jSﬁﬁ - COUNCIL MEETING

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

Date: April 25, 1985
Day: Thursday
Time: 5:30 p.m.

Place: Council Chamber

Approx.
* Time * : ‘ Presented By
5:30 CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
: . o 1. Introductions
2. - Councilor Communications
3. Executive Officer Communications
4. Written Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
5. Citizen Communicatiéns to Council on Non-Agenda Items
5| A G Lo 7O NEZOTATED B1D @ DECIS/ 7 2EEBIO
5:50 6. CONSENT AGENDA

6,1 Approval of Minutes of the Meeting of March 28, 1985

6.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-561, for the
Purpose of Amending the Transportation Improve-
ment Program to Include a Fremont Bridge Debris
Control Fencing Project

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

. (continued)
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7.

5:55

6:10

6:20

6:45

6:50

6:55 9%

RESOLUTIONS

7.1 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-564, for the Wietting
Purpose of Requiring Mandatory Prequalification
for the Contract for Operatlng the St. Johns
Landfill

7.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-560, for the Cotugno
Purpose of Approving the FY 1985 Highway ‘
Allocation Plan for the Interstate Transfer
Program and Amending the Transportation Improvement
Program Accordingly

7.3 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-562, for the Sims
Purpose of Adopting the Annual Budget of the
Metropolitan Service District for FY 1985-86,

Making Appropriations from Funds of the

District in Accordance with Said Annual Budget,
Creating a St. Johns Methane Recovery Fund and a
Building Management Fund, and Levying Ad Valorem
Taxes

7.4 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-563, for the Sims
Purpose of Approving the FY 1985-86 Budget and
Transmitting the Approved Budget to the Tax
Supervising and Conservation Commission

OTHER BUSINESS

8.1 Consideration of a Waiver of the Personnel Sims
Rules, Section 54(C)

COMMITTEE REPORTS

7:00 ADJOURN

amn
3282C/313-4
4/16/85




'Agenda Item,No. s 6.1

Meeting Date April 25, 1985

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

March 28, 1985

Counc1lors Present: Councilors DeJardln, Gardner, Hansen,
Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Van Bergen,
~Waker and ‘Bonner . ,

Coﬁncilors Absent: Councilors Cooper and Oleson

' Also Present: o Rick Gustafson, Executive Officer

Staff Present: - Don'Carlson, Eleanore Baxendale, Dan Durig, ﬁdué_

: ' Drennen, Buff Winn, Peg Henwood, Mary Jane Aman,

Norm Weitting, Wayne Rifer, Jill Hinckley, -
Phllllp Fell, E4 Stuhr, Rlchard Brandman, Kay
Rich, Gene Leo, Ray Barker

,Chairmaﬁ Bonner called the meeting tO'order:at 5330'p.m,_~

L. INTRODUCTIONS -

‘None.

g;' COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

I3. ' EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

- Report of the Telecommunications Worklng Group. Executive”Officer
Gustafson invited Richard Brandman to present a report summary on -

conclusions and recommendations of the Telecommunications Working

‘Group. The group-was formed.to provide advice to Metro and local

_ transportatlon provlders regardlng the potentlal for telecommuting -
to occur in the region. by the year 2005. He explained it would cost

about $10,000 to. continue. the efforts of .the Working Group ‘and Metro

could coordinate these. efforts.

vPre51dlng Offlcer Bonner asked what would be accomplished for
$10,000.  Mr. Brandman said the first three tasks of the proposed
‘work program could be completed: 1) identifying regional issues; .
'2) identifying essential elements of the regional telecommunications
infrastructure; and 3) identifying telecommunications 1ssues whlch
.cross Jurlsdlctlonal boundaries.

Ed Morrlson, Oregon Publlc Utilities Commission, Telecommunlcatlons
. Division, thanked Metro for prov1d1ng a forum for jurlsdlctlons to
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discuss these issues. -He said it would be important for this forum
to continue to test out solutions for the problems identified.

Councilor DeJardin asked when the Group would address communication
‘networks with Salem, Eugene .and Central Oregon. Mr. Morrison
explained Senator Otto and- Representative Shiprack had asked the
.group to examine the Portland metropolitan area problem..  Other
Oregon areas would be examined five to ten years later, he said.

" " A discussion followed about. funding the $10,000 project. Councilor
Van Bergen thought the Group should investigate whether funds
- collected for cable' franchise fees'by local 'governments could be
allocated to the project. C : : '

Councilor Kirkpatrick said she agréed the work program was iﬁportant e

but was concerned the proposed budget would not provide enough funds
to do a thorough job and encouraged matching government funds with
private funds.. She was also concerned that the project.had not be

- reviewed by the Intergovernmental Resource Committee and funded
‘through the regular budget process. i - :

Councilor Gardner asked for examples of the problems the Group would
work to resolve. Mr. Brandman explained, for example, cable tele--
vision franchise agreements included provisions for transmissing
business data. These agreements; however, did not require cable
networks to be-compatible which prohibited. telecommuting between
-some local areas. ' - ' o

Councilor Waker asked how the public would. benefit from the proposed
investment. Mr. Brandman said better telecommunication networks

- would encourage development of new business and would improve
efficiency of existing businesses.. .The cost of.doing business in
the area would also decrease, he explained. - = : ‘

Presiding Officer Bonner thought the Group should approach its work
program with-a wider vision and the project should be funded at a.

higher’ level. ' The Executive Officer explained he had not proposed’
'funding the project -in FY 1985-86. ' The Council could, however,

. identify and approve funds. ' : '

Alaska Tundra Project Litigation. Eleanore Baxéndale circulated -
correspondence from Andrew Jordan explaining the current -status of -

litigation. - She said the claim was recently revised to increase the

amount of the claim and to include an additional. surety company. ' A
motion was currently before the court to consolidate a subcontrac-
‘tors claim with the main claim. Because no action had been taken on
‘these matters, she had no new information to report.
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Législative Update. The Executive Officer reported he, Councilors
Waker and Myers, and Carl Halvorson met with Governor Atiyeh to

' encourage the Governor's support of HB 2037 regarding local govern- .

- ment dues extension. .He also reported the House Intergovernmental .
Affairs Committee scheduled a public hearing at the Portland -

Building on April 2 to receive testimony on the .three bills regard-’

ing Metro's organizational structure (making the Executive Officer

the -13th ‘member of the Council; granting Metro the authority to

create commissions; and authorizing the Executive Officer to appoint

- the Tri-Met Board). ‘ B : S

4. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

_None.

- 5. "CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS
. Judy Dehen, 2965 N.W. Verde Vista Terrace, .Portland, Oregon, repre--

‘senting the Columbia Group of the Sierra Club, said she had received
a copy of-a memo from Dennis Mulvihill dated March 14, 1985, regard-
ing the Sierra Club, Jack Dingman, organic bioconversion and A
composting. The memo referred to misleading. statements made by the
Club regarding the Executive Officer and Mr. Mulvilhill's approval
of Mr. Dingman's composting system. ' Ms. Dehen said when she left
the meeting regarding the composting system, she thought Metro was
suppgrtéve'of the program’ and was suprised a misunderstanding had
resulted.: o :

Ms. Dehen also discussed Metro's complaint about not getting a
satisfactory response to requests from Mr. Dingman. She thought
reasons for a’'lack of response could have been because he did not
think staff were seriously interested in his program or because he
. had already targeted other, more promising markets. She emphasized
Mr. Dingman's company was not .the. only provider of the service and
if staff were interested in this alternative or other' alternative

- processes, thére were.plenty of firms with which to make contact.

