorable action.




Project Title: Kelso Road #848-6

Applicant: ODOT ‘ ' _
Project Summary: Funds will be used to reconstruct North
Bluff county road between Kelso Road and Mt. Hood Highway
in Clackamas County. Project will provide wider traffic
lanes which improve safety and a bike path.

Federal Funds Requested: $460,000 FHWA

Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Marpol Ridge Park #848-7

Applicant: City of Gresham

Project Summary: Funds will be used to develop a 3.6 acre
park in Gresham to provide outdoor recreational facilities
to meet the recreation and open space needs in a quickly
developing area. This phase of the project development
will include site preparation, installation of irrigation
and open grass areas and pathways. Future improvements
will include play equipment, landscaping, drinking
fountains and picnic areas.

Federal Funds Requested: $21,066.50 National Park Service
Staff Response: Favorable action.

-Project Title: Troutdale Parks #848-8

Applicant: City of Troutdale _
Project Summary: Funds will be used for the planting of
large trees in Troutdale's neighborhood parks. A total of
50 trees will be planted at nine sites.

Federal Funds Requested: $6,555 National Park Service
Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Multnomah County Community Development
Block Grant #848-9

Applicant: Multnomah County '

Project Summary: Funds will be used to implement the
first year of Multnomah County's.CDBG program -as an urban
county. Activities include housing rehabilitation,
emergency home repairs, street and sidewalk construction,
economic development, community facilities and public

.services.
Federal Funds Requested: $1,846,000 HUD

Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Public Housing #848-11

Applicant: - Housing Authority of Washington County
Project Summary: Funds will be used to acquire 50 large
family units in unincorporated areas of Washington
County. The units will be at scattered sites and rented
to low-income families.

Federal Funds Requested: $3,412,000 HUD

Staff Response: Favorable action.




9.

10.

11.

12,

13,

14.

Project Title: Public Housing = #848-12

Applicant: Housing Authority of Portland

Project Summary: Funds will be used to acquire 50 large
family units at scattered sites throughout Multnomah ‘
County. Units will be rented to low-income families.
Federal Funds Requested: $2,525,000 HUD

Staff Response: ‘Favorable actiOn.

Project Title: Meldrum Park #848-13.

Applicant: City of Gladstone

Project Summary: Funds will be used to widen the access
road into the park to improve safety. Project requires
relocating five mobile homes, installing underground
utilities and constructing improved access road into the
park. _

Federal Funds Requested: $29,600 National Park Service
Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Sellwood Riverfront Park #849-1
Applicant: City of Portland

Project Summary: Funds will be used for developing 6.29
acres of property on the Willamette River into a

" water-oriented neighborhood and regional river access

park. The improvements include park lighting, automatic
irrigation, pond development, bank stabilization, park
beachfront improvements and signage.

Federal Funds Requested: $78,000 National Park Service

.Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: North Plains City Park #849-2

Applicant: City of North Plains

Project Summary: Funds will be used to make imrpovements
at the city park. Improvements include. work on the
baseball field, horseshoe pits and parking lot.

Federal Funds Requested: $6,000 Natlonal Park Service

‘'Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: TLake Oswego Athletic Field #849-3.

’Aggllcant- City of Lake Oswego

Project Summary: Funds will be used to make improvements
on athletic fields at Lake Oswego Junior High School.

"Improvements include- work on baseball, football and soccer

fields, and installation of lighting.
Federal Funds Requested: $60,000 National Park Service
Staff Response: _Favorable action.

PrOJect Title: Flood Insurance #849-7

Applicant: State of Oregon, Department of Land-
Conservation .and Development

Project Summary: Funds will be used to operate the
National Flood Insurance program throughout the state.
Activities include: responding to requests for
information from lenders, agents, state -agencies,
communities, federal agencies and citizens; and prov1dlng




15.

- 16.

17.

18.

floodplain management expertise, technical assistance and
guidance to parties involved in floodplain issues.
Federal Funds Requested: $50,000 Federal Emergency
Management Administration ‘ '
Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Waluga Park #849-4

Applicant: City of Lake Oswego

Project Summary: Funds will be used to improve Waluga
Park in Lake Oswego. Activities include: making turf
improvements to the play fields and installing an
irrigation system, -and backstop and outfield fences.
Federal Funds Requested: $60,000 National Park Service
Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project. Title: Head Start #849-6

Applicant: Clackamas County Children's Commission
Project Summary: Funds will be used to provide a
full-time Head Start program for 161 low-income and -
handicapped preschoolers for one year in Clackamas
County. Program activities include classroom education,
home visits, social services and nutrition assistance.
Health, mental health and dental screening, treatment and
follow-up are also provided. ,
Federal Funds Requested: $426,263 Health and Human
Services (HHS)

Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Portland Interceptors #8410-1

Applicant: City of Portland

Project Summary: Funds will be used for construction of
the 122nd Avenue interceptor, and Cherry Park interceptor
and pumping station in mid-Multnomah County. By
intergovernmental agreement, the City of Portland is

. financing and constructing all interceptor and trunk

sewers within the Central County Service District in
mid-Multnomah County. The two projects to be funded are
within the funding range on the statewide sewerage works
construction grants priority list adopted by the '
Environmental Quality Commission, August 10, 1984. These
projects are consistent with the Regional Waste Treatment

" Management Plan ("208" Plan). :

Federal Funds Requested: $3,006,000 Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA)
Staff Response: Favorable action.

Project Title: Water Distribution System Improvements
$#8411-1

Applicant: Alder Creek-Barlow Water District

Project Summary: Funds will be used to replace

_substandard water lines, and install new water meter and
" water tank for fire hydrants.

Federal Funds Requested: $133,000 Rural Water and Sewer
Assistance Program, Agriculture Department
Staff Response: Favorable action.




19.

Project Title: 1Indian Economic Development #8411-2
Applicant: Urban Indian Council, Inc.

Project Summary: Funds will be used to pay for strategic
planning and organizational studies for the Urban Indian
Council. A major component of the study will be
developing a private fund-raising strategy.

Federal Funds Requested: $126,600 Native American Program
Staff Response: Favorable action.

20. Project Title: Hillsboro Neighborhood Improvements
#8411-3
Applicant: City of Hillsboro :
Project Summary: Funds will be used for constructing new
streets, sidewalks, curbs and replacing outdated water and
sewer lines and storm drains in two neighborhoods.
Federal Funds Requested: $134,685 HUD
Staff Response: Favorable action.

21. Project Title: Portland Police Block Redevelopment
#8412-1
Applicant: City of Portland
Project Summary: Funds will be used for low-interest
loans, and architectural and planning fees for the
redevelopment of the old police station building into
office and retail space. ,
Federal Funds Requested: $1,620,000 HUD
Staff Response: Favorable action.

22. Project Title: Multnomah County Community Development
Block Grant Projects #8412-4
Applicant: Multnomah County ‘
Project Summary: Funds will be used to replace
substandard waterlines and storm drains in Troutdale,
install fire hydrants in Errol Heights, and replace
waterlines in the Powell Valley Road area. '
Federal Funds Requested: $202,300 HUD
Staff Response: Favorable action.

23. Project Title: Agricultural Conservation and Forestry

8 Incentive Program #8412-3 ‘

Applicant: Oregon State Department of Forestry
Project Summary: Funds will be used for a statewide
cooperative forestry assistance program. Activities
jnclude insect and disease control, fire prevention and
control, and forest resource planning.
Federal Funds Requested: $514,200 Forest Service,
Department of Agriculture
staff Response: Favorable action.

MCH/gl1/2885C/D2-1
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STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 7.1

Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-549 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF PROVIDING FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF DUES
TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS FOR FY 1985-86

Date: February 28, 1985 Presented by: Steve Siegel

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Assessment Authorization and Procedure
Chapter 353 Oregon Laws 1981 authorizes the Council to:

"charge the cities and counties within the
district for the services and activities
carried out under ORS 268.380 and 268.390."

If the Council determines that it is necessary to charge these
local governments, it must determine the total amount to be charged
and assess each city and county on a population basis. The
population of the county cannot include the population of any city
within that county. The Council's assessment cannot exceed $.51 per
capita per year. The Council has the ability to determine the
population of each city and county.

In making the assessment, the Council is required to notify
each city and county of its intent to assess and the amount of the
assessment at least 120 days before the beginning of the fiscal year
for which the charge will be made. The Council must make the
notification for the FY 1985-86 assessment by no later than March 1,
1985. Assessments charged to cities and counties are mandatory and
they must pay them before October 1, 1985.

A copy of the assessment portion of ORS 268.513 is attached as
Exhibit A.

Metro Ordinance No. 84-180 established a local officials
advisory committee for the purpose of recommending an
Intergovernmental Resource Center work program and related dues
level. This advisory committee has met three times to review the
related material and formulate a recommendation. Their recommended
dues assessment is $.51 per capita. Tri-Met and the Port of
Portland are assessed at .125 of this rate.



Proposed FY 1985-86 Assessment

Exhibit B attached shows the proposed assessments for
FY 1985-86.

The proposed assessments are based upon the latest certified
population figures from the Center for Population Research and
Census at Portland State University. The County's unincorporated
population estimate is based upon data provided by the Center for
Population Research using a formula devised by Metro staff.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends that the Council establish a
FY 1985-86 dues assessment at $.51 per capita.

COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMENDATION

On February 22, 1985, the Intergovernmental Resource Committee
unanimously recommended Council adoption of a FY 1985-86 Local
Government Dues Assessment of $.51 per capita.

SS/srs
7575B/327
02/28/85




268.505

PUBLIC ORGANIZATIONS FOR COMMUNITY SERVICE

268.505 Income tax; rate limitation;
elector approval required. (1) To carry out
the purposes of this chapter, a district may by
ordinance impose a tax:

(a) Upon the entire taxable income of every
resident of the district subject to tax under ORS
chapter 316 and upon the taxable income of
every nonresident that is derived from sources
within the district which income is subject to tax
under ORS chapter 316; and

(b) On or measured by the net income of a
mercantile, manufacturing, business, financial,
centrally assessed, investment, insurance or
other corporation or entity taxable as a corpora-
tion doing business, located, or having a place of
business or office within or having income de-
rived from sources within the district which
income is subject to tax under ORS chapter 317
or 318.

(2) The rate of the tax imposed by ordinance
adopted under authority of subsection (1) of this
section shall not exceed one percent. The tax
may be imposed and collected as a surtax upon
the state income or excise tax.

(3) Any ordinance adopted pursuant to
subsection (1) of this section may require a
nonresident, corporation or other entity taxable
as a corporation having income from activity
both within and without the district taxable by
the State of Oregon to allocate and apportion
such net income to the district in the manner
required for allocation and apportionment of

.income under ORS 314.280 and 314.605 to
314.675.

(4) If a district adopts an ordinance under
this section, the ordinance shall be consistent
with any state law relating to the same subject,
and with rules and regulations of the Depart-
ment of Revenue prescribed under ORS 305.620.

(5) Any ordinance adopted by the district
under subsection (1) of this section shall receive
the approval of the electors of the district before
taking effect. [1977 c.665 §22]

268.510 [1969 ¢.700 §18; repealed by 1981 c.641 §9)

268.512 Public lands within water
control project subject to assessments and
fees. Any land situated within a surface water
control project undertaken by the district, the
title to which is vested in the state or any coun-
ty, city or town, shall be subject to assessment
and imposition of service fees by the district.
The full amount of assessments or service fees
due against such land shall be paid to the district
at the same times and in the same manner as
other district assessments and service fees. [1977
¢.665 §23a)

EXHIBIT A

268.513 Service charge for planning
functions of district. (1) The council, in its
sole discretion, may determine that it is neces-
sary to charge the cities and counties within the
district for the services and activities carried out
under ORS 268.380 and 268.390. If the council
determines that it is necessary to charge cities
and counties within the district for any fiscal
year, it shall determine the total amount to be
charged and shall assess each city and county
with the portion of the total amount as the
population of the portion of the city or county
within the district bears to the total population
of the district provided, however, that the ser-
vice charge shall not exceed the rate of 51 cents
per capita per year. For the purposes of this
subsection the population of a county does not
include the population of any city situated with-
in the boundaries of that county. The population
of each city and county shall be determined in
the manner prescribed by the council.

(2) The council shall notify each city and
county of its intent to assess and the amount it
proposes to assess each city and county at least
120 days before the beginning of the fiscal year
for which the charge will be made.

(3) The decision of the council to charge the
cities and counties within the district, and the
amount of the charge upon each, shall be binding
upon those cities and counties. Cities and coun-
ties shall pay their charge on or before October 1
of téxe fiscal year for which the charge has been
made. -

(4) This section shall not apply to a fiscal
year which ends later than June 30, 1985. [1977
¢.665 §16; 1979 ¢.804 §10; 1981 ¢.353 §5)

268.515 Service and user charges;
grants; loans. (1) A district may impose and
collect service or user charges in payment for its
services or for the purposes of financing the
planning, ' design, engineering, construction,
operation, maintenance, repair and expansion of
facilities, equipment, systems or improvements
authorized by this chapter.