Ms. Dehen said she wanted to work as a . .team with Metro in developing
alternatives to landfill disposal and wanted to be kept informed =
about progress in.pursuing these 'alternatives. The Presiding
2fficer_said she would be kept informed and welcomed her participa-
ion. e ' : o . e . o

Miles Stanley addressed the Council about alternative waste recovery
systems.. He encouraged this mode of solid waste ‘-management due to
increasing markets for recyclables. He distributed material to the
Council which explained his proposal in more detail and invited the
Council to contact him, via Dennis Mulvihill, if they had questions
about this proposal. : - S ‘ -
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6. ~ CONSENT AGENDA

Motion: Councllor Kafoury moved adoptlon of the Consent- . .
Agenda. Councilor Van Bergen seconded the motion. ' -

Councilor Kirkpatrick noted on March 21, the Council Management
-Committee recommended adding one item to the Development Officer's _
‘list of typical duties: requiring. the Development Officer to assist
the Zoo Director in in fund-raising efforts for the Friends of the
'Zoo. 'The job description distributed to the Council did not reflect
that recommendation, she said. She also asked that Commlttee recom-

mendations be 1nc1uded 1n future staff reports.
Vote.:. A vote on the motion resulted in:

'AYesi- 7Coun01lors DeJardin, Gardner, Klrkpatrlck Kafoury,
- ‘Kelley, Myers, Van Bergen, Waker and Bonner

- Absent: "Counc1lors Cooper, Hansen and Oleson
" The motion'carried and the following items were adopted or approved:
Minutes of the Meetlngs of February 28 and March 7 1985

~Resolut10n No. 85-555, Adding Chris Thomas to the Approved Llst
of Hearings Officers . A

App01ntment of ‘a Zoo Development Offlcer

A New P051t10n Request by the Zoo for a. Program Coordlnator for
~ .the Purpose of Offer1ng an Expanded Naturalist Program ‘to the
Publlc . :

Addlng One Half tlme Program A551stant 1l (Worklng T1t1e.

Graphics. Techn1c1an) Pos1t10n to the Zoo's Educat10na1 Services
D1v151on'

\l .
[

,ORDINANCES L T

i

~
L
=

Consideration of Ordinance No. 854187, for. the Purpose of
Adopting a Final Order and Amending the Metro Urban Growth .
Boundary ‘in Contested Case No. 83 1l (First Reading)

_The Clerk read the Ordlnance by title only.

Motion:’ Counc1lor Kafoury moved the Ord1nance be adopted -and
' Councilor Kelley seconded the motlon.
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Jlll Hinckley reported the c1ty of Gresham and Multnomah' County
supported this action. No one spoke against the action and the K
Hearings Officer recommended approval, she said. = Because there was
no oppostlon to the case, publlc testlmony was' not recelved at thlS
meetlng. e .

The Pre51d1ng Officer announced a second readlng of the Ordlnancef
would take place Apr11 11, 1985. :

. RESOLUTIONS

[o 0]

'_~3;1 “Cons1derat10n of Resolution No. 85-545, for the Purpose of.

Adopting a. Council -Position-on Proposed Leglslatlon Modlfylng
State Landflll Sltlng Authority

. Phllllp Fell explalned Resolutlons No. 545 and. 554 were brought to
" the Council at its request. Resolution No. 545 was worded to
address ‘the general principles by which landfills should be sited,
‘and Resolution No. 85-554 specifically addressed Metro's p051t10n

regarding SB 662. There was no discussion. regarding Resolution"
: No. 85-545.. o S : : ~ o

pMotion: Councilor Kafoury moved to adopt Resolution
No. 85-545 and Coun01lor Waker seconded the motion.

Vote: " ' A vote on the motlon resulted 1n°'

'Ayesé | Counc1lors DeJardin, Gardner, K1rkpatr1ck Myers,
I Van Bergen, Waker and Bonner

Nays:‘ ’ .Counc1lor Kelley
Absebt~- :Counc1lors Cooper, Hansen and Oleson

'The motlon carrled and the Resolutlon was adopted.

8]2 'Consxderatlon of Resolution No. 85- 554 for the Purpose of -
- - Adopting a Council Position on Senate Blll 662, Modlfylng State
Landfill Sltlng Authority

~ Motion: ..Counc1lor GardnerAmOVed_to adopted Resolution
' No. 854554 and Councilor Kelley seconded the motion.‘

Councilor Kafoury said she could not .support the Resolutlon because
she had not read SB 662.. Councilor Kirkpatrick said she -was
‘concerned about the bill's incorrectly worded provision for a 50¢
surcharge and because she had not seen the latest draft, she was
.reluctant ,to support the Resolutlon.
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Mr. Fell explained several changes ‘had- recently been made to the
bill: 1) counties would be allowed to consider ‘statewide ‘goals but
not local comprehensive plans in siting landfills; 2) if counties
-failed to recommend a landfill site, they could not later appeal an
EQC site selection; and 3) the bill now read, "that area in
Multnomah County situated west of Interstate nghway 5 between the
W1llamette and Columbla R1vers.* '

' W1thdrawal of Motlon: Councilors Gardner and Kelley agreed
_ R - ' to withdraw their motion until the - E
Council could examine the latest draft
of the b111

Counc1lor Myers urged the Counc1l to reconsider their p051tlon on
SB. 662 in order to assist Representative Burton in preparlng his

amendments. He asked for recon81deratlon at the April 11 Counc1l
meeting.. S

Mr. Fell explalned staff and Counsel were preparlng responses to.

SB ‘662 and many issues had not been satisfactorily addressed. He
;sald he could bring. back a Resolution for consideration on April 11
~if .all staff's questions were answered before that date. Presiding
‘Officer Bonner -agreed the Council would recon51der the Resolutlon at
fthe Aprll 11 meetlng. : :

'8.3 Con51deratlon of Resolution No. 85- 556, for the Purpose of
Adopting a Council Position on Proposed Legislation: HB 2038,

--Making the Executive Officer the 13th Member of the Council;
and HB 2427, Executive Offlcer to be App01nted by the Counc11

Motion: Councilor Klrkpatrlck moved’ the Resolutlon be adopted
' -and Councllor Kafoury seconded the motion.

Ray Barker noted HB 2427 had been erreoneously referred to as -
HB 2027 1n the resolutlon and. staff report. -

Pre51d1ng Offlcer Bonner ‘questioned whether the Council should

" approve the Resolution because he did not .know whether the Metro¥

politan Citizens League, City Club or. Columbia Willamette Futures
study groups were actually carrying out studies on these issues. 5He
thought the Counc1l should take a pos1t10n 1ndependent of other -

) 'stud1es.~

, Counc1lor K1rkpatr1ck sa1d she understood the City Club and the
Citizens League were still ‘involved in studies related to the
Council's structure. Don Carslon confirmed a Citizens League study

. was in progress. Councilor DeJardin suggested staff check with the

. three groups regardlng actual status of their studles.
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In response to the Presiding Officer's request to postpone action:
until the status of studies was known, :‘Councilor Kirkpatrick said
the Council needed to take a position before the April ‘2 House
Intergovernmental Affairs Committee public hearing.

vVofe:'i A vote on the motion resulted in:
-.Ayes:  » Councilors DeJardin, Gardner,'Kirkpatrick,'Kafoury;

Kelley,_Myers, Van Bergen, Wakgr,and Bonner . g
“inbsenf:- Councilcrslcdoper,-Hanseh anaxOIeson |
The mdtionfcarriéd'and thé Resolution-&és adopted. .
.8{4'-Coﬁsi&efaﬁidn46beesolution No. 85-557, for the Purpose of

Authorizing Certain Automobile Leases with ‘McCullagh Leasing,
Inc. : : : ’

" Motion: Councilor Van Bergen moved the Resolution be
' : adopted. Councilor Hansen seconded the motion.

Théfe was no diécussionfébout thé'Reéolution.

. o .V_ote:‘ .~ A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayeszs . Councilors DeJardin, Gardner,'Hansen,_Kirkpatrick,'
’ - Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Van Bergen, Waker and Bonner

Absent: -Councildrs~Codpef.and Oleson
The motion'carried and.the‘Resolution was adppted..

9. OTHER BUSINESS

9.11iCoﬂSiderationtof'é~Coﬁ£ract with the Friends of the Washington .
' Park Zoo : L ~ . N . :

Gene Leo reviewed changes from the previous contract with.the

- Friends: the contract would be automatically reviewed every three

- years; $5.00 per membership would be- applied to a specific Zoo
project -to provide more incentive for membership growth; and the

- contract provided for a strategic planning and priorities process
with participation from key Zoo staff and designated Metro
Councilors and Friends' Board members to assure common Zoo/Friends
development goals., L - : ' :

" Motion: Councilor Kafoufy moved to apprové the contract and
- Councilor DeJardin seconded the motion.
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Couhcilor Kafgurylséid she was very encouraged with the-provisions -
of the new contract; especially those of working toward common
Zoo/Friends fund-raising goals. ' : :

Grant Stebbner, ?residént of the Friends'4Board; and Carol Bailey,
Executive Director, reported they were pleased with the contact .and
- looked forward to working with Metro under the revised program.

Councilor Waker questioned why a $5.00 fee would bé donated to the
development fund regardless of the;class of membership and fee paid

for each membership.- Mr. Leo responded it was administratively
simpler :to establish one fee. ) e

o A S

In response to Councilor Kelley's question, Mr. Leo explained the
Friends' budget was reviewed by the Executive Committee of the
Friends' Board of Directors. : '

. Presiding Officer Bonner called at recess at 6:50 p.m: The Council
- reconvened at 7:00 p.m. : : ' '

9.2 Consideration of Preferred Option for Development of Methane
Gas'Resource'at the St. Johns Landfill : : )

'Motion:

Dan Durig introduced key staff and consultants working on the
methane gas development project. Doug Drenned explained the history
of the project, how landfill gas was produced and the various ways
of treating gas in order to prepare it for market. Buff Winn then.
‘reviewed the process for purchasing gas after it was treated.

Ted Briggs of. EMCON Associates presented detailed information
regarding how markets were .evaluated and could be developed.. He
~described the ‘relative-advantages and disadvantages of the owner
developing markets versus hiring an outside developer to develop .
them. . T . : ' : o

"Mr., Winn then reviewed a summary of current development options

- available including Metro-developed for a medium-Btu project,

developed by BioGas Technology, Incorporated for a pipeline quality

~ project, and outside developed for a medium-Btu project. Staff

recommended the Council approve the second option because Metro

- would be ‘insulated from any financial liability if problems should

occur in recovering, processing or transmitting the -gas. Also,

BioGas had an ensured market for 100 percent of the gas produced.
Because the firm is well respected and established, staff was con-

fident BioGas could honor contractual ¢ommitments for the duration
of the project. . < v : b
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Motion: Councilor Kirkpatrick moved to select the BioGas
-'-!~*Technology, Incorporated proposal as the preferred
option and to instruct the Executive Officer to
negotlate a contract to 1mplement the progect,

George Ward Portland Oregon, consultlng c1v1l englneer and de51gn-A
-.er of the Malarkey methane pipeline currently .in service, compli-
mented Metro on entering into the project and encouraged. use of his
technology to stimulate gas productlon by 1ntroduc1ng spec1ally

: des1gn wells 1nto ‘the landflll .

John Van Bladeren, Pre51dent BloGas Technology,'Incorporated,
Portland, Oregon, discussed hlS company's history in gas technology
'and sa1d he looked forward to worklng w1th Metro ‘on. the new venture.

,Delyn Keys, C1ty of Portland, explained she and C1ty employee . Gene
Apple had recently sent correspondence  to the City Council advocat-
ing mining of gas from the landfill, assuring the Council a good
public process was used, explaining the process for considering the
alternatives and recommended the City Council support Metro staff's
recommendatlon. In response to Councilor Hansen's question, she

' said she was concerned that end use options for St. Johns might be
limited as a result of gas development and this would be d1scussed
‘during -the contract negotlatlons phase -of the pronect

Brian nghtcap, West Multnomah 501ls & Conservatlon Dlstrlct, test1-
fied his district supported the BioGas Technology proposal, saying
the technology was consistent with a resolution’ adopted. by an .
industry convention in November 1984. He also explalned the Land
Resources Committee of the Soils & Water Conservation Commission was
. meeting on April 3 and he would make a favorable report to that :.
‘Committeé about Metro's methane gas project. He invited staff .and
'the Council to attend these meetlngs along with Commission meetings
in Salem where. interest in Metro's activities was high. Mr. Bonner -
- requested more information about meeting dates so ‘he could forward
this information to staff and Councilors. :

nCounc1lor Myers: declared he would abstaln from voting ‘on this. actlon,
‘because his law firm performed work for Northwest Natural Gas
Company. A

.. Councilor Gardner said he appreciated the thoroughness of informa-
tion presentéd to the Council at every phase of the project. He

supported staff's recommendation because it presented ‘an-excellent
. financial opportunity for Metro. He did, however,-express concern
*regardlng the f1nanc1a1 extremes of the two development optlons.



Metro Council
March 28, 1985
Page 10.

Councilor Hansen thanked Doug Drennen for his excellent work on the
project and was pleased no negative comments were received at this

- meeting.
Vote: - A vote on the motion fesultéd_in:_

- Ayes: - ‘CpunCilors‘DeJardin; Gardner, HaﬁSen, Kirkpatrick,
' ' Kafoury, Kelley, Van Bergen, Waker and- Bonner

. Abstain: ' Councilor Myers

The motion carried and the Exeéutive-Officer's'recommendaEiOn was
approved. . : 1 S : -

10.  COMMITTEE REPORTS

Counciior~Kelley, member of the Tri-Met Special Needs Task Force,
requested Councilors read a progress report prepared by the task

-force addressing transportation for the handicapped. ' She said she -

would have additional reports for review at future meetings and

' ~requested Councilors familiarize themselves with these issues

because Metro could be approached about fundiﬁg proposed programs. -

There being no further business, PresidingTO£ficer,Bonher adjourhed
the meeting at 8:00 p.m. -

Respectfully.shbmitted,

A. Marie Nelson ‘ e
Clerk of the Council : '

amn
3234C/313-3
3/12/85




STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 7.1

Meeting Date April 25, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-564 ADOPTING A
PRE-OUALIFICATION PROCESS FOR BIDDING THE
ST. JOHNS LANDFILL OPERATION CONTRACT

Date: April 11, 1985 Presented by: Norm Wietting

FACTUAL  BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

In April 1980 Metro and the City of Portland approved an
agreement by which Metro assumed the financial and operational
responsibilitv for St. Johns Landfill. Metro elected at that time
to implement a system by which Metro would operate the gatehouse
with its own employvees and maintain control of all monies flowing
through the landfill. Metro then developed specifications and
selected, through a public bid process, a private firm to perform
the actual onsite operations. Because of the short time frame
between the mutual approvals by Metro and the City of Portland, a
four-month contract was awarded to operate .the landfill to allow
time to develop the contracts and specifications for a five-year
period. The five-year contract began October 1, 1980, and expires
on September 30, 1985.