(2) A district may seek and accept grants of
financial and other assistance from public and
private sources.

(3) A district may, with the approval of a
majority of members of its governing body,
borrow money from any county or city with
territory in the district.

(4) A district may, by entering into loan or
grant contracts or by the issuance of bonds,
notes or other obligations with the approval of a
majority of members of its governing body,
borrow money from the state or its agencies or

956




EXHIBIT B

‘ PROPOSED LOCAL GOVERNMENT DUES
Proposed Dues
Pop. Est.l FY 1985-86
UNIT 1984 @ $0.51/
Clackamas Co. (unincorp.) 81,746 $ 41,690.46
Gladstone 9,600 4,896.00
Happy Valley 1,460 744.60
Johnson City 375 : 191.25
Lake Oswego 23,500 11,985.00
Milwaukie 17,475 8,912.25
Oregon City 14,440 7,364.40
Rivergrove 320 163.20
West Linn 12,620 6,436.20
Wilsonville 3,475 1,772.25
Multnomah Co. (unincorp.) 137,137 69,939.87
Fairview 1,800 918.00
Gresham _ 36,370 18,548.70
Maywood Park 825 420.75
Portland 371,500 189,465.00
Troutdale 6,850 3,493.50
Wood Village 2,580 1,315.80
‘ Washington Co. (unincorp.) 118,747 60,560.97
Beaverton , 33,450 17,059.50
Cornelius 4,970 2,534.70
Durham 685 349.35
Forest Grove 11,700 5,967.00
Hillsboro 29,750 15,172.50
King City 1,800 918.00
Sherwood 2,595 ©1,323.45
Tigard ' 18,450 9,409.50
Tualatin 10,150 5,176.50
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSESSMENT 954,370 _ $486,728.70
Port of Portland 60,841.09
Tri-Met 60,841.09
TOTAL PROPOSED ASSESSMENT ’ $608,410.88

1Population estimate based upon July 1, 1984, certified estimates
or population for Oregon cities and counties prepared by the Center
for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.

. 7575B/327
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lpopulation estimate based upon July 1, 1984 certified estimates

FOOTNOTES TO EXHIBIT B

of population for Oregon cities and counties prepared by the Center
for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.

2Unincorporated county population estimate based upon data

provided by the Center for Population Research and Census using the
formula described in the body of this report. The equation by
counties are as follows:

Clackamas County:

Step 1 -

Step 2 -

Step 3 -

1984 Unincorporated Pop. Est. 146,920
1980 Unincorporated Pop. Est. 143,800
+3,120

3,120 : 143,800 = .0217

.0217 X 80,010 (1980 Unincorporated inside Metro) =
1,736

1,736 + 80,010 = 81,746 1984 estimate

Multnomah County:

Step 1 -

Step 2 -

Step 3 -

1984 Unincorporated Pop. Est. 142,375
1980 Unincorporated Pop. Est. 152,259
-9,884

5,723 : 152,259 = -.0649

-.0649 X 146,657 (1980 Unincorporated inside Metro) =
-9,520

-9,520 + 146,657 = 137,137 1984 estimate

Washington County:

Step 1 -

Step 2 -

Step 3 -

1984 Unincorporated Pop. Est. 144,535
1980 Unincorporated Pop. Est. 143,753
+782

782 : 143,753 = .0054

.0054 X 118,104 (1980 unincorporated inside Metro) =
643

643 + 118,104 = 118,747 1984 estimate

3Ccertified population as of December 31, 1984 from center for

population research and census (Supplement I).

7575B/327
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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
- METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING FOR
THE ASSESSMENT OF DUES TO LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS FOR FY 1985-86

RESOLUTION NO. 85-549

Introduced by the
Executive Officer

N s N st

WHEREAS, ORS Chapter 268 authorizes the Council of the
Metropolitan Service District (Metro) to:

"charge the cities and counties within
the District for the services and
activities carried out under ORS 268.380
and 268.390."; now, therefore,

WHEREAS, Metro Ordinance No. 84—180 requires that the Metro
Council seek the advice of local government officials regarding dues
" level thr&ugh the Intergovernmental Resource Committee and this
condition has been fulfilled; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Metro Council hereby establishes local government
dues assessments within the District in the amount of $.51 per
capita for Fiscal Year 1985-86; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,

That notification of the assessment be sent to all cities

and counties within the District prior to March 2, 1985,

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

AN/qgl
0781C/373
02/28/85



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 7.2

Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO,85-550 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF ADDING TO THE APPROVED LIST OF
HEARINGS OFFICERS

Date: February 13, 1985 Presented by: Jill Hinckley

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Metropolitan Service District (Metro) maintains a list of
hearings officers, approved by the Council, from which hearings
officers are selected on a case-by-case basis. Presently, the list
includes Frank Josselson, Paul Norr, Dale Hermann, Mike Holstun,
Larry Derr and Andy Jordan.

None of those on the list are available to hear a petition for
an Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) adjustment in Washington County which
will shortly be completed and submitted to Metro for hearing. Paul
Norr and Mike Holstun are no longer in private practice. All of the
remaining four are subject to a conflict of interest or other reason
that prevents them from hearing this case.

Rather than add only one additional name for this one case,
several have been included to provide more flexibility for
comparable situations in the future. An active affirmative action
effort was undertaken to identify qualified women and minorities,
through consultation with area planners, attorneys and others.

Three women are proposed for addition to the list, based upon their
qualifications and the enthusiastic recommendations of those
familiar with their work: Adrianne Brockman, Beth Mason and Gail
Achterman. Two other candidate are still being considered for
possible addition in the future.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution
No. 85-550.

JH/srs
2949C/405-4
02/19/85



" BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADDING TO
. THE APPROVED LIST OF HEARINGS

) RESOLUTION NO, 85-550
)
OFFICERS - o ) Introduced by the
. _ y

Executive Officer

WHEREAS, Section 2.05.025(a) of the Code of the
‘Metropolitan Service District provides that the Metropolitan Service
District Council may approve a list of hearings officers from which
the Executive Officer may select a hearings officer for a particular
. case or cases, provided the names on such a list are members of the
Oregon State Bar; and |

WHEREAS, The Council has preQiously approved a list of such
xhéarings officers; and |
o 'WHEREAS, Gail Achterman, Adrianne Brockman and Beth Masdnv
are members of the Oregon State Bar, and are qualified to conduct
contested case hearings on matters relating to land use; now,
thérefore, |

BE IT RESOLVED,‘

That Gail Achterman, Adrianne Br&ckﬁan and Beth Mason éhall
‘be added to list of approved hearings officers pursuant to’Sectioﬁ

2.05.025 of the Code of the Metropolitan Service District.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of ., 1985.

‘Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

JH/srs .
2949C/405-3
- 02/19/85



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 7+3

Meeting Date _Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO, 85-551 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF ADOPTING PRIORITIES AND OBJECTIVES FOR
THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT FOR 1985-86

Date: February 19, 1985 Presented by: Ernie Bonner,
Presiding Officer; and Rick
Gustafson, Executive Officer

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

In 1984 a series of Council/Executive Officer workshops
resulted in the Council adoption of a Metro Mission and Purposes and
Priorities and Objectives on June 28, 1984, The priorities and
objectives have served as a guideline in carrying out our programs
and as a basis for our Quarterly Program Progress Reports. Over the
past year many of the objectives have been accomplished.

While our priorites cover two calendar years, they should be
reviewed on an annual basis so they are an accurate reflection of
. our future direction. It is timely that this be done prior to the
development of the annual budget so that programs are budgeted which
carry out the priorities and objectives. Therefore, in January the
Council and Executive Officer undertook a review of those priorities
and objectives,

At the first meeting in January, Councilors were assigned to
work with the Executive Officer and staff to review the priorities
and objectives and prepare recommendations for discussion at a
workshop scheduled January 31, 1985. The assignments were as

follows:

Priority A - Councilor George Van Bergen
Don Carlson

Priority B = Councilor Dick Waker
Executive Officer Rick Gustafson

Priority C = Councilor Gary Hansen
Dan Durig

Priority D = Councilor Corky Kirkpatrick
Steve Siegel

Priority E - Councilor Sharron Kelley
Ray Barker

Priority F - Councilor Ernie Bonner
Phillip Fell

. The recommendations were reviewed and discussed by Councilors,

Executive Officer and staff at the workshop on January 31, 1985, and



consensus agreement was reached on priorities and objectives for
1985-86.

Changes were made in three of the priorities and several new
objectives were developed to accomplish the continuing and new

priorities. Many of the objectives have been written in greater
detail than previously.

SUMMARY OF REVISED PRIORITIES

PRIORITY A: EFFECTIVELY ADMINISTER THE EXISTING SERVICES OF METRO

This is a general ongoing priority and has not been changed.
The objectives remain basically the same, although they have
been reorganized and are more detailed. The first three
objectives relate to Council policies and programs and internal
management. The last one relates to the service operations --
zZoo and Solid Waste.

PRIORITY B: ESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN ADEQUATE AND FIRM FINANCIAL
SUPPORT FOR ALL SERVICES

This is still a major priority for Metro. The objectives have
been revised to reflect activity that is now needed to achieve
and implement financial stability.

PRIORITY C: ENSURE THAT THE REGION WILL HAVE AN ENVIRONMENTALLY
SAFE AND FINANCIALLY SOUND SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITE

There was consensus agreement that the current priority should
be maintained although some language changes were made. The
major discussion focused on whether a long-term disposal site
or all the elements of a solid waste disposal system should be
the priority for Metro. The objectives have been revised to
relate directly to the priority. Objectives which carry out

other aspects of the solid waste system are included under
Priority A.

PRIORITY D: USE THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER CONSENSUS
BUILDING MODEL TO ESTABLISH A LONG-RANGE PARTNERSHIP FOR IDENTIFYING
AND RESOLVING ISSUES OF REGIONAL AND MUTUAL INTEREST

This priority combines the previous D and E priorities relating
to intergovernmental cooperation and regional service needs
analysis into one. The objectives carry out the priority and
reinforce the IRC model for addressing regional issues and

continue to emphasize improvement of professional support to
local governments.




PRIORITY E: INCREASE PUBLIC AWARENESS OF METRO'S ROLE IN THE REGION

AND ASSURE THE OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT IN METRO'S
IMPORTANT DECISION-MAKING PROCESSES

This continues to be a priority for Metro and is the old
Priority "F." The previous objectives also continue and remain

fairly specific. New objectives relating to Metro Council
involvment have been added.

PRESIDING OFFICER AND EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Presiding Officer and Executive Officer recommend adoption
of Resolution No. 85-551.

SR/gl
2925C/405-2
02/19/85



Agenda Item No. 7.4

Memo Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985
e

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 503 221-1646
Providing Zoo, Transportation, Solid Waste and other Regional Services

Date: February 20, 1985
To: Metro Councilors
From: Phillip Fellj Acting Public Affairs Director

Regarding: Resolutions on proposed legislation

RESOLUTION NO. 85-543 TFOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A COUNCIL POSITION
ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION EXTENDING ENERGY TAX
CREDITS

The Metro Council has adopted positions favoring energy recovery
facilities and recycling as methods of waste management. Oregon's
Energy Tax Credit program is an important component of financing these
energy recovery facilities by virtue of making them cost-effective
to construct. Staff contacts with several area recycling firms
indicate that these firms would not have invested in necessary

. equipment if they had not been able to count on the tax credit
offered under the existing program. This program is scheduled to
sunset this year unless H.B. 2053, which would extend the program
until 1991, is passed. ‘

RESOLUTION NO. 85-544 FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A COUNCIL POSITION
ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION ESTABLISHING A STATE
ADVISORY COMMISSION ON INTERGOVERNMENTAL
" AFFAIRS '

Overlapping responsibilities and duplication of services have
long been problems which all levels of government have tried to reduce.
They contrubute to an inefficient allocation of both functions and
finances among governments and a public perception of government which
is out of control and wasteful.
The Federal government acted to reduce these problems in 1958 by
creating a Federal Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations.
Since that time, the ACIR has encouraged a reevaluation of relations
between the federal and state governments which has reduced the
duplication of services among levels of government. H.B. 2038,
if passed, would create the same type of commission focusing primarily
on state and local relations. The commission would be charged to
recommend changes in the structural, functional and financial
relationships existing among Oregon's cities, counties, special
. districts and the State. Although the Commission's authority
. would be limited to making recommendations, an analysis of the




existing relationships by an independent third party is clearly the
first step toward reducing existing inefficiencies in governmental
service provision. .

RESOLUTION NO. 85-545 FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A COUNCIL POSITION
ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION MODIFYING STATE
LANDFILL SITING AUTHORITY

Although the Metro Council has not introduced any legislative proposals
seeking to streamline the landfill siting process, we are aware of
the existence of at least one such bill. At its special Council
meeting on the Legislature, the Council decided that it would be
easiest to evaluate those principles which such a bill should
contain, rather than attempt to analyze any specific bill when we
aren't sure that we have all related bills in our possession.
Accordingly, Resolution No. 85-545 contains the five principles
which the Council had discussed prior to this date. Of these five
principles, the greatest controversy has surrounded the proposal
that statewide land use goals are a more appropriate criteria

than an acknowledged comprehensive plan.

RESOLUTION NO. 85-546 FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A COUNCIL POSITION
ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION ALLOWING METRO TO
CREATE CITIZEN COMMISSIONS

Citizen commissions are a time-honored Oregon mechanism for involving
the public in administering the provision of various services. Local
governments and the public at large are looking to Metro today as .
a vehicle to provide additional services, such as parks, on a regional
basis. Should Metro actually assume a greater service delivery

role, the Council should have the option of using citizen commissions
to provide those services. Legislation which was originally intro-
duced as an amendment to a Metro bill, would provide us the necessary
authority, which we currently lack, to appoint citizen commissions.
These amendments have since been introduced by the House Inter-
governmental Affairs Committee as H.B. 2558. The language in the

bill is exactly the same as the language in the attached amendments.

RESOLUTION NO. 85-547 FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A COUNCIL POSITION
ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO PROTECT EXOTIC
ANIMALS

Under current law, a person can keep exotic animals without regard

to any safety or hygenic standards as long as that person does not
exhibit or sell the animals.

In September of last year, a raid on the Siletz Game Ranch resulted

in the owner's arrest on charges of animal cruelty. Because the owner
did not exhibit nor attempt to sell the animals, State Police were
forced into an after-the-fact enforcement situation.

Legislation recently introduced in the Senate would require all
keepers of exotic animals, for whatever reason, to comply with the
regulations of, and receive a license from, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. The U.S.D.A. regularly inspects its licensees, such

as the Washington Park Zoo, to assure that the animals are receiving .




a certain standard of care. Passage of this legislation would
provide authorities with a necessary tool to prevent animal cruelty,
rather than limiting them to arresting an irresponsible keeper after-
the-fact.

RESOLUTION NO. 85-552 FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXEMPTING METRO'S ZOO AND
SOLID WASTE SERVICES FORM A SALES TAX

Although the House version of a state-wide sales tax has emerged
from the Revenue Committee, the final form of the sales tax will be
determined by the Senate Revenue Committee.

One of the more controversial elements of the tax plan has been the
question of local government's responsibility to pay a sales tax

on their purchases. Local governments have consistently pointed

to the irony of being forced to increase either property tax revenues
or fee schedules to raise the money they would be forced to pay the
State in the form of a sales tax levied on their purchases.
Resolution No. 85-552 would give Metro's legislative representative
the authority to seek exemption from the sales tax for solid waste
disposal fees; zoo admissions and food purchased for resale at the
Zoo in the event that the Legislature determines that local
Jjurisdictions should be included in the sales tax payments.

PF/cam



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A
COUNCIL POSITION ON PROPOSED

) RESOLUTION NO, 85-543
)
LEGISLATION EXTENDING ENERGY ) Introduced by
)
)

TAX CREDITS Councilor Ernie Bonner and
- Executive Officer Rick Gustafson

WHEREAS, Energy tax credits are an important component of;
the financing for an energy recovery facility because such credits
allow the facility to be cost-effective; and

~WHEREAS, The éouncil of the Metropolitan Service District
(Metro) has adopted policies encouraging the increase in the volume
of materia; which is recycled; and |

WHEREAS, These same energy tax credits have encouraged the
iﬂvestment of over $6 million in recycling equipment by metropolitén
aréa_recyclers, and are an important factor in encéufaging
additional increases in the volume of material recycléd; now,
-the:efore, _

BE IT RESOLVED,

Thgt the Metro CodnciL supports passage of Houée Bill 2053
which would extend Oregon's Energy Tax Credit program from 1985

vuntil 1991.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1985..

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

PF/srs
2952C/405-1
02/19/85
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63rd OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY--1985 Regular Session 5

House Bill 2053

Ordered printed by the Speaker pursuant to House Rule 12.00A (5). Presession filed (at the request of Department of Energy)

SUMMARY

The following summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the measure and is not a part of the body thereof subject o
consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor's brief statement of the essential featurés of the measure as inttoducedf

Requires facility receiving energy conservation tax credit to be facility for which first year energy savings
yields simple payback period greater than one year. . o : : -

Revises kinds of facilities which are to receive preference in determining eligibility for tax credit. Permits
Director of Department of Energy to set aside portion of annual allocation for tax credit for projects given

statutory preference. = _ ) :
Extends tax credit for energy facility or recycling facility to facility erected, constructed or installed before
January 1, 1991. Imposes fee 10 be submitted with application for preliminary certification. Permits director to
adopt fee schedule. Permits applicant to submit receipts for cost of facility if actual cost is less than $10,000 rather
than certified actual cost by certified public accountant. Applies to tax years beginning after December 31, 1985.

A BILL FOR AN ACT

Relating to energy; creating new provisions; and amending ORS 469.185, 469.195, 469.200, 469.205 and

469.215.
Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. ORS 469.185 is amended to read:

469.185. As used in ORS 469.185 10 469.225: ‘ v

(1) “Cost” means the capital costs and expenses necessarily incurred in the acquisition, erection, construc- -
tion and installation of [an energy conservation) a facility. . ,

(2) “Energy [conservation] facility” [or “facility’] means any capital investment for which the first year
energy savings yie!ds a simple payback period of greater than one yeﬁr. An energy facility includes: :

(é) Any land, structure, building, installation, excavation, machinery, equipment or .dcvice, or any addit'i'on’
10, reconstruction of or improvement of, land or an existing structure,. building, installation, excavation,
machinery, equipment or device necessarily acquired, erected, constructed or installed by any person ‘in
connection with the conduct of a trade or business and actually used in the processing or utilization of renewable
energy resources to: . | , ‘ ’ B

(A) Replace a substantial part or all of an existing use of electricity, petroleum or natural gas;

" (B) Provide the initial use of energy where electricity, petroleum or natural gas would have been used;

(C) Generate electricity to replace an existing sc;urce of electricity or to provide a new source of electricity for
sale by or use in the trade or business; or |

(D) Perform a process that obtains energy resources from material thdt would otherwise be solid waste as
defined in ORS 459.005. . ' ‘ ' ' :

(b) Any addition to, reconstruction of or improvement of land or an cxistipg structure, buildihg, installation,
cxcévation, machiﬁcry, equipment or deviéc necessarily écquir;:d, erected, constructed or installed by any person
i", connection with the conduct of a trade or business in order 1o substamially reduce the consumption of

purchased energy.

NOTE: Matter in bold face in an amended section is new; matter [italic and bracketed] is existing law 10 be omitted. o
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(c) A necessary featurc of 2 new commercial building or multiple unit dwelling, as dwelling is dcfined by ORS
469.160, that causes that building or dwelling to exceed an energy performance standard in the state building
code. _

-(d) The replacement of an electric motor with another electric motor that substantially reduce§ the .
consumption of electricity. ’

- (3) “Facility* means an energy facility or a recycling facility.

[(e)] (4) “Recycling facility” means equlpmem used by a trade or business solely for recyclmg

[(4)] (a) Including: '

{(i)) (A) Equipment used solely for hauling and refining used oil;

[(i})] (B) New vehicles or modifications 1o existing vehicles used solely to transport used recyclable
materials that cannot be used furthcr in thelr present form or location such as glass metal, paper, aluminum,
rubber and plastic; ' o - o .

[(1i7)]) (C) Trailers, raéks or bins'that are used for ﬁauling used rcéyclable materials and are added to or.
attached to exisiing waste collection vehicles; and _ ‘ _

[(1v)] (D) Any equipment used solely for processing recyclable materials such as bailers, flatteners, crushers,
separators and scales.

[(B)}(b) But not including equipment used for transporting or processing scrap materials 1hat are recycled as
a part of the normal operation of a trade or business as defined by the director. »

[() Any Iand.,s_trucmre. building, installation, excavation, machinery, equipment or device, or any addition to, -
reconstruction of or improvement of land or an existing structure, building, installation, excavation, machinery,
equipment or device necessarily acquired, erected, cons!rubled or installed by any person as a trade or business and
actually used in the utilization of a renewable energy resource 1o supplv or dzsp[ace existing sources of electricity,
petroleum or natural gas.) '

[(3)] (S) “Renewable energy resource” includes, but is not limited to straw forest slash, wood waste or other
wastcs from farm or forest land, mdustnal or municipal waste, solar energy, wind power, water power or.
geothermal energy.

SECTION 2. ORS 469.195 is amended to read:

- 469.195. In determining the eligibility of [energy conservation] facilities for tax credi‘t‘s, preference shall be -
given to those projects which: .

[(1) Are not routinely used in a commercial or industrial trade or business;]

[(2) Have the potential, if developed at other suitable locations, for making a significant contribution to
meeting the energy needs of the state; or)

[(3) Are not reasonably expected, in the absence of the tax credit granred under ORS 316.140 to 316.142,
317.104 and 469.185 to 469.225, to be cost effective within five years of erection, construction or mstallanan ]

(1) Are research development or demonstration facllmes of new rene“able resource generatmg and

. conservation technologles, or

2) Provnde long-term energy savings from the use of renewable resources or conservation of energy
resources. | v '

SECTION 3. ORS 469.200 is amended to read:

469.200. (1) The total of all costs of [energy conservation] facilities that receive a preliminary certification
from the director for tax credits in ahy calendar year shall not exceed $40 million. [If the applicat}‘ons exceed the

(2]
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$40 million limit,} The director annually may set aside a portion of the $40 million limit to be allocated, in
accordance with applicable standards and application deadlines, to facilities qualifying as priority projects und'e.r
ORS 469.195. The dirccior[. in the dl"r_qctor's discretion,] shall determine the dollar amount certified for any
facility and the priority between applications for certification based upon the criteria contained in ORS 469.185
10 469.225 and ap;;licable rules and standards adopted under ORS 469.185 to 469.225.

(2) Not less than $5 mllhon of the $40 million annual certification limit shall be allocated to facilities havmg

" a ccmﬁed cost of $IOO 000 or less for any facility.

(3) With respect 10 the balance of the annual certification limit, the maxlmum cost certified for any facility
shall not exceed $10 mnlhon However, if the apphcauons certified in any calendar year do not total $35 million,

- the director, in the dlrector s dlscrctlon may mcrease the certified costs above the $10 mllhon maximum for

prevnously certified facnlmes The increases shall be allocated according to the director’s determination of how
the previously certified facilities meet the criteria of ORS 469.185 to 469.225. The increased allocation 1o
previously certified fac:hucs under thns subsecuon shall not mclude any of the $5 mnlhon reserved under
subsection (2) of this section. ' i

SECTION 4. ORS 469.205 is amended 10 read:

469.205. (l‘) Prior to erection, construction or installation of a proposed facility any person may apply to the
department for preliminary certification under ORS 465.210 if: ‘

(a) The erection, construction or installation of the facility is to be commenced on or after October 3, 1979,
and before January 1, [1986) 1991; ' ‘ )

(b) The facility complies with the standards or rules adopled by the director; and

(c) The applicant will be the owner or contract purchaser of the [energy conservation] facility at the time of
erection, construction or installation of }he proposed facility, and:

(A) The applicant is the owner, contract purchasef or lessee of a trade or business that plans to utilize the -
[energy conservation] facility in connection with Oregon property: or '

(B) The applicant is the owner, contract purchaser or lessee of a trade or business that plans to lease lhe'
{energy conservation) facility to a person who will utilize the facility in connection with Oregon property. .

(2) [Applications] An application for prclimiriary certification shall be made in writing on a form prepared by
the deparlment and shall contain:

(a) A statement that the applicant or the lcssce of the apphcant s facility:

(A) Intends to convert from a purchased encrgy source 10 a renewable energy resource;

(B) Plans to construct a facnhty that will use a renewable energy resource or solid waste instead of electricity,
petroleum or natural gas _

(C) Plans to use a renewable energy resource in the generation of electricity for sale or to replace an existing
or proposed use of an existing source of electricity; -

(D) Plans to construct or install a facility that substantially reduces the consumption of purchased electricity;
or , S " :
(E) Plans to construct or install equipment for recycling as defined in ORS 469.185 [(2)(e)] (4).

(A detailed description of the proposed facility ;nd its operation and information showing that the facility
will operate as represenled in the applicatior. ' . .