Al ternatives

In order to assure an orderlv and timely process for operations
at the landfill on October 1, 1985, it is essential that the
selection process begin now. Metro staff has reviewed the following
alternatives to operate the landfill:

1. Develop a revised set of specifications which take into
account any changes that have occurred over the last five
years, any changes that we foresee over the next five years
and any revised policies set by the Metro Council. Once
these specifications are developed we would publiclv bid

the contract and anticipate Council approval on August 8,
1985,

2. Prior to the public bidding described in Alternative 1,
Metro would issue a Request for Qualifications and evaluate
all firms that submit qualifications to determine if, in
fact, they are acceptable as bidders on this project. Once
a list of qualified bidders is established, onlv those
firms would be allowed to bid on the final specifications.

3. Metro could prevare to take over the operation of the
landfill with its own equipment and personnel.



Analysis

In 1980 Metro selected Alternative 1 over Alternative 3 for
several reasons. Metro did not feel that the benefits that could be
gained from direct operation would offset the increased cost of
administration. Metro would have had to borrow funds to purchase
the reaquired equipment, and Metro did not feel that hiring a
complete staff to operate the landfill was appropriate. 1In
evaluating Alternative 3 today, many of the same concerns are still
valid. Specialized equipment would need to be purchased or leased,
equipment operators and laborers would need to be hired and trained,
contracts for final and daily cover would have to be developed and
many smaller contracts for other materials and services would have
to be issued.

In addition, Metro must consider its position as a regulator
and administrator and whether it would be in Metro's interest to
have to make day-to-day decisions when the potential choices for
action involve environmental and economic impacts. Under direct
operations, when these choices may be at odds, field staff are
forced to make difficult choices. 1If provisions are properly
covered under an operations contract the result will be to favor the
environmental needs as the priority. In today's atmosphere of
municipal funding reductions numerous government agencies that have
operated disposal facilities with their own employees are finding
contracting to be more attractive.

Under Alternative 2 a pre-qualification process would precede
the actual bid phase for the contract. Under ORS 279.039 Metro must
adopt a resolution requirng pre-qualification. Metro would review
the qualifications and establish a list of qualified bidders.
Pursuant to ORS 279.057 the potential bidders are required to submit
the same information regarding their experience, key personnel,
equipment and any past breaches of contractual obligations as in
Alternative 1. The prime advantage in this process is that Metro
evaluates the qualifications of each bidder and makes its decision
of acceptability without the influence of bid prices. This also
lessens the potential of an unqualified bidder submitting an
extremely low bid because they were not aware of some of the
requirements of this specialty contract. The prime disadvantage is
that all companies that submit pre-qualification statements must be
evaluated, in contrast to Alternative 1 where only the low bidder
must be evaluated.

The process in Alternative 1 of developing a set of detailed
specifications for soliciting public bids would be followed under
either Alternative 1 or 2. Under Alternative 1 the qualifications
of the bidders are submitted at the same time as the actual bids.
If a low bidder is deemed to be unqualified, it is generally much
more difficult to exclude them than in a pre-qualification process.
Alternative 1 forces a potentially unqualified bidder to go through
the significant expense of submitting a bid when it may not be
accepted in the end.




Recommendation

While Alternative 2 requires a longer process and more staff
time, the benefits to Metro are significant. A sanitary landfill
operation can be imagined by different persons to be many different
things. For example, from an excavation contractor's perspective a
landfill seems like a simple continuous fill sequence. However, in
order to properly operate a landfill, one must realize the severe
duty that the equipment is subjected to, the problems encountered by
operating in all extremes of weather, the necessity to handle many
types of special waste, recognize the inherent risk of dealing with
hazardous waste, understand the relationship to the community as
well as the necessity to deal with the variety of customers of the
landfill. From the perspective of the untrained or inexperienced
eye these duties seem simple, but one soon learns how much time and
expertise these areas require. An unqualified bidder generally
takes one of two approaches if they are awarded contracts of this
type. They often realize the problems early in the contract and
attempt to do a proper -dob and eventuallv end up in serious
financial problems. In most cases, a contractor will attempt to do
the minimum requirements, and then only when forced to by the
contracting agency. In either case the contracting agency spends
significantly more time and money administerina the contract and
also suffers the consequences of a substandard operation.

While Alternative 2 does not absolutely guarantee that the
contractor that submits the low bid will perform to the expectations

of the contracting agency, it does build an early warning stage into
the process.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution
No. 85-564 authorizing a pre-qualification procedure prior to
bidding the operations contract for the St. Johns Landfill.

NW/al
3324c/411-2
04 /16 /85



ST. JOHNS CONTRACT SCHEDULE

. R .RESUES.-T, E CONTRACT
or .
TIME ; AND BID v
— QUALIFICATIONS  (RFJQ) PROCESS - . TASKS
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- " Qualification . _
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’ %}19 .| Draft Council Report

7/26 .| Final Council Report
.UG. - T - ' 8/08 .| Council Awards Contract

SEPT, —-|-

ocr, - - 10/01 . ! New Contract Starts



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT °

FOR THE ‘PURPOSE OF REQUIRING RESOLUTION NO. 85- 564

MANDATORY PREQUALIFICATION FOR ; . :
THE CONTRACT FOR OPERATING THE ) "Introduced by the
ST. JOHNS LANDFILL’ ) Executive Officer

WHEREAS,'QRS‘279;039'authorizes publiclcontractlng agencies
to-require~mandatory prequalification for public_contracts that are
to be 1etvby the agency; and | |

WHEREAS The Metro Coun01l finds that it is de51rable to.
requlre mandatory prequa11f1catlon for the 1985 contract for operat-
1ng the St. Johns Landf1ll° and

' WHEREAS ‘The t1me for submittiné precualification applica-

_tions is set to prov1de»current-information'and éromptbresponses and
is consistent with a reasonable schedule for letting this.contract;
and | _ | N

WHEREAS, ORS 279.039(1) requlres prequal1f1cat10n appllca-
tions to be on a standard form prescrlbed by the Dlrector of the

Department of General Serv1ces and ORS 279. 037(2) allows the pub11c

contractlng -agency to make any necessary 1nvestlgat10n and request

' olnformatlon to determlne whether an. appllcant is quallfled- now,

.therefore,;'u
| o BE IT RESOLVED,
lcl‘ That prequallflcatlon is mandatory for the 1985
contract for operat1ng the St. Johns Landfill.
:2. The t1me for submitting prequallflcat1on app11cat10ns
shall begln approx1mately May 10, 1985, and shall close at 5:00 p.m.

on May 29, 1985.