{c) Information on the amount by which consumpuon of electncny. petroleum or natural gas by the

applicant or the lessee'of the applicant’s facility will be reduced, and on the amount of energy that will I?e

produced for sale, as the result of using the facility.

. ' (3}
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(d) The projected cost of the facility. '

(e) Any other information the director [deems] considers necessary- to determine whether the proposed
facility is in accordance with the provisions of ORS 469.185 to 469.225, and any appliéablc rules or standards
adopted by the director. ' '

- (3) An application for ﬁrelin;inary certification shall be accompanied by a fee established under section 7 of
this 1985 Act. The director may refund the fee if the application for certification is rejected.

[(3)] (4) The director may [waive the filing of] allow an applicant to f le the prcliminary application after the
start of erection, constructmn or installation of the facility if the dxrector finds: [the]

(a) Filing the application before the start of erection, constructlon or installation is inappropriate because
special circumstances render [the] filing earlier unreasonaBle, ] and [ifthe dxreclor fi nds such)

(b) The facility would otherwise qualify for tax credit certification pursuant to ORS 469.185 to 469.225.

SECI' TON 5. ORS 469.215 is amended to read: ) ) ,

469.215. (1)No ccmﬁcalion shall be issued by the director under th‘is section unless the facility was acqﬁired,

erected, constructed or installed under a preliminary certificate of approval issued under ORS 469.210], except

where the filing of a preliminary application has been waived under ORS 469.205,] and in accordance with the

applicable provisions of ORS 469.185 t0 469.225 and émy applicable rules or standards adopted by the director.
(2) Any person may apply to the department for final certification of a facility: )
(a) [Unless filing has been waived,] Afier having obtained preliminary certification for the facility under ORS
469.210;and ‘ : '
(b) After completion of erecuon, construction or installation of the proposed facility.
. (3) [4pplications) An apphcatlon for final certification shall be made in writing on a form prcpéred by the
department and shall contain:

(a)[Unless filing has been waived,) A statement that the conditions of the preliminary certification have been

.comphed with;

(b) The actual cost of the facility certified to by a certified public accountant who is not an employe of the
applicant or, if the actunal cost of the facility is less than $10,000, copies of receipts for purchase and installation of
the facility; )

(c) A statement that the facility is in operation or, if not in operanon that the’ apphcant has made every
reasonable effort to make the facility opcrable and A

(d) Any other information determined by the director to be necessary prior to issuance of a final certificate,
including inspection of the facility by the depanmem '

(4) The director shall act on an apphcauon for certification before the 60th day after the filing of the
application under this section. The action of the director shall include certification of the actual cost of the
facility. However, in no event shall the director certify an amount for tax credit purposes which is more than 10
percent in excess of the amount approved in the preliminary certificate issued for the facility.

(5) If the director rejects an applicaﬁon for final certification, or certifies a lesser actual cost of the facility
than was claimed in the application, the director shall send to the applicant written notice of the action, together
with a statement of the ﬁndmgs and reasons therefor, by certified mail, before the 60th day afler the filing of the
application. Failure of the d:rector to act constitutes rejection of the application.

(6) If the application is‘rcjected for any reason, or ifthe applicant is dissatisfied with the certification of cost,
then, within 60 days of the date of mailing of the notice under subsection (5) of this section or from a denial under

[4]
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subsection (5) of this section, the applicant may request a hearing to appeal the rejection under the ﬁrovisions of
ORS 183.310 to 183.550 governing contested cases. _
(7) Upon approval of an application for final certification of a facility, the director shall certify the facility.

Each certificate shall bear a separate serial number for each device. Where one or more devices constitute an
operational unit, the directbr may certify the operational unit under one certificate. ‘

(8) The director shall not grant final certification under thfs section for any facility afier December 31 ,[1988)
1993, ' ’ ,

SECTION 6. Section 7 of this Act is added to and made a part of ORS 469.185 to 469.225.

SECTION 7. By rule and after hearing, the director may adopt a schedule of reasonable fees which the
department may require of applicants for preliminary or final certification under ORS 469.185 10 469.225. Befqre
the adoption or revision of the fees, the departmem shall estimate the total cost of the program to the department.

The fees shall be used to recover the anticipated cost of filing, ihvcstigating, granting and rejecting applications

for certification and shall be designed not to exceed the.total cost estimated by the department. Any excess fees
shall be held by the department and shall be used by the department to reduce any future feé increases. The fee
may vary according to the size and complexi;y of the facility. The fee shall not be considered as part of the cost of
the facility to be certified. ‘ : ,

SECTION 8. This Act applies o tax years beginning after December 31, 1985,

(5]
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63rd OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY—I985 Regular Session

HOUSE AMENDMENTS TO
~ HOUSE BILL 2053
By COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND ENERGY
February 7

Amended Summary

- Requires facility receiving energy conservétion tax credit to be facility for which first year energy savings
yields simple payback period greater than one year. ‘ -

Revises kinds of facilities which are to receive preference in determining eligibility for tax credit. Permits
Director of Department of Energy to set aside [portion} $6 million of annual allocation for tax credit for [projects
given statutory preference] research development or demonstration facilities of new renewable resource generating
and conservation technologies . : ‘

Extends tax credit for energy facility or recycling facility to facility erected, constructed or installed before
January 1, 1991. Imposes fee to be submitted with application for preliminary certification. Permits director to
adopt fee schedule. Permits applicant to submit receipts for cost of facility if actual cost is less than $10,000 rather
than certified actual cost by certified public accountant. Applies to tax years beginning after December 31, 1985.

On page 2 of the printed bill, delete lines 35 and 36 and insert: ‘

(1) Provide energy savings for real or personal property within the state inhabited as the principal residence
ofa tenani, including: ‘ '

~ *(a) Nonowner occupied Single family dwellings; and

“(b) Multipie unit residential housing; or”.

On page 3, line 1, delete *“a portion” and insert “$6 million™.

In line 2, delete “facilities qualifying as priority projects under™.

In line 3, delete “ORS 469.195™ and insert “research development or ‘demonstration facilities of new

renewable resource generating and conservation technologies™.




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION NO, 85-544
COUNCIL POSITION ON PROPOSED
. LEGISLATION ESTABLISHING A STATE
- ADVISORY COMMISSION ON INTER-

"GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Introduced by
Councilor Ernie Bonner and
Executive Officer Rick Gustafson

— N P N

WHEREAS, Government's ability to effectively and
efficiently deliver services to our citizens could be enhanced by
improving the structural,'functienal and financial relationships
"which currently exist.among federal, state and locai governmental
entities; and |

WHEREAS,'No formal mechanism currently exists to share
einformation about current developments in local government operation
with all of Oregon's cities, counties and special districts; and
T 'WHEREAS, Such information-sharing is a necessary precursor -
to more efficient and effective service delivery to the public; now,
therefore, ‘ |
- BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
sﬁpports passege'of House Bill 2038 which would establish a
}Commissioh on Inﬁergovernmental.Affairs to proeide-a formal
mechanism for sharing information directed at improving £he ability

of all levels of government to serve the public.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of : , 1985.

- . Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer
PF/srs/2952C/405-1
02/19/85
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63rd OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY~1985 Regular Session

- House Bill 2308

Sponsored by Representative McCRACKEN Senator O'ITO

- SUMMARY
The following summary is not prepared by the sponsors of the measure and is not a part.of the body thereof subject to

" consideration by the ch:slatwe Assembly. Itis an editor’s brief statement of the essential features of the measure as introduced :

Creates Commnss:on on Intcrgovemmenta] Relations. Establishes terms, qualifications, number and
method of appointment of commission members. Prescribes duties, powers and funcuons of commission.
Appropnales $140,000 from General Fund, to commission.

: . A BILL FORANACT
Relating to the Commission on Intergovernmental Relations; and appropriating money.
Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION 1. As used in this Act: - _

(1) “Commission™ means the Commission on Intergovernmental Relations established by section 2 of this
Act. ‘ ’ -

(2) “District” has the meaning given that term by ORS 198.010 and, in addition, means a council of
governments established under ORS 190.003 to 190.110 and a local government boundary commission formed
under ORS 199.410 10 199.519.

(3) “Local government” includcs a city, county and district. _

SECTION 2, (1) There is established the Commission on Intergovernmental Relations consisting of 14
members appointed as provided in secuon 3 of this Act and the executive secretary of the Commission on Indian
Services who shall serve as a member of the commission ex officio.

(2) The term of each appomted member of the commission is four years and shall begm on January | in an
even-numbered year. Bcforc the expiration of the term of an appointed member, the appointing authority shall
appoint a successor, A member is eligible for reappointment. If there is a vacancy for any cause, the appointing
authority shall make an appointment to become immediately effective for the unexpired term

(3) Members of the commlssnon are not entitled to compensation for service on the comrrussxon Howevcr
in accordance with the rules of the commission and ORS 292.495 (2), members may be reimbursed from funds
available to the commrssxon for actual and nccessary travel expenses incurred by them in the performance of .
their official duties.

SECTION 3. Fourteen members of the commission shall be appointed as follows:

(1) The Speaker of the House of chnescntatxvcs shall appoint two members of the House of Reprcscntatlvcs
to the commission. .

(2) The President of the Senate shall appoint one member of the Senate to the commission.

(3) The Governor shall appoint to the commission: .

(a) Two county officers, at least one of whom shall be popularly elected.

(b) Two city officers, at least one of whom shall be popularly elected.

(c) Two district officers, at least one of whom shall be popularly elected.

NOTE: Matter in bold face in an amended section is new: matter litalic and bracketed] is existing law to be omitted.
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(d) One member of the Governor’s staff. ‘

(e) Two heads of administrative departments in the state government.

(f) Two residents of this state who are not public officers or cmploycs.

SECTION 4. The Commission on Imergovemmental Relations shall:

(1) Elect from among its members a chairperson who shall serve for a term of two years.

(2) Prescribe its mtemal organization and adopt rules to govcm its proocedmgs

(3) Meet at least once every three months. _ ) ‘

(4) Study the structural, functional and financial relationships among federal, state and local governmental
entities, issue findings and recommendations regardmg thosc relatmnshxps and pubhsh reports regarding them.

(5) Propose constitutional amendmems, statutes, charter provisions, ordinances, admmlstrauve rules and
other measures that would, if adopted, 1mplement the recommendations of the commission.

(6) Publish annual reports of current developments in state and local government in Oregon and of the
activities of the commission. ' ' _ o .

(7) Provide notice to, and solicit information, advice and assistance from, state and local govcrnmemal
entities and nongovernmental persons and institutions concermng any activity of the commission that might
affect those entities, persons and institutions and offer them the services of the commission. " .

SECTION 5. The Intergovernmental Relations Division of the Executive Department, upon request, shall
provide the commission with professional, technical and clerical services. The commission may also contract
with units of the Departmem of Higher Education or with other public or pnvate persons for other specific
services.

SECTION 6. The commission may apply for and receive funds and other assistancc from governmental and
nongovemmental sources. The Executive Department shall account for the income and expenditures of the
commission separately from other governmental accounts.

SECTION 7. For purposes of ORS 182.605 to 182.635, the Commission on Intcrgovcrnmemal Relauons is
an agency.

SECTIONS.(1) Notwithstanding the term of office specified by section 2 of this Act, of the 14 members first |

appointed to the commission, seven shall serve for terms ending December 31, 1987. The seven members shall
be determined by lot in thq manner prescribed by the commission. The remaining members shall serve for terms
ending December 31, 1989. ’

(2) Notwithstanding subsectioh.( 1) of section 4 of this Act, the Governor shall designate a chairperson pro

tempore who shall preside over the deliberations of the commission until it organizes itself and elects a
permanent chairperson. ‘ A

SECTION 9. There is appropriated to the Commission on Intergovernmental Relations, for the biennium
beginning July 1, 1985, out of the General Fund, the sum of $140,000 for the purpose of carrying out this Act.

(2]




' BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A
COUNCIL POSITION ON PROPOSED
LEGISLATION MODIFYING STATE
LANDFILL SITING AUTHORITY

RESOLUTION NO. 85-545

‘Introduced by
“ Councilor Ernie Bonner and . .
Executive Officer Rick Gustafson

ﬁHEREAS, The prbcess of siting a sanitary landfill is

chafacterized by lengthy time reéuirements, ambiguous authority ahd
ériteria; and | |

WHEREAS, The need for a new.sanitaryvlandfill site in the
"Portland metropolitan area is manifest; and

WHEREAS, Legislation modifying existing state landfill
'siting authority is likely to be introduced by persons or organiza-'
fﬁions‘outside'thevMetropolitan Service District; and
. . WHEREAS, Metro is responsible for operatihg solid waste
disposal sites and has an inﬁeresf, therefore, in the siting
process; noh, thereforé,

: 'BE. IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
‘supports legislétion establishing‘state'landfill sitiﬁg authority
which: | -

1. Protects the environment of the people of the

tri-cognty area;
2. Reduces the time frame for the landfill siting decision
énd appeal process; .
3. Perhits Metro to request initiation of the state

landfill siting process;



4. Allows a landfill to be sited within the Solid Waste

Management Plan area for Washington, Multnomah and
Clackamas counties; and | ‘

5. Applies State Land Use Goals, the Solid Waste
Management Plan for the tri-county area, and DEQ's
Solid Waste Dfsposal Rules as the sole criteria for
state action in siting a landfill only if local

governments fail to select a site after an opportunity

to do so,

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this . .  day of , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer .
PF/srs

2952C/405-1
02/19/85
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46598.047

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

(¢) Construction, loading and operation of
vehicles used .in performing solid waste collec-

tion service to prevent the contents thereof from .
dropping, sifting, leaking or escaping onto public -

highways. v

(d) Definition of other “wastes” subject to
regulation pursuant to ORS 459.005 to 459.105,
459.205 to 459.245, 459.255 to 459.285 and
459.992 (1), (2) and @®). . ‘

~ (e) Closure and post-closure mairtenance of

' land disposal sites. .

(2) The cdmmission may by n_ﬁe:
(a) Exempt a class of land disposal sites from

the requirement to provide financial assurance -

under ORS 459.270; or _ ,
(b) Establish criteria which an individual

| land disposal site must meet to be exempted

from the requirement to provide financial asstr-

~ ance under ORS 459.270.

: (3) The commission shall ‘adopt rules: on
other subjects as necessary to carry out ORS

459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to 459.245 and.

459.255 to 459.285.

(4) The commission sﬁall adopt rules which
have modified or limited application in different

geographic areas of the state when special condi-

tions prevail in specified geographic areas. Spe-
cial conditions that shall be considered include,
but are not limited to, climatic conditions, zone
classification of the area, population characteris-

- .tics, methods and costs of solid waste manage-

ment, solid waste management plans and other

-conditions in the area. Modifications or limita-
- tions shall not be unreasonable, arbitrary or
- inimical to the policy and purposes of ORS

459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to 459.245 and
459.255 t0 459.285. - . .

(5) All rules adopted under this section shall

'be adopted after public hearing and in accord-

ance with ORS 183.310 to 183.550.

(6) Unless a rule adopted under this section
is adopted pursuant to the authority granted by

- ORS 183.335 (2), the commission shall mail

copies of the proposed rules to all persons who
have requested such copies. The copies shall be
mailed at least 30 days prior to the hearing re-
quired by subsection (5) of this section. [1971
¢.648 §5; 1973 ¢.835 §137; 1981 c.709 §2; 1983 ¢.766 §6)

459.047 La.ndfill. assistance from de-

- partment; landfill disposal site certificate;
effect of issuance. Upon request by a city or

county responsible for implementing a depart-
ment approved solid waste management plan
which identifies a need for a landfill disposal
site, and subject to policy direction by the com-

mission, the Department of Environmenty)

- Quality shall:

(1) Assist the local government unit in the
establishment of the landfill including hfsisting
in planning, location, acquisition, dévelopment
and operation of the site. -

(2) Site and issue a solid waste disposal
permit pursuant to ORS 459.205 to 459.245,
459.255 and 459.265 for a landfill disposal site
within the boundaries of the requesting local
government unit. Subject to the conditions set
forth therein, any permit for a landfill 'disposal .

site authorized by the Environmental ‘Quality -

Commission under this subsection shall bind the -
state and all counties and cities and political -

- subdivisions in this state as to the approval of

the site and the construction and operation of
the proposed facility. Affected state agencies,
counties, cities and political subdivisions shall
issue the appropriate permits, licenses and cer-
tificates necessary to construction and operation
of the landfill disposal site, subject only to condi-
tion of the site certificate. Each state or local
government agency that issues a permit, license
or certificate shall continue to exercise enforce-
ment authority over such permit, license or
certificate. [1979 ¢.773 §3)

459.049 Mandated sites ‘in certain
counties; establishment by state. (1) Upon
its own motion or upon the recommendation of -
the department, the Environmental Quality
Commission may determine that a landfill dis-
posal site within the counties of Marion, Polk,
Clackamas;, Washington or Multnomah must be
established in order to protect the health, safety .
and welfare of the residents of an area for which
a local government solid waste management plan
has identified the need for a landfill disposal site.
In making its determination on the need for a
landfill disposal site or, where applicable, on the

location of a landfill disposal site, the commis-

sion shall give due consideration to: - -

(a) The legislative policy and“fin'dings éx_-
pressed in ORS 459.015, 459.017 and 459.065,

and particularly the policy that action taken

under this section be exercised in ‘cooperation
with local government; - - - :

(b) The provisions of the solid waste man-
agement plan or plans for the affected area; -

(c) Applicable local government ordinances, -
rules, regulations and plans other than for solid
waste management; T

(d) The state-wide planning goals adopted
under ORS 197.005 to 197.430; - T

(¢) The need for a landfill disposal site;

654
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4659.053

——

(0 The availability and capacity of alterna-
we disposal sites or resource recovery systems
od facilities; _
(¢g) The time required to establish a landfill
dnposal site; .
(b) Information received from public com-
pent and hearings; and :
- (i) Any other factors the commission consid-
et relevant.

(2) If the commission makes a determina- -

wn under subsection (1) of this section that

- there is a need for a landfill disposal site withina
‘ment units to request assistance from the de- .-

area, the commission may adopt an order
directing the local government unit responsible
for implementing the plan to establish a landfill
dusposal site within a specified period of time.
The order may specify a time schedule for the
completion of the major elements required to
establish the site. A local government unit di-
rected to establish a landfill disposal site under
this section may request assistance from the’
department or request that the department
establish the disposal site as provided in ORS
459.047.

(3) If the commission determines that the
establishment of a landfill disposal site ordered
by the commission under subsection (2) of this
sction is not being accomplished or that the
completion of major elements has fallen behind
the time schedule specified in the order, the
commission may direct the department to estab-
hsh the disposal site or complete the establish-

ment of the disposal site undertaken by the local -

government unit. The commission may direct
the department to establish or complete the
establishment of a landfill under this section
oely if the commission finds that: ' .

(2) The action is consistent with the state-

. wide planning goals relating to solid waste man-

seement adopted under ORS 197.005 to 197.430
ad any applicable provisions of a comprehen-
sive plan or plans; and: ,
(b) The responsible local government unit is
wable to establish the landfill disposal site

ordered by the commission under subsection (2)
of this section.

(4) If the commission directs the department

b Mabli.sh or complete the establishment of a
lendfill disposal site under subsection (3) of this
#ection, the department may establish the site
wbiect only to the approval of the commission
the provisions of the solid waste manage-
®ent plan adopted for the area and in consulta-
mm?lth all affected local government units.
thstanding any city, county or other local
®vemment charter or ordinance to the con-

trary, the department may establish a landfill
disposal site under this subsection without ob-
taining any license, permit, franchise or other
form of approval from a local government unit.
{1979 ¢.773 §4; 1983 ¢.827 §54]

459,050 [1967 c.428 §5; 1969 c.593 §45; repealed by
1971 ¢.648 §33] '

459.051 Procedural rules. In accord-
ance with the requirements of ORS 183.310 to
183.550 and after public hearing, the commission
shall adopt rules: _ o
(1) To establish a procedure for local govern-

partment in the establishment of landfill dispos-
al sites under ORS 459.047, and to give notice of
such requests. : '

(2) To establish a procedure for obtaining
public comment on determinations of need:for
landfill sites made by the commission under
ORS 459.049. s ' S

(3) To provide for public hearings in the area
affected by a proposed landfill disposal site to be
established by the department under ORS
459.049. (1979 ¢.773 §5] : _

459.063 Powers of department re-
garding landfill disposal sites. Subject to
policy direction by the commission in carrying
out ORS 215.213, 215.214, 215.283, 459.017,
459.047 to 459.065, 459.245 and 468.220, th
department may: .

" (1) By mutual agreement, return all or part’

of the responsibility for development or opera-
tion of the site to the local government unit
within whose jurisdiction the site is to be estab-
lished, or contract with the local government
unit to establish the site. SRR

(2) To the extent necessary, acquiré -by
purchase, gift, grant or exercise of the power of
eminent domain, real and personal property or
any interest therein, including the property of
public corporations or local government. - - -

(3) Lease and dispose of real or personal
property. .

(4) At reasonable times and after reasonable
notice, enter upon land to perform nece
surveys or tests. :

" (5) Acquire, modify, expand or build landfill
disposal site facilities. -

" (6) Subject to any limitations in ORS
468.195 to 468.260, use money from the Pollu-
tion Control Fund created in ORS 468.215 for

the purposes of carrying out ORS 459.047 and
459.049. .
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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION NO,. 85-546
COUNCIL POSITION ON PROPOSED
LEGISLATION ALLOWING METRO TO

Introduced by
CREATE CITIZEN COMMISSIONS

Councilor Ernie Bonner and
Executive Officer Rick Gustafson

WﬁEREAS, The Metfopolitan Service Dist;ict has the
‘botehtial to provide additional regidnal services; and

WHEREAS It would be approprlate for Metro to possess the
" authority to provide these additional services through the use of
citizen commissions; and

WHEREAS, The commission alternative is‘in the Oregon
ttadition‘of directly involving our citizens in the provision of
se:vices; ndw,.therefore, |

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Metropolitan Service District supports the passage
of House Bill 2558 which enables Metro to appoint commissions to
supervise the delivery of services which Metro may be authorized to

proVide}

ADOPTED by the Counc1l of the Metropolltan Service Dlstrlct

this day of __ ' ' 1985.

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

PF/srs :
2952C/405-1
.02/19/85



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXEMPTING
METRO'S 200 AND SOLID WASTE
SERVICES FROM A SALES TAX

RESOLUTION NO, 85-552

Introduced by Presiding
Officer Bonner, and
Executive Officer Gustafson

WHEREAS, The Oregon Legislature has indicated its intention

to refer a sales tax measure to a vote of the people;

| WHEREAS, The question of whether local governments will be
required to pay a‘sales tax‘cn the goods they purchase .or to charge
a sales tax for the services they provide remains unclear,

WHEREAS Local jurisdictions would be requ1red to 1ncrease
:their‘property tax levies and/or the fees they charge their citizens
"for the services they delivery; and A

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District (Metrc) could be
forced to pass a sales tax on to its constituents in the form of
solid waste disposal fees; Zoo admissions and food purchased for
resale at the Zoo; now, therefore, .

BE IT RESOLVED

That the Metro Council supports exemptlon from the sales
tax of solid waste’ dlsposal charges, Zoo admission fees and food

_ purchased for resale at the Zoo.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of ' , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

PF/g1/2971C/405-2
02/20/85
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HB 2036-1
2/4/85 (1lb)
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE EILL 2036
In line 2 of the printed bill, after the semicolon insert
"creating new provisions; and".
After line 23, insert:

’_"SECTION 2. Section 3 of this Act is added to and made a part

of ORS chapter 268.

"SECTION 3. (1) A metropolitan service district may create by

ordinance commissions for all powers or functions of a metropolitan
service dlstrlct as prescribed by law and including those in ORS
268 310 '268. 312 and 268. 370

"(2) The ordinance shall describe the ‘powers of the commission

kwhich may include all powers of the council of the metropolitan

service district, except that the power to adopt ordinances and all
budget, revenue and plannlng authority remain in the council of the
metropolitan service district.

"(3) The ordinance shall describe the number of members of the
commission, qualifications.of members, tefms of officeiand method

of appointment.".

% % %k % ok ok ko ok

. This will be introduced as a separate committee bill



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR' THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION NO, 85-547
COUNCIL POSITION ON PROPOSED
LEGISLATION TO PROTECT EXOTIC

ANIMALS

Introduced by
Councilor Ernie Bonner and :
Executive Officer Rick Gustafson .

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service District
reéognizes and demonstrates a respohsibility for compassionate care
of exotic animals in its operation of the Wéshington Park Zoo; and

WHEREAS, The Washington Park Zoo complies with standards
of, and is licensed by, the U, S. Department of Agriculture; and

WHEREAS, Other organizations and people in the state of
bregon'are'authorized to keep exotic animals in a captive environ-
ment;_and .

WHEREAS, Evidence of neglect in the care of exotic animals.
in unlicensed, non-zoo environments was recently revealed to be of
'current concern in the state of Oregon; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

. supports legislation which requires such organizations and people td
obtain a license from the U. S. Department of Agriculture before

they are permitted to keep exotic animals for any purpose,

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of ¢ 1985.

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer - -
PF/srs/2952C/405-1
02/19/85
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Complied from correspondent reports
SILETZ — Oregon State Police raided an
exotic-game ranch Thursday and arrested its
" owner after finding some animals kept in what
a Humane Society official called “very deplor-
able” conditions. '
Robert Thomas Fieber, 46, was charged
with cruelty to animals, failure to maintain
adequate cages and shelter and not having a

holding permit for an exotic animal, .