3. That the prequalification appliéation'shali be in

‘writing on a standard form prescribed by the Director of General

Services, supplemented as necessary by-requgsts for information

consistent with the criteria in ORS 279.037.
'.ADOPTED-by'the Council of the Métgopolitan;Serice District

this day of __ . . ., 1985, |

Ernie Bonner; Presiding Officer

'ESB/srs
3329C/411-2
04/12/85
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8501 N. E. KILLINGSWORTH
P. O. BOX 3704 » PORTLAND, OREGON 97208 * (503) 256-5600

April 23, 1985

Mr. Ernie Bonner

Presiding Officer
Metropolitan Service District
527 S.W. Hall

Portland, OR 97201

Dear Ernie:

Since I am still continuing to have scheduling conflicts, I will not be able to
attend the April 25th meeting.

I would like to comment on two items. First, is regarding the resolution
adopting the prequalification for St. Johns Landfill. Because of the technical
nature of operating a landfill (I know from first-hand experience), the only
alternative that makes any sense at all is #2.

Alternative No. 2 will save a lot of grief in potentially expensive problems
for Metro to eliminate the bidders who are not qualified to bid on a land fill
operation. In the past, my dealings with unqualified bidders has been
unpleasant to say the least. Usually, once they get in, it is nearly
impossible to remove them without a lot of time, expense, and attorneys. In
the end, Metro would be responsible. A good example is the problem we have
with the Zoo Alaska Truck project.

The other item that concerns me is regarding the notes attached to the budget.

7/

As a businessman, I am opposed to putting footnotes into the budget which éZ:¢6¢2§#
appear to be policy. It is the job of the council to make policy--not the LeD6ET
budget committee. Only informational footnotes should accompany a budget. oMM TTEE

Yours very truly,

arry L. Cooper

HOME OFFICE: PORTLAND, OR. * BRANCH OFFICES: ANCHORAGE, AK., EUGENE, OR., RENTON. WA.

=S



Memo

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

Date: April 25, 1985

To: Metro Council

From: Eleanore S. Baxendale, General Counseb\
Kay Rich, Assistant Zoo Director

Regarding: Bear Grotto Bid

Todd Building Company was declared to be the second low bid in
the Bear Grotto construction bid process. Todd has objections
to the process which it plans to bring to Council on April 25.
Staff has been aware of Todd's concerns and has been working
with Todd since April 1. When Council awarded the contract to
Bishop Contractors at the April 11 meeting, staff believed that
Todd's concerns could be resolved and were not a protest of the
bid but a request for information. Todd, however, did not know
the Council would be awarding the contract at that meeting and
is appearing at this meeting to request reconsideration.

This memo establishes the undisputed facts, identifies the
areas of dispute and describes staff's recomendation. It is
not confidential. A confidential legal memorandum is attached

“which should not be discussed at the meeting, except in

Executive Session.
SUMMARY

The issue here is the way the cost savings proposals were
administered in determining the low bid. Todd makes the
following allegations:

1. The process was vague. Although Todd knew cost
savings were part of the bid process, when the bids
for lump sum were solicited and no mention was made
of cost savings, Todd thought cost savings had been
dropped. On that basis Todd believes it is the low
bid.

2. "Cost savings proposals" means "value engineering."
Bishop's proposals are not value engineering and
should be rejected. Had Todd realized cost savings
was as broad as Metro interprets it, Todd would have
included other ideas.



Memorandum
April 25, 1985
Page 2

3. Todd put its best efforts into the lump sum and so has
less value to deduct from its bid as cost savings.

4. Bishop's cost savings on rock, a major reduction, is a
second bite at the apple because it is cutting the bid to
compete with Todd rather than reflecting a true cost
savings.

5. Since Todd was the low bid on the Primate Project and all
bids were thrown out because of high cost, Todd finds the
loss of this project suspect.

Todd wants to be awarded the contract as the low bid on the basis of
the first objection or, alternatively, wants all the bids rejected.

Staff recommends that the Council reject these contentions for the
following reasons:

1. Notice and pre-bid information clearly described the low
bid as based lump sum less acceptable cost savings.
Therefore, staff expected the bidders to submit such
proposals; when the cost savings proposals were not '
submitted with the lump sum, they could legitimately be
expected afterwards.

2. Cost savings were described identically to both parties
and were described very broadly. Cost savings were never
equated to value engineering, and Bishop's proposals are
legitimate cost savings.

3. Todd had a lower bid on furniture than Bishop and so when
both proposed deleting furniture Bishop had more to
deduct. Staff checked Bishop's bid, and it was based on
actual quotations.

4, Similarly for rock, Bishop had a subcontractor who bid a
- large quantity of rock and a standard method of placement
which caused a larger expense for this item than Todd
had. This was reduced by changing the type of rock and
its placement. Staff has no reason to doubt that this was
a valid adjustment. Even if this proposal were denied,

Bishop is lower than Todd.

5. Staff rejects any imputation of prejudice against Todd,
and has worked conscientiously to produce as fair a
process as possible.




Memorandum
April 25, 1985
Page 3

THE EXEMPTION

On November 8, 1984, the Council adopted Resolution No. 84-513 which
exempted this contract from the standard low bid process. The
exemptions covered two deviations:

1. Only certain bidders would be allowed to bid on the
- project; and

2. The low bid would be the lump sum price less acceptable
cost savings proposals.

The second element is the one contested by Todd. Although it is not
exactly stated in the resolution or any accompanying or subsequent
document, staff intended to have cost savings proposals submitted at
the same time as the lump sum bid.

PROCESS PRIOR TO BID

Notice in the newspaper clearly states that low bid is the lump sum
less acceptable savings proposals.

The invitation to the first pre-selection meeting states that the
bidders would be evaluated on the basis of "willingness to commit to
the process of cost savings proposals and value engineering." It is
important to note this is the only document which mentions value
engineering. During the interviews with each company Kay Rich and
Jim Riccio, a former construction manager for the Zoo, who volun-
teered to assist the Zoo with this project, stated that the low bid
would be determined on the basis of lump sum less cost savings
proposals.

The bid documents do not mention cost savings proposals. Although
Kay Rich anticipated using specific forms in the bid, Keith Larson,
our architect, says no bid sheet was prepared because documentation
for cost savings can be presented in different ways. He expected
the proposals to be presented in whatever form the contractor felt
effective.

THE BIDS
When the bids were opened on February 28 none of the bids had cost

savings proposals, they only had lump sum. R. A. Gray submitted a
general description of cost savings, but with no dollar amounts, so

nothing could be deducted from the lump sum.
At this point staff had three choices:

1. Discard all bids on the ground that the bids were non-
responsive.
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April 25, 1985
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2. Allow cost savings ideas to be submitted.
3. Award the bid to the lump sum low bidder, Todd.

Option 3 was rejected immediately because the exemption, notice and
other communications said that the low bid was lump sum less cost
savings. If the cost savings idea was eliminated, then the two
other bidders would not be able to compete as described. It was
never intended that the lump sum low bidder be the low bidder
without consideration of cost savings.

The choice between Options 1 and 2 was based on which was closest to
the expectation of the bidders and which damaged the competitive
process least. Because the expectations of the bidders could have
been that the cost savings would be submitted after lump sum and
because there was less damage to competition by chosing that option,
in staff's opinion, Option 2 was selected over Option 1.

COST SAVINGS SOLICITATION

When the bids were opened, staff announced that cost savings
proposals would be required. No bidder objected at that time or at
any other time to this process. (The next day staff considered the
other options described above and reconfirmed its decision.) R. A.
Gray decided not to participate any further because its lump sum was
so high.