. Fleber said he had about 150 animals, in-
cluding 14 lons, three Bengal tigers, a cougar,

8 bobcat and six buffalo, at his Siletz Game

* Ranch, State police sald Fieber was keeping 20
lions, four Bengal tigers, 10 wolves, a jaguar,
two cougars and other animals. )

- Humane Society officials called the raid the
largest such one in Oregon history. - ,
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Fleber sald about 20 vehicles showed up at
his farm early Thursday, and that most of the
police were armed. “They were there with

-guns, freaking out my lions,” Fieber sald.

He sald the ranch, which he has owned

since 1970, was open to the public unti] about -

three years ago.

Fieber was released from custody after-

posting $19,000 bail. Arraignment was sched-

-uled for Monday in Lincoln County Circult

Court.e .
State Police refused to allow anyone, In-
cluding Fieber’s family, past the locked gate to

his 80-acre property, located about 15 miles

east of Newport. - .
Officials from the Oregon Department of

- Fish and Wildlife delivered water for the ani-

mals. Veterinarians were brought in to exam-

n raid on Siletz exotic-

- \NIMAL RANCH RAIDED — A lion walks in an enclosure at

ine the game. -~ : .
Fieber sald he was concerned about two
' young white lions, which he said were ex-
tremely rare and valuable, because they needed
feeding every 134 hours. Five lion cubs were
among the animals taken from the ranch to an
undisclosed location; it was not known wheth-
er the white lions were among them. . _
Fieber sald he raised most of the animals
himself. } : )
His father, Ray Fieber, 80, of Toledo; sald,
-“Bob wouldn't hurt an animal under any condi-
tion. He'd starve himself first. He treats his

animals better than most people treat thelr

- kids.” v .
Eric Sakach of the Humane Society of the
United States, based in Sacramento, Calif., said

conditions were “among the more deplorable .

game ranch

I've ever seen animals in.” .
~ Drinking water, he sald, was filthy, con-"
taminated with fecal matter and mosquito lar- .
vae, “and some of it was as black as ofl."

“A number of animals were in very poor to

" moderate condition,” and security was haphaz-

ard, he said,’urging
of such enterprises. i

The raid was prompted by complaints by
private individuals to authorities. Tim Gray-

stronger state regulations

- havens, executive director of the Human Socle-

ty of the Willamette Valley, indicated that state
police had used an undercover ageat to gain
evidence for arrest warrants.

~In addition to the five lion cubs, a bobcat,
raccoon and tiger cub were taken away. Sa- -
kach sald he didn’t know where they were
being taken. .

T

Siletz Game Ranch, where' éuthorities arrested owner Robert Thomas Feiber on Thursday on charges of animal cruelty.
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Game ranch owner charged with abuse

By CARMEL FINLEY
Correspondent, The Oregonian
NEWPORT — The owner of an
exotic game ranch raided by police
" last week was charged Monday in Lin-
coln County District Court with 15
counts involving cruelty to animals.
Robert Thomas Fieber, 46, of Si-
letz was also charged with manufac-
turing a controlled substance. District
. Attorney Ulys Stapleton said further
charges were pending. ' .

. Judge Robert J. Huckleberry con-

tinued the case until Sept. 24, Fieber,

who was not accompanied by an attor-

ney, said he would plead innocent to -
- mals in all, about half of them various

kinds of deer, as well as 14 lions, three’
Bengal tigers, a cougar, a bobcat and
*- six bison. The ranch has not been open

all the charges.
Police and Humane Society offi-

-cials raided Fieber's 80-acre ranch

near Siletz Thursday. Authorities took

away five lion .cubs, a bobcat, a rac--

coon, and a tiger'cub. Three other ani-
mals — two bison and an elk — were

. seized on the ranch by authorities and

s e ®

‘cause the ranch did not meet its stand-

“were being fed daily by representa-

tives of the Central Coast Humane So-

ciety.
Fieber says he has about 150 ani-

to the public since 1981, when Fieber’s

-license to exhibit was taken by the

U.S. Department of Agriculture be-

ards for showing exotic animals.

Stapleton asked the court to amend
Fieber's conditional release agreement
to say that he must not harass officials
entering his property to feed the bison
and elk.

Three of the 15 animal abuse
charges involve a bobcat, which au-
thorities removed from the ranch.

-Fieber said the animal was brought to

him “seven-eighths dead after lt had
been caught in a trap.”
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STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 8.1

Meeting Date _Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF A CONTRACT WITH COLDWELL BANKER
TO PROVIDE EXCLUSIVE REPRESENTATION IN SUBLEASING
OFFICE SPACE

Date: February 19, 1985 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Need

Metro has 21,000 square feet of excess space available at the
2000 S. W. lst Avenue building. This is available immediately for a
term of up to ten years. Also on moving, the 527 S. W. Hall Street
space may be available for up to one year. It is recommended that
Metro secure a qualified commercial real estate agent to serve as
Metro's exclusive representative in leasing this space to do the
following:

5 Research and identify potential tenants;

. Prepare and implement a complete marketing strategy:;
5 Advise Metro on how to best present the space;

5 Assist in establishing a reasonable lease rate; and
. Advise Metro in sublease negotiations,

udwWwnN -

The Process

Seven firms judged capable and qualified to perform the work
were notified by telephone and in writing of Metro's need for
service. Only Coldwell Banker responded with a timely proposal.
Cushman & Wakefield submitted a proposal three days late and
required a higher fee. Based on direct experience in working with
Coldwell Banker, the firm and its agent, Mark Madden, were
determined to be qualified. Further, a proposal was submitted
outlining a marketing approach, reporting process, and target lease
schedule.

The Proposed Contract

This contract is for an exclusive sublease listing. This
provides for subleasing needs at both the 527 S. W. Hall Street and
2000 S. W. lst Avenue locations.

This contract is for a one-year term. The contract amount will
be determined by the number of square feet which are leased, the
lease rate and the tenant. The commissions paid under this contract
will be paid at the rate of 5 percent of the total base rental for



the first five years, plus 3-1/2 percent for the remainder of the
sublease term. Six companies which were identified as prospects
prior to February 14, 1985, are subject to a commission schedule at
50 percent of the standard rate. The reduced schedule also applies
to two different prospects for the Hall Street building. Finally,
three companies are entirely excluded from the listing and will
require no broker fee. If 100 percent of the available space is
leased under the regular schedule, the maximum commission paid would
be $95,026.00.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of this contract.

COUNCIL OFFICE RELOCATION COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

This committee discussed the need for an exclusive listing and
contract terms at its February 11, 1985, meeting. Generally the
consensus was that a broker is needed but a full commission should
not be paid for work done during negotiations for the "IBM
Building." This concern has been addressed by a reduced schedule
for these prospects.

JS/gl
2887C/405-3
02/20/85




GRANT/CONTRACT SUMMARY

METRO METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

GRANT/CONTRACTNO. __85=2-775-AD ' BUDGETCODENO, __ ° —  —  _ . _
FUND: DEPARTMENT: ' (IF MORE THAN ONE) -
SOURCE CODE (IF REVENUE) : | P -
INSTRUCTIONS ' ‘

1.

2.
3.

OBTAIN GRANT/CONTRACT NUMBER FROM CONTRACTS MANAGER. CONTRACT NUMBER SHOULD APPEAR ON THE SUMMARY
FORM AND ALL COPIES OF THE CONTRACT. St

COMPLETE SUMMARY FORM.
IF CONTRACT IS —

. A SOLE SOURCE, ATTACH MEMO DETAILING JUSTIFICATION.

B. UNDER $2,500, ATTACH MEMO DETAILING NEED FOR CONTRACT AND CONTRACTOR'S CAPABILlTIES BIDS, ETC.
C. OVER $2,500, ATTACH QUOTES, EVAL. FORM, NOTIFICATION OF REJECTION, ETC.

D. OVER $50,000, ATTACH AGENDA MANAGEMENT SUMMARY FROM COUNCIL PACKET, BIDS, RFP, ETC.

PROVIDE PACKET TO CONTRACTS MANAGER FOR PROCESSING

PURPOSEOFGRANTICONTRA_CT Sublease listing agreement for 2000 S.W. lst

TYPEOFEXPENSE  KJ PERSONAL SERVICES 0 LABOR AND MATERIALS : O PROCUREMENT
: -0 PASS THROUGH - (3 INTER-GOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 0O CONSTRUCTION
AGREEMENT : O oTHER
OR
TYPEOFREVENUE [J GRANT  [J CONTRACT [J OTHER _
TYF{EOF ACTION  [J CHANGEIN COST 0] CHANGE IN WORK SCOPE
[J CHANGE IN TIMING LXNEW CONTRACT
pARﬂEs Coldwell Banker Commercial Real Estate Serv1ces s Inc. /Metro
EFFECTIVEDATE____3/1/85 TERMINATION DATE __2/28/86
o : (THIS IS A CHANGE FROM )
EXTENT OF TOTAL COMMITTMENT:  ORIGINAUNEW . ; . s 95,026.00
PREV. AMEND
THIS AMEND
. TOTAL _ : - ¢ _95,026.00
BUDGET INFORMATION ‘
A. AMOUNT OF GRANT/CONTRACT TO BE SPENT IN FISCAL YEAR 196___-8___ s
B. BUDGET LINE ITEM NAME ” AMOUNT APPROPRIATED FORCONTRACT §
' C. ESTIMATED TOTAL LINE ITEM APPROPRIATION REMAINING AS OF 9__ $

SUMMARY OF BIDS OR QUOTES (PLEASE INDICATE IF AMINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPHISE)

SUBMITTED BV — - ' ! $ oot - Dimee
SUBMITTED BY _ S —WOURT - Diwmee
SUBMITTED BY : S —wouRT : O mee

NUMBER AND LOCATION OF ORIGINALS




10. A. APPROVED BY STATE/FEDERALAGENCIES? [JYES [JNO NOT APPLICABLE
~ B.ISTHISADOT/UMTA/FHWA ASSISTEDCONTRACT [ YES [g NO

11. ISCONTRACT OR SUBCONTRACT WITH A MINORITY BUSINESS? O ves , K NO
IF YES, WHICH JURISDICTION HAS AWARDED CERTIFICATION

12. WILL INSURANCE CERTIFICATEBEREQUIRED? [ YEs [INO 4
13, WERE BID AND PERFORMANCE BONDS SUBMITTED? [ YES i) NOT APPLICABLE.

TYPE OF BOND AMOUNT$
TYPE OF BOND i _ : AMOUNTS

14. LISTOF KNOWN SUBCONTRACTORS (IF APPLICABLE) »
NAME SERVICE | - _ Dimee
NAME _ _ ' 'SERVICE O mee
NAME' - — — SERVICE v ‘ - : 0 MBE

- NAME SERVICE ____ : O mse

15. IF THE CONTRACT IS OVER $10,000

A. ISTHE CONTRACTOR DOMICILED IN OR REGISTERED TO DO BUSINESS IN THE STATE OF OREGON?
C Kvyes Ono

B. IFNO, HAS AN APPLICATION FOR FINAL PAYMENT RELEASE BEEN FORWARDED TO THE CONTRACTOR?

Ovyves DATE INITIAL
16. COMMENTS: N o ’

GRANT/CONTRACT APPROVAL

INTERNAL REVIEW | . CONTRACT REVIEWBOARD = - COUNCIL REVIEW
' (IFREQUIRED)DATE_______ (IF REQUIRED)
. : R : Feb. 28, 1985
DEPARTMENT HEAD COUNCILOR . T DATE
: E . 2. ‘ )
FISCAL REVIEW . COUNCILOR
: 3.
BUDGET REVIEW . COUNCILOR

LEGAL COUNSEL REVIEW AS NEEDED:
A. DEVIATION TO CONTRACT FORM
B.-CONTRACTS OVER $10,000
C. CONTRACTS BETWEEN GOVERNMENT AGENCIES




PERSONAL' SERVICES AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT dated this 1St _ day of March 385,
1ﬂ;between the'METROPoLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT, a msnicipal |
corporation, hereinafter_referred‘to as 'METRO,' whose address is.
527 S. W. Hall Street, Portland, Oregon 97201, |

and COldwell Banker B v . | ¢ hereinafter

referred to as "CONTRACTOR, " whose address

is 1300 SW 5th Ave, Suite 2600, Portland, OR £for the period

, — 97201 .
of March 1 - e 19 85 through Februarv 28 ¢ 1936,

and for any extensions thereafter pursuant to written agreement of
‘both parties. . , v |
WITNEGSSETH:

WHEREAS, This Agreement is exclusively for Personal
éervices; _
| NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED AS FOLLOWS:

CONTRACTOR AGREES:

1. . To perform the -services and deliver to METRO the
materials described in the Exclusive Sublea51ng Listing Agreement
attached hereto,
| ‘ . 2. To provide all services and materials in a competent
and’ professxonal manner in accordance with the Exc1u51ve Subleasing
Listing Agtreement;

3. To comply with all applicable provisions of ORS
Chapters 187 and 279, ‘and all other terms and conditions necessary
to be inserted into public contracts in the state of Oregon, as if
such provisions were aipart of this Agreement;

4. To maintain records relating to the Exclusive -
Subleasing Listing Agreement on

a generally recognized accounting basis and. to make said records

available to METRO at mutuslly convenient times;

Page 1 - PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
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5. To indemnify and hold METRO, its agents and employees

harmless from any and all claims, demands, damages, actions, losses
lnd expenses, including attorney's fees, arising out of or in any
Way connected with its performance of this Agreement, with any

~ patent infringement arising out of the use of CONTRACTOR'S designs

or other materials by METRO and for any claims or disputes}involving

subcontractors; and.