On March 6, Keith Larson called Todd and Bishop and read from
written notes how the cost savings proposals were to be submitted.
He was careful to give the same information to both contractors.
After talking with Bishop, he called Todd back to repeat what he had
clarified to Bishop: (paraphrase) "Do everything you can to reduce
costs -- give us a shopping list." A follow-up letter was sent
March 7. This letter reiterated the defintion of low bidder:
"Again, I would like to reiterate that we have no idea who the low
bidder is. The two of you are so close that we don't want to lose
either of you. We feel this is the most equitable way to evaluate
the bids and the process follows the program outlined in our
original solicitation. I am sure you will have some technical
questions. If you do, please don't hesitate to call."

Again, no one objected to the process. Mr. Larson received two
minor calls from each contractor, unrelated to the scope of the term
"cost savings."

Staff considered and rejected Todd's current contention that the

bids submitted February 28 should be hard bids because the bid

documents did not refer to cost savings. All other communications

had referred to cost savings and it appeared more likely that the 'I.
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bidders believed the cost savings would be evaluated after lump sum
bids, rather than abandoned altogether. This impression was con-
firmed by Todd's total acquiesence to the subsequent cost saving
proposal process. Todd never objected to the timing of the cost
savings proposals until after Todd lost the bid, and then Todd's
initial objection was not to the timing of the process itself but to
the effect of the timing: Todd believes that the timing allowed
Bishop to bid chop.

COST SAVINGS PROPOSALS

Each contractor timely submitted cost savings proposals.

Items accepted from Todd Building Company cost savings proposals
included the following:

Delete site furnishings chairs, tables and umbrellas
Deduct $14,500.00

Delete curved archway roof at viewing areas #1 and #2 and
replace with metal roof and curved support structure

Deduct $3,500.00
. Delete concrete cover at trellis columns and substitute
6" diameter steel paint column in lieu of 3" diameter column
Deduct $3,400.00
Miscellaneous
. Alt. skylight glazing system
. Irrigation changes
. Changes in landscape plants: Scotch Heather from 5 gallon
to 1 gallon Alaska Fern from 5 gallon to 2 gallon
. Substitute equipment in kitchen
. Change wood wall with stacco finish at viewing area #1 to
8" concrete wall.
Approximate Mag. Deduct $6,500.00
Total Accepted Deducts $27,900.00

Although the solicitation was for cost savings of $5,000.00 or
more, consideration was given to Todd for proposals under
$5,000.00 since only one item was over $5,000.

Items accepted from Bishop Contractors, Inc. cost savings proposals
included the following:
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Delete furnishings - owner can use present furnishings, and buy
additional as needed.
Deduct $33,400.00

Delete tree grates, provide block outs using pressure treated
material. ‘

Deduct $8,000.00

Delete trash receptacles, owner to reuse existing receptacles.
Deduct o $5,650.00

Delete required Contractor furnished field office for Architect
and . Owner, and all furnishings related. Contractor will share
common space and telephone.

Deduct $5,226.00
Change gravel fill material from 3/4-0 to reject rock.

Deduct $33,762.00
Delete exolite, maintain open trellis.

Deduct $8,950.00

Replace all concrete columns with wood columns.
' Deduct $9,741.00

Delete registered surveyor, general contractor to be
responsible for all lines, grades and elevations.
Deduct $5,140.00

Total Accepted Deducts $109,869.00

Todd objects that the concept of cost savings should be limited to
"value engineering." No document supports this contention. Our
architect, Keith Larson, says he did not limit proposals to value
engineering in any oral discussions, but encouraged any cost savings
proposals. Todd claims this violates the language of Resolution

No. 84-513, which request specificity in the bid process. Staff

believes it was specific in requesting any cost saving idea, and was

not arbitrary in evaluating all proposals. It appears that Todd
used value engineering because this is the approach it favors.

Todd has objected that some of Bishop's cost savings are more
deletions of requested items than alternative approaches. Staff
rejects this because for each item deleted, an acceptable alterna-
tive solution was proposed.

Todd also objected to the amount of Bishop's deletion for furnish-
ings because it was twice the amount of Todd's bid. Staff has
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verified that Bishop received a retail quote from the same supplier
who gave Todd a wholesale quote. Therefore, staff finds this cost
savings proposal acceptable.

Finally, Todd objects to Bishop's deletion for rock. Staff finds no
reason to question this deletion. However, if this proposal were
rejected Bishop is the low bidder on the basis of the other accepted
cost savings proposals:

Todd Bishop
Lump sum $2,275,500 $2,309,000
Less acceptable cost savings
(excluding Bishop's rock
proposal) 27,900 76,107
$2,247,600 $2,232,893

For these reasons, staff believes the cost savings accepted for
Bishop were appropriate and that Bishop is the low bid.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends rejecting Todd's bid protest. Although the cost
savings proposals were not received as staff anticipated, it was
more consistent with the Resolution and the goal of maintaining
competition to proceed with requesting cost savings proposals after
bid opening than to reject all bids or to award the contract to Todd .
on the basis of lump sum. Todd did not object. The cost savings
proposals were described in the same manner to both parties, and no
further questions were asked by Todd. Bishop's accepted proposals
are reasonable and on that basis Bishop is the low bid.

If the Council finds that it is in the public interest to reject all
bids because the competitive process was prejudiced by the manner of
soliciting cost savihgs proposals, then staff recommends the follow-
ing process as the most competitive, now that lump sum bids are
known and cost savings ideas have been disclosed.

- All five previously approved contractors be invited to bid.

- The bid documents for the project will be revised to
include the acceptable cost savings proposals plus
Alternates 2 and 5 and allowances for gunite and exhibit
contracts coordination. The project will be bid on a
straight lump sum basis. The length of time recommended
for bidding will be two (2) calendar weeks.

An amendment to Resolution No. 84-513 should be adopted to carry
this out, and staff will prepare one for adoption at this meeting.

ESB/g1/3438C/410-2



8.3 Consideration of Resolution No. 84-513, fer the Purpese ef
: Authorizing an Exemption to the Public Centracting Precedure
et 6ut in Metre Cede Sectien 2.04.001 Et Seq fer the : '
Censtructien ef the Bear Grette Preject .

. Ms. Baxendale explained Metro's contracting procedure provided for

an exemption from the regular public bidding process when it was
desireable to obtain price comparisons and when the unique nature of

the project .would disqualify many contractors. She said the Zoo's
proposal varied from the standard procedure in two ways: 1) a

prequalification procedure would be applied in order to determine

' three candidates deemed best qualified to bid on the work; and 2)

the three candidates would then be allowed to submit bids, including
cost savings proposals. Ms. Baxendale said this procedure was. very
similar to the standard state RFP process. .

 Motion: COuncilor Kafoury moved to adopt the Resolution.
- Councilor Waker seconded the motion..' - .

Councilor Van Bergen was concerned this was the second such appeal

for a variance to the Public Contracting Procedure and requested

staff work to revise the procedures to include provisions for major
projects. He also thought it too restrictive to limit the bidding

- on the Bear Grotto project to three contractors. o

"Kay Rich said he could expand the process to allow for more than

three bidders. He also explained the process being proposed was the
most suitable one for most Zoo construction. Because most -
contractors were unfamiliar with the unique requirements of the Zoo,
he said they were more likely to increase bid amounts to cover -
unforeseen expenses. When bids were negotiated, he said a better
dialogue existed for discussing the scope of work and for
contractors to share cost-saving ideas. He cited the Primate

construction project as an example of how the. negotiated bid process
had saved Metro approximately $300,000. .