6. To comply with any other 'Contract Provisions"
attached hereto as so labeled

METRO AGREES'

1. To pay CONTRACTOR for services performed and

materials delivered in the maximum sum of S ‘ and in the

manner and at the time designated in the Exclus;ve Subleasing Llstlng
Agreement; and

2. To prov1de full information regarding its require- .

ments for the Exclu51ve Subleasing Listing Agreement

BOTH PARTIES AGREE: | _

l. That METRO may terminate this Agreement upon giving
CONTRACTOR SlxtY (60) days written notice without waiving any claims
or remedies it may have against CONTRACTOR;

2. ' That, in the event of termination, METRO shall pay
CONTRACTOR for services performed and materials delivered prior to .
the date of termination; but shall not be liable for indirect or |
consequential damages;‘ 4
o 3. That, in the event of any litigation concerning this
Agreement, the Prevailing party shall be entitled to reaso- ible

attorney's fees and court costs, including fees and costs on appeal

to an appellate court;

Page 2 - PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT



4.' That this Agreement is binding'on each party, ité
Successors, assigns, and legal representatives and may not, under
any condition; be assigned or transferred by either party; |

5. That this Agreement may be amended only by the
>wr1tten agreement of both parties; and.

6. That CONTRACTOR is.an independent contractor and
assumes sole responsibility for- the performance of its services and
assumes full respon51bility for all liability for bodily inJuries or

physical damage to person or property arising out of or related to

this Agreement.

CONTRACTOR " 5 | @TROPOLITAN SERVICE i)I SfI'RI'CT.
" By | | ~ | B&:
. ﬂete: ' . Date:
:gl
3365/49

~ Page 3 - PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT :



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 8.2

Meeting Date Feb. 28, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF A CONTRACT WITH JONES & JONES

TO PROVIDE DESIGN OF THE AFRICA BUSH EXHIBIT,
PHASE I

Date: February 15, 1985 Presented by: A.M. Rich
FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Phase I of the Africa Bush Exhibit is a priority one project
in the Zoo Master Plan adopted by the Council. This project includes
animal exhibits and holding areas that will replace those now located
in east paddocks, the new Africafe, modification of the concert lawn
and a railway station at the train loop. It is the first of a three
phase project that when completed will redo the entire hoofstock

area - one of the most outdated and least visited sections of the
.Z0O.

Requests for proposals went out in October. Proposals were
received from the following six firms: The Portico Group; Jones &
Jones; Guthrie, Slusarenko, Leeb; Fletcher, Finch, Farr & Ayotte;
Herbert W. Reimer; and Bloodworth, Ellis Associates.

The selection process provided detailed analysis of the architectural
and design abilities of each firm with specific emphasis on the approach
and expertise of the specialized area of zoological exhibit design.

This specialized area within the field of architecture requires
specific technical expertise not normally found in general firms,
i.e., building physical facilities for animal care and management
programs, effective yet natural perimeter barriers in exhibits,
effective control of sight lines, and use of other techniques that
will create an environment for visitors yet duplicate natural
environments as much as possible. This specialized expertise had
to be considered in addition to the specific application of more
traditional architectural approaches in the design of the Africafe
and similar components of the project. A desire of the committee
was to strive for an exhibit which would build on the successes of
existing facilities and create a new standard of exhibitry for the

Africa Bush and zoological parks in this country. Specific selection
€riteria were:

1. Firm's general approach to the project;

2. Ability of Team to provide necessary discipline and effectively
coordinate and participate; '

. 3. Interpretive design approach;

4. Adequacy of construction observation services;



5. Accessibility of consulting team members and compatibility
with Zoo design team; .

6. Approach to Africafe, concert area and railroad station;

7. Overall impression based upon materials presented and
interaction of team members; and

8. Reasonableness of fee in relationship to scale of project.

Based on these criteria, the last two firms listed above were
dropped in the initial screening; the remaining four were scheduled
for interviews in December, 1984. Members of the screening committee
were: Ted Argo, a local architect; Dick Waker, member of the Council;
and staff members McKay Rich, Steve McCusker, Bob Porter, Jack Delaini,
Jane Hartline and Gayle Rathbun. After this interview, the Committee
narrowed the list to Guthrie, Slusarenko, Leeb; Jones & Jones; and
Fletcher, Finch, Farr and Ayotte.

The Committee provided information to the newly selected Zoo
director, Gene Leo, Jr., for review and scheduled a meeting with him
on February 1, 1985.

At that meeting a series of questions was developed to be discussed
by representatives of the three firms at an additional interview scheduled
for February 12, 1985.

After careful consideration based on the selection criteria, .
the Committee is recommending that the design contract for Africa
Bush Phase I be awarded to Jones & Jones. This firm made an outstanding
presentation. They have designed the Cascade Stream and Pond and
Penguinarium exhibits, both of which won AAZPA awards. They also
are the design firm for the remodel of the West Bear Grottos.

Because this project involves the preliminary design for such
a major portion of the Zoo, it is prudent to select a firm with broad
experience in zoological exhibit design. Jones & Jones has that
experience.

The negotiated fee for the project is $610,000. Other fees
proposed were: Fletcher, Finch, Farr & Ayotte - $613,450; Guthrie,
Slusarenko, Leeb - $528,800.

EXECUTIVE OFFICIER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of this contract.




GRANT/CONTRACTSUMMARY

METRO METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

' 85-2-779-% - T

GRANTiCdNTRACTNQ. ' ,  BUDGETCODENO, " — "= - _
FUND: . DEPARTMENT: . (FMORETHANONE) = = - '
SOURCE GODE (IF REVENUE) : SRR = - - -
INSTRUCTIONS N | |

R K

2.
3.

OBTAIN GRANT/CONTRACT NUMBER FROM CONTRACTS MANAGER. CONTRACT NUMBER SHOULD APPEAR ON THE SUMMARY
FORM AND ALL COPIES OF THE CONTRACT. -

COMPLETE SUMMARY FORM.
IF CONTRACT IS —
A SOLE SOURCE, ATTACH MEMO DETAILING JUSTIFICATION.
- UNDER $2,500, ATTACH MEMO DETAILING NEED FOR CONTRACT AND CONTRACTOR'S CAPABILITIES BIDS, ETC.
C OVER $2,500, ATTACH QUOTES, EVAL. FORM, NOTIFICATION OF REJECTION, ETC.
D. OVER $50,000, ATTACH AGENDA MANAGEMENT SUMMARY FROM COUNCIL PACKET, BIDS, RFP, ETC.

.- PROVIDE PACKET TO CONTRACTS MANAGER FOR PROCESSING

Design of Africa Bush Exhibit

PURPOSE OF GRANT/CONTRACT

TYPEOFEXPENSE [ PERSONAL SERVICES (J LABOR AND MATERIALS . [J PROCUREMENT
. 0O PASS THROUGH ~ [J INTER-GOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT [J CONSTRUCTION
AGREEMENT . ' : %X OTHER -
, OR o
TYPEOFREVENUE [ GRANT °~ [O CONTRACT [J OTHER
TYPE OF ACTION [J CHANGEINCOST {J CHANGE IN WORK SCOPE
) [J CHANGE IN TIMING K] NEW CONTRACT
- PARTIES Jones & Jones / Metro ‘ .
EFFECTIVE DATE ' TERMINATION DATE -
: ' (THIS IS ACHANGE FROM : )
EXTENT OF TOTAL COMMITTMENT:  ORIGINAUNEW R B $ _610,000
' ' PREV.AMEND ‘ '
" THIS AMEND
TOTAL o - "¢ _610,000
BUDGET INFORMATION { '
’ A AMOUNT OF GRANT/CONTRACT TO BE SPENT IN FISCAL YEAR ‘198 S $
B 'BUDGET LINE ITEM NAME : AMOUNT APPROPRIATED FORCONTRACT §
C. ESTIMATED TOTAL LINE ITEM APPROPRIATION REMAINING AS OF 19__ §
SUMMARY OF BIDS OR QUOTES (PLEASE INDICATE IF AMINORITY eusmsss ENTERPRISE) .
Jones & Jones : L 610,000
SUBMITTED BY ' . ~s AMOUNT — - 0 mee
Fletcher,: Finch, Farr & Ayotte ¢ 613,450 . , " O meE
SUBMITTED BY , ~ TAMOUNT ,
Guthrie, Slusarenko, Leeb s:528,800 . O wMee
] SUBMITTE_D BY AMOUNT ] .

NUMBER AND LOCATION OF ORIGINALS




. 10.

Rt

12

A. APPROVED BY STATE/FEDERALAGENCIES? RIYES . [INO ° 0 NoT APPLICABLE
B. ISTHIS ADOT/UMTAIFHWA ASSISTEDCONTRACT O YES [ NO

IS CONTRACT OR SUBCONTRACT WITH A MINORITY BUSINESS? [JYES [] NO
IF YES, WHICH JURISDICTION HAS AWARDED CERTIFICATION S

WILL INSURANCE CERTIFICATEBEREQUIRED? [JYES LI NO

13. WERE BID AND PERFORMANCE BONDS SUBMITTED? [Jves [ NOT APPLICABLE.
TYPEOFBOND ____ ' ' . AMOUNTS
TYPE OF BOND ‘, . AMOUNTS
14. LISTOF KNOWN SUBCONTRACTORS (IF APPLICABLE) - o S
NAME S SERVICE S S —  Dimee
NAME 3 , SERVICE N _ DOmee
NAME - SERVICE ' R — Dimee
NAME ‘ - ‘ _SERVICE ______ B O mBE
15. IF THE CONTRACT IS OVER $10,000 . ' | | | '
. IS THE CONTRACTOR DOMICILED IN OR REGISTERED TO DO BUSINESS IN THE STATE OF OREGON?
Ovyes Ono '
B. IF NO, HAS AN APPLICATION FOR FINAL PAYMENT RELEASE BEEN FORWARDED TO THE CONTRAGTOR?
O YES DATE : . INITIAL
16. COMMENTS: ’ ’
G RANT/CONTRACT APPROVAL
INTERNALREVIEW CONTRACTREVIEWBOARD - COUNCIL REVIEW _
. - (IFREQUIRED)DATE____ " (IF REQUIRED)
DEPARTMENT HEAD ’ _ b _ COUNCILOR i DATE
“FISCALREVIEW z COUNCILOR :
BUGET REVIEW B 3 coﬁncuoa

S e T . o e e . . C— — — — a— —— —— —— —— o—— S—— — —— oeeeen

LEGAL COUNSEL REVIEW AS _NEEDED:

A. DEVIATION TO CONTRACT FORM
B. CONTRAGTS OVER $16,000 _
C. CONTRACTS BETWEEN GOVERNMENT AGENCIES




ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES AGREEMENTS

THIS AGREEMENT, effective , 1985, is
by and between the METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT, hereinafter called
"Metro," whose principal offices are located at 527 S. W. Hall }

Street, Portland, Oregon 97201; and JONES & JONES, hereinafter

called "Archltect " whose address is 233 S. W, Front Avenue,
Portland Oregon 97204.

THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:
"ARTICLE 1

"Scope of Work

A, This Agreement is exclusively for personal services.
Architect shall perform the services and deliver to Metro the
materials described in the Scope of Work attached hereto and incor-
porated herein as "Attachment A," and "Attachment B," and as other-
wise described in this Article 1. All services and materials shall
be provided in a timely, competent and professional manner in.

‘accordance with this Article 1. Concept De51gn, De51gn Development,

Worklng Drawings, and Bidding and Negotiation duties are described
in "Attachment A" and "Attachment B," and Construction Observatlon
duties are described in Part B of thls Article 1.