'prequalification standards.

Councilor Waker questioned why the bidders would provide cost-saving

ideas when' some of this information could be shared with other

contractors. Mr. Rich answered this procedure had been successful
for the Primate Project and he expected it also would be successful
for the Bear Grotto Project.

Councilor Waker asked .what role the Council would play in selecting
the contractor. Mr. Rich responded that a five-member selection
committee would screen the proposals. As in the case of the Primate
Project, a Councilor could serve on the committee. The Council
would also approve the construction contract, he said.

Presiding Officer Kirkpatrick instructed staff not limit the v
finalists to three but to negotiate with all contractors meeting

)

—

Vote:’ A vote on the motion resulted in:

. Ayes: Councilors Cooper, Hansen, Kafoury, Kelley,
' . Van Bergen, Waker, Williamson and Kirkpatrick

Absent: Councilors Banzer, Bonner, Deines and Oleson

‘The motion carried the the Resolution was adopted.

5./
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- and the instructions given to the Contractors by

April 5, 1985

Mr. Douglas R. Winn
Todd Building Company
9414 SW Barbur Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219

Dear Mr. Winn:
.Having reviewed our announced negotiated bid process

Jones and Jones in accordance with that process,
and having analyzed the bids submitted as a part
of that process, we have determined that we will :
recommend awarding the contract to remodel the -

West Bear Grotto ‘and related areas to Bishop Con-
tractors, Inc.

We certainly appreciate your participation in this
process, and congratulate you for having been one
of the two finalists. We have a number of upcoming
projects including an Education/Interpretive Center,
Elephant Museum and, of course, Africa Bush, which
will be the largest construction project for the
Zoo since its initial construction. We hope you
will participate in one or all of these.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

W KL

A. M, Rich
Assistant Director

AMR:can
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Todd Building Company TBG

. April 8, 1985 - -

Washington Park Zoo
4001 S. W._ Canyon Road
Portland, Oregon 97221

Attn: A. M. Rich, Assistant Director

RE: WEST BEAR GROTTO
CONTRACT AWARD

Gentlemen:

1 am in receipt of your April 5, 1985 letter in which you indicate you -intend to award
the West Bear Grotto project to Bishop Contractors. In confirmation of our telephone
call last week, I feel this decision is not consistent with the framework in which we
submitted our bid and subsequent Value Engineering Opportunities.

Specifically, Bishop Contractors has submitted two major cost reduction items which,

in our opinion, are "buy-downs" as opposed to "Value Engineering" items. For

instance, they have proposed a deductive price of $33,400.00 for deleting Section

12000, Furnishings. This is over twice the value of this item per the specific bids
. received on Bid Day, as follows: )

A. Umbré]]as Susan DeYall 3 Each at $2600.00 =

$ 7,800.00

B. Wood Ward Tables Wroolic & LoPraesti 2 Each at $157.20 = $ 3,144.00
C. Chairs Robert Edward Sales 100 Each at $28.00 = $ 2,800.00
D. Installation Todd Building Co. 31 Hrs. at $24.00 = $ 744.00
: TOTAL $14,488.00

The above items are the precise bids we received for these items, and the ONLY bids we
received for these items. In no way is Section 12000 worth $33,400,00! N

Next, Bishop has suggested using reject rock in 1ieu of 3/4" minus material. They
propose a deductive price of $33,762.00. This is an extreme overstating of the value
of this item and appears to be another "buy-down" of the work. As documentation of
this, I am listing our precise quantities and material extensions for your reference:

A. 3/4" minus under slabs 187 Cubic Yards at $7.00/cy = $ 1,309.00
B. Backfill 471 Cubic Yards at $9.00/cy = $ 4,239.00

- C. Extra at Gunite 25 Cubic Yards at $9.00/cy = $ ' 225.00
D. Over-excavation 200 Cubic Yards at $9.00/cy = $ 1,800.00
TOTAL 883 Cubic Yards $ 7,573.00

The Tlabor to place the materials listed above are the same for both the 3/4 material
and reject rock. My question is, when our total cost for 3/4" minus material is

‘ $7,573.00, how can you accept a credit of $33,762.00 from Bishop for simply changing
the type of specified rock (which could not amount to more than $2.00/cy)?

8414 S.W. Barbur Bivd, / P.O. Box 18265 / Portiand, OR 97219 / (503) 245-1355

Office 2480 in Rosedurg, Oregon
Contractors Licerss Numbers: Alasks §A-11820 Cakfornia #439215  Ideho #S724-AAA-1-3 Oregon #2490  Washington FTO-DD-BC-304KS
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Washington Park Zoo
Attn: A. M. Rich, Assistant Director
RE: WEST BEAR GROTTO
CONTRACT AWARD
Page Two

Also, numerous items within the 1ist include deletions from the contract such as
Architect's trailer, trash receptacles, tree grafes, Registered Surveying, etc. These
are not “Value Engineering” per se, they are "deletions” from the contract. We can
also provide similar value for each of the 1isted items. If you are going to compare

"apples to apples", you need to include such items within your computations on the TBC
side of the 1ledger. '

- We have a very positive attitude toward the Zoo, the Architect, and our competition on
this project. We have complied successfully in each of the Owner's requests in this
complex selection process. Our concern is, in this last step, you have not compared
"apples to apples" and have accepted two major apparent "buy-downs" which are not
within the "spirit" of real Value Engineering or Public Contract Law. '

Todd Building Company considers itself the low bidder on this project,- and we feel a
proper “apples to apples” project accounting will bear out this fact. -Obviously,
based on your April 5th letter, you are of a different opinion. In order to resolve
this difference, we request you provide us with xerox copies of your evaluation
spreadsheets showing the accounting by which you came to your decision.. We also
request you provide us with the magnitude of revenues available for this project.and
evidence of the "short fall" which you had to make-up through the Value Engineering
process. Hith this information in hand, we will be able to confirm whether our or
your position is accurate .

Believe me, we are pursuing this in a spirit of good will. We do, however, feel the
Public Bidding Process is a system which should not be violated in any manner --
Public Contracting Law is very clear in this regard. :

I Took forward to your prompt response to our above request.
Sincerely,

TODD BUILDING COMPANY ,

AN va—

Douglas R. Winn, Manager
Construction Management Division

PeE CIN Y

. DRW/mb

cc: TBC/Roseburg Office A
George Meier/Stole, Rives, Boley
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Qﬁiﬁp " COUNCIL MEETING
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 SW HALL ST, PORTLAND
.Providing Zoo, ngmm’ Sotid Wastcandothor Regional " .OREGQV 87201 503 221-1646

‘Date: . April 25, 1985

‘Day ¢ ~Thﬁrsday "

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. In 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.

' - Executive Offi

6.1 Appro&él_of Minutes of‘ﬁhe:Méetidg_of March 28, 1985
6.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-561, for the Purpose of

Amending the Transportation Improvement Program to Include
a Fremont Bridge Debris Control Fencing Project

Rick'GustafsonéZ
r

amn - .
3334C/313-1 .
4/12/85 - '



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 6.2

Meeting Date  April 25, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-561 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM TO INCLUDE A FREMONT BRIDGE DEBRIS CONTROL
FENCING PROJECT

Date: April 1, 1985 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Proposed Action

This action will amend the Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) to include a new project to control debris falling from the
Fremont Bridge: '

I-405-Fremont Bridge Debris Control Fencing - 4R

Federal-Aid Interstate 4R Funds

Preliminary Engineering $ 76,000
Construction 844,000
Match 80,000

$1,000,000

TPAC .and JPACT have reviewed this project and unanimously
recommend approval of Resolution No. 85-561.