B. Architect shall perform the follow1ng Construction
Observation services, all of which shall be carried out in

.~ conformance with the construction contract entered into between

Metro and the construction contractor:

1. Review contractor s initial cost breakdown which
will be used as the basis for contractor's progress payments.

2. Verify contractor' s. statement of quantities of
materials prlced on .a unit cost basis; reimbursable field costs of
the contractor, if any, for authorized overtime and time and '

‘material work; and amount of construction "work in place" completed
each month for purpose of the contractor's application for payment.

3. Review and approve shop draw1ngs and construc-

tion materials samples.

4. Submit weekly construction progress reports to
Owner. : :

5. Interpret contract documents and resolve
unanticipated field problems by on-site visits.

6. Inspect all work to determine and assure the
progress, quallty, quantity ‘and conformance of the work in

accordance with the contract documents, contract procedures and
constructlon schedule.

‘Page 1 - ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES AGREEMENTS



_ 7. Participate in job coordination meetings with
Owner and contractor.

_ _ 8. Attend and prepare minutes of field meetings.
Such meetings shall be held at regular intervals and as may be
required. o

9. Observe contractor's safety measures for
protection of persons and property.

: 10. Prepare progress reports and evaluate project
schedules.

o 11. 1Issue field orders as directed by the Owner's
project manager. ‘

©12.. Recommend changes or change orders to Owner
where needed to prevent delay or where otherwise needed to facili-
tate completion of the project. ' :

: '13. Prepare and issue bulletins and change orders as
approved by Owner. : .

14. Verify and ‘approve quantities of work put in.
‘place during the preceding month on contractor's application for
payment. . - :

: 15. Coordinate with local agencies and Owner as may l‘
be required, for the tie-in of new facilities. ’

16. Witness and approve field tests and equipment
performance tests, and supervise the start-up and check-out of major
and specialized systems, '

, . 17. Advise the Owner of problems, such as strikes,
delays and receipt of materials, etc., which may affect the con-
struction schedule, and recommend solutions where applicable.

18, Prepare punch lists at time of substantial
completion of construction, with subsequent inspections until final
completion. ‘

19. Assure that contractor maintains an up-to-date

set of drawings reflecting "as-built" conditions of the work at all
“times. '

20. 1Issue certificates of completion, attesting to
‘the fact that the construction has been completed in accordance with
plans and specifications, and in accordance with all applicable
laws, regulations, ordinances, and requirements of government
authorities and agencies having jurisdiction.
~21. Review and approve for accuracy and completeness ‘
the contractor's submission of "as-built" drawings, and operation
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and malntenance manuals prior to Architect's submission of same to
Owner and prior to certification of contractor's application for
final payment.

C. Architect shall prepare all plans, drawings, and
technical specifications to be incorporated into the contract
documents. Owner shall provide the general conditions and the
general contract to be signed by contractor.

D.. Architect's services shall be peformed by or under o
the personal supervision of Keith Larson, PrOJect Manager.

E. Any change in the Scope of Work shall be made in
writing. If any such change in the Scope of Work results in reduced
or increased work, Architect shall promptly advise Owner in writing
prior to the change in the Scope of Work and shall include a cost
proposal for the additional or deleted work. If Owner and Architect
cannot agree on an equ1table adjustment of the Contract Sum, at
Owner's written direction, Architect shall continue to perform its

‘duties under this Agreement, and such dispute shall be resolved by
arbitration pursuant to Article 12.

ARTICLE 2

Commencement and Completion of Agreement

.Services to be performed under this Agreement, except for
construction observation services, shall commence on the date this
Agreement is signed by both parties and shall be completed no later
than. , 1985. Architect shall not be liable
for delays or defaults beyond the control of Architect 1nc1udlng,
but not limited to, strike, riot, and acts of God. Time is of the
essence in this Agreement, '

ARTICLE 3

Contract Sum

Metro shall compensate Architect for services performed
and materials ‘'delivered in the amounts set forth below:

Contract Phase - | : "Fee
Concept Design (Phases I, II and III) . $149,000.00
Design Development (Phases I and II) 168,000.00
Construction Draw1ngs (Phase I) 181,000.00°
Bidding and Negotiation (Phase I) 26,000.00 -
Construction Observation (Phase I) 86,000.00 -
LUMP SUM CONTRACT TOTAL - $610,000.00

Payment shall be made in the manner and at the times as designated
in Article 4, "Terms of Payment.,"
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ARTICLE 4

Terms of Payment | ‘

A, On the 28th day of each month, Architect may invoice
Metro for the percentage of completion mutually agreed upon by
Architect and the Zoo Assistant Director. Each invoice shall be
supported by a general description of work progress or such other
ev1dence of Architect's rlght to payment as Metro may direct. Each
invoice shall be approved in writing by the Zoo Assistant Director
prior to payment In the event the Zoo Assistant Director does not
agree upon the invoice, he shall approve that portlon of the invoice
on which he does agree and shall submit in writing his objections to
Architect on the unapproved portion within seven (7) days of the
-date of the 1nv01ce. Architect shall be paid for the approved
portion of the invoice and shall be paid on the unapproved portlon
if no written objection is provided as required herein. If written
objectlons are provided, Architect shall attempt to resolve such
objections with the Zoo Assistant Director within five (5) working
days and if there is not resolutlon, such objections shall be
referred to the Deputy Executive Officer for final resolution. Said
portion of the invoice shall not be paid until approved by the
Deputy Executive Officer.

B. Metro shall pay Architect for the amount of all
approved invoices within thirty (30) days after receipt of same.

cC. Architect shall notify Metro in writing when all :‘}
services are completed and all terms of this Agreement are satisfied
by Architect. If Metro agrees, it shall acknowledge in writing
within five (5) working days that the services are accepted., If
Metro disagrees, it shall so notify Architect in writing within five
(5) working days and advise of alleged deficiencies. Thereupon,
Architect shall take or cause a subcontractor to take corrective
measures, upon the conclusion of which Metro shall then issue its
acceptance of the services.

D, Upon recelpt of Metro's accéptance of services,
Architect may submit its final invoice for all amounts which may
then be due and payable.
ARTICLE 5
Expenses

Architect is solely responsible for the payment of
consultants and subconsultants retained by Architect, none of whom
are or will be third parties to this Agreement.

ARTICLE 6

Metro's Responsibilities

A, Metro shall provide full information regardlng its “'}
requirements for the Scope of Work
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B. Metro designates : as its
Project Coordinator authorized to act in its behalf. The repre-
sentative shall examine submissions made by the Architect and shall
render decisions pertaining thereto promptly to avoid unreasonable

delay in the progress of the Architect's work. ' L

C. .Metro shall furnish information requested by Archi-
tect when mutually agreed upon, such as additional survey informa-
tion and existing utility information, as expeditiously as necessary
for the orderly progress of the work and the Architect shall be
‘entitled to rely upon the accuracy and completeness thereof.

D. Metro shall pay for the cost of permits required
after the construction bidding procéss, for plan checks, connection
‘and user fees as they relate to the Scope of Work.

| ARTICLE 7

Architect's Records

Records of the Architect's services performed shall be
kept in accordance with the fee schedule included in Article 3,
"Contract Sum," of this Agreement, and shall be available to Metro
through monthly progress statements.which shall accompany Archi-
tect's invoices. - : .

ARTICLE 8

Liability and Indemnify

A. Architect is an independent contractor and assumes
sole responsibility for the contents of its work and performance of
jits services and assumes full responsibility for all liability for
bodily injuries or physical damage to person or property, including
- the site, arising out of or related to this Agreement.

B. Architect shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless
Metro, its agents and employees, from liability for any and all
‘claims, demands, damages, actions, losses and expenses, including
attorney's fees, arising out of any act, error or omission for ‘which
Architect would be liable to claimant, or for any patent infringe-
‘ment arising out of the use of Architect's designs. Architect shall
‘also defend, indemnify and hold Metro harmless from any actions,
‘suits or claims alleging liability based on Architect's acts, errors
or omissions or those of Architect's consultants or subconsultants.

ARTICLE 9

Drawings and Data

All drawings, specifications, designs and data collected
or prepared by Architect hereunder shall become the property of '
‘Metro and may be used for any purposes whatsoever, except that- such
drawings and data shall not be resold by Metro. ~Architect shall

Page 5 - ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES AGREEMENTS \



have the rlght to use copies of all such documents prepared by it
hereunder in the conduct of its business, without accounting to v
Metro. The drawings, Spec1f1cat10ns, de81gns and data are intended 'i
solely for the construction of the renovation of the Africa Bush

Exhibit and related areas, and the Architect assumes no liability

beyond this project.

ARTICLE 10

Termination

Metro may terminate this Agreement upon glv1ng Architect
seven (7) days written notice. 1In the event of termination,
‘Architect shall be entitled to payment for work progress completed
. to the date of termination plus a $3,000.00 termination fee.
Termination by Metro shall not constltute a waiver of any claims,
rights or remedies it may have against Architect.

ARTICLE 11

Public Cohtracts

: .. Architect shall comply with all appllcable provisions of
.VORS Chapters 187 and 279 and all other conditions and terms

‘necessary to be inserted into publlc contracts in the state of

Oregon, and such provisions are incorporated in this Agreement by
reference. Architect acknowledges receipt of copies of ORS 187.010
through 187.020 and 279.310 through 279.430, which are also made a “-
part of this Agreement as if restated herein in thelr entirety.

ARTICLE 12

Arbltratlon

Any controversy or cla1m arlslng out of or relating to
‘this Agreement or the breach of this Agreement shall be exclu81vely
settled by arbitration under the laws of the state of Oregon, in
"~ accordance with the Construction Industry Arbitration Rules of the
American Arbitration Association. All disputes shall be heard and
decided by one arbltrator, unless either party makes claims which
~ exceed $100,000, in which even each party hereto shall select one
arbitrator and the two so selected shall then select a third -
- arbitrator. Each party hereto accepts Jurlsdlctlon of the courts of
“"the state of Oregon for the purposes of commencing, conductlng and
enforc1ng such arbitration proceeds and agrees to accept notice in
writing by registered letter addressed to said party of intention to
proceed with arbitration and of any other step in connection there-
with or enforcement thereof, with the same effect as though
personally served therewith in the state of Oregon. The decision of
the arbitrator shall be final and binding upon both parties who
hereby agree to comply therewith. 1In every case where the
arbitrator shall decide this Agreement has been properly fulfilled
by Owner, or in every case where Owner has, before the arbitration. ’)
decision has been rendered, offered settlement which meets or -
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exceeds the arbitrator's award which Architect refuses to accept,
all costs and fees including attorney's fees and the arbitrator's
fees incurred or necessitated by the arbitration proceeding shall be
paid by Architect. :
. . 1

Architect agrees to consolidation of any arbitration
between Architect and Metro with any other arbitration or court
proceeding relating to or arising from th's Project.

ARTICLE 13 |

) ]
Attornevy's Fees

, : , -

In the event suit or action is instituted to enforce any
right granted herein, the prevailing party shall be entitled to, in
addition to the statutory costs and disbursements, a reasonable
attorney's fee to be fixed by the trial court; and on appeal, if
any, similar fees in the appellate. court to be fixed by the
appellate court. '

ARTICLE 14 &

Successors and Assigns

Metro and the Architect each binds itself, its partners,

‘successors, assigns and legal representatives to the other party to

this Agreement and to the partners, succebsors, assigns, and legal
representatives of such other party with respect to all covenants to

this Agreement. This Agreement may not under any condition be

assigned or transferred by either party.

ARTICLE 15

Extent of-Agreement

: This Agreement represents the entire and integrated
Agreement between Metro and the Architect and supersedes all prior
negotiations, representations, or agreements, either written or
oral. This Agreement may be amended only by written instrument
signed by both Metro and Architect. -

ARTICLE 16

Respohsibility for Construction Cost

Evaluations of the Owner's Project Budget and Statements

fof Probable Construction Cost represent the Architect's best
‘judgment as a design professional familiar with the construction

industry. It is recognized, however, that neither the Architect nor

the Owner has control over the cost of labor, materials or equip-
ment, over the General Contractor's methods of determining bid
prices, or over competitive bidding, market or negotiating

- conditions. Accordingly, the Architect cannot and does not warrant

or represent that bids will not vary from the project budget
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established by the Owner, or from any Statement of Probable

Construction Cost or other cost estimate prepared by the Architect. ,‘i
However, if the lowest bid for construction of the project exceeds

the proposed budget by 20 percent or more, Architect will amend its

aork to conform to the proposed budget at no additional charge to
etro, ' : ‘ - '

ARTICLE 17
Notices

Any notice to be given by one paity to the other shall be
in writing and addressed as follows:

Metro:: : . Metro's Washington Park Zoo
' - Attention: A, M, Rich
4001 S. W, Canyon Road
Portland, OR 97221

Jones & Jones , Jones & Jones .
Attention: Keith Larson
233 S. W. Front Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

" METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

By:
Title:
Date:

JONES & JONES

By:
Title:
Date:

;ESB/gl
2974C/405-2
02/20/85
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