Background andvAnalysis

Various amounts and types of debris are being lost from
vehicles and trucks crossing the Fremont Bridge. Some of this
debris, not contained by the railings, falls to streets and property
below the bridge. The results of this falling debris have caused
and can cause severe and costly property damage. :

To correct this condition, the project provides for installa-
tion of a debris control fence similar to that on the Marquam Bridge.

Installation will be limited to the easterly approaches and certain
I-5/I-405 ramps.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution
No. 85-561.

AC/BP/srs
3221C/411-3
04/12/85



'BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT .

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE ) - RESOLUTION NO. 85-561

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM ) ) o

TO INCLUDE A FREMONT BRIDGE DEBRIS ) Introduced by the Joint

CONTROL' FENCING PROJECT ). Policy Advisory Committee
I ' _ ' S on Transportation

.WHEREAS, Through Resolution No. 84-508, the Conncil‘of'the :
Metropoiitan Service District (Metro) adopted the Transportation_
Improvement Program (TIP) and its FY 1985 Annual Element, and

WHEREAS The Oregon Department of Transportatlon hasi-
requested that a new progect utilizing Federal-Aid Interstate 4R
funds. be added to the TIP; and

. WHEREAS ThlS progect will prov1de for 1nsta11at10n of a
debris control fence on the I-405 Fremont Brldge; and .

WHEREAS,.It is necessary that projects utlllzlng the noted
fundsibe'included in the TIP in order to receive federal funds; now,
‘therefore, | |
| 'vBE IT RESOLVED, |
1. That Federal—Ald Interstate 4R funds be authorized forv
~an I- 405 Fremont Brldge debris control fenc1ng pro;ect.

- | | ' . Federal $ 920,000
Match 80,000

_ $1,000,000
2. That the TIP and its Annual Element be amended to

reflect this authorization.




3. That the Metro Council flnds the pro:ect in accordance

with the Reglonal Transportatlon Plan and gives Affirmative ,

- Intergovernmental Project Review approval.»

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan-Service District

this . day of ,- 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

AC/BP/srs
-~ 3221C/411-2
'04/02/85 -




STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 72

Meeting Date April 25, 1985

- CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-560 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF APPROVING THE FY 1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCA-
TIONS PLAN FOR THE INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
AND AMENDING THE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM ACCORDINGLY

Date: March 21, 1985 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

Recommend adoption of the attached resolution approving FY 1985
Interstate Transfer "Highway" allocations and amending the Transpor-
tation Improvement Program (TIP) accordingly. This action will:

1. Allocate $41.3 million in new funds for use in FY 1985
in addition to $12.6 million carryover funds from
FY 1984 to Category I projects, the City of Portland,
and the three counties.

2. Approve specific transfer of funds between projects.

TPAC and JPACT have reviewed this plan and unanimously
‘recommend approval of Resolution No. 85-560.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

1. The FY 1985 Interstate Transfer "Highway" program
authorized by this resolution as reflected in Attachment "A"
is $53.9 million. This is based upon the availability of
$12,565,184 of carryover funds as shown on line A below,
and the federal appropriation of $41,328,063 new funding as
shown on lines B, C and D below. Of the total $53.9

" million of spending authority, $24.9 million was previously
authorized for FY 84 by Resolution No. 84-443.

Cumulative Balance
_ Appropriation Past Available
Funding Status Authority Obligations to Spend
A. As of 12/31/84 $214,154,405 $201,589,221 $12,565,184

New Federal Appropriations
Bie As of 1/01/85 +23,365,503 : +23,365,503*
$237,519,908 $35,930,687




Cumulative Balance
Appropriation Past Available
Funding Status - Authority Obligations to_Spend
As of 3/15/85
Cs FY 1984 Formula + 5,987,520 + 5,987,520*
D. FY 1985 Formula + 11,975,040 +11,975,040%*
GRAND TOTAL $255,482,468 $201,589,221 $53,893,247
*Must be spent .« « ¢« ¢ + ¢ o o o o o . 5 6 6 5 b 541,328,063%

These funds have been recommended for distribution as detailed
in the TIP to correspond with project needs established by the

jurisdictions as follow

S:

Total

Category I

Projects $16,540,163

Reserves 3,538,995

Subtotal $20,079,158
Portland

Projects S 8,766,473

Reserves 3,750,000

Subtotal $12,516,473
Multnomah County

Projects $ 5,301,491

Reserves 999,655

Subtotal S 6,301,146
Clackamas County

Projects 6,294,044

Reserves 1,889,570

Subtotal 8,183,614
Washington County

Projects $ 4,157,860

Reserves 2,654,996

Subtotal 6,812,856
TOTAL

Projects $41,060,031

Reserves 12,833,216

Subtotal $53,893,247

Firm projects have been programmed at $41.1 million with

reserves of $12.8 m

illion.

The $12.6 million of carryover

funding need not be spent in FY 1985, and if not used, can
be carried over to FY 1986.
is slightly less than the amount that must be spent to

avoid lapsing of fu

nds.

As such,

The $41.1 million for projects

it is critical that all
jurisdictions ensure project schedules are met.




2. This resolution approves several funding transfers that are
reflected in Attachment "A":

. Transfer of $98,071 from the McLoughlin Corridor
Reserve to the McLoughlin Boulevard Intersection and
Signal Improvements project (between Milwaukie and
Gladstone). Funds needed to cover construction overrun.

. Transfer of $818,184 from the Thiessen/Jennings project
to the Beavercreek Road extension (Red Soils) project.
Status of the Thiessen/Jennings project is uncertain at
this time. The Beavercreek Road project had previously
been approved for PE only; this will allow funding for
construction.

3. Attachment "A" reflects adjustments as approved by the East
Multnomah County Transportation Committee including
transfer of $877,000 from a reserve to:

. 257th Avenue Improvement $500,000
. 221st/223rd - Powell to Fariss $177,000
. Stark Street - 242nd to 257th $200,000

'This Committee is authorized to transfer previously
approved funding allocations between previously approved

projects and represents agreement of the affected juris-
dictions.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution
No. 85-560. ‘

BP/srs
3116C/411-6
04/12/85



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING THE RESOLUTION NO. 85- 560

~FY 1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCATIONS PLAN ; :
‘FFOR THE INTERSTATE TRANSFER ) » Introduced by the
- PROGRAM AND AMENDING THE TRANSPOR- ) Joint Policy Advisory .
TATION .IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM : ) Committee on Transportation
-ACCORDINGLY ) .
| WHEREAS Through Resolut1on No. 84— 498, the Council of the
'Metropolltan Serv1ce District (Metro) adopted the Transportatlon j
Improvement Program (TIP) and its FY 1985 Annual Element, and '
WHEREAS, The TIP must be revised to reflect changlng
' prOJect pr10r1t1es and fundlng ava11ab111ty, and
_ WHEREAS, Interstate Transfer "nghway funds in the amount
'of $12, 6 mllllon have been carrled over from FY 1984 and $41.3 .
-tm1lllon of new funds have;been approprlated by~Congress.for FY 1985}
Eand_ ' o S »
' WHEREAS, PrOJects and reserves for the TIP and its FY 1985
}Annual Element have been developed by the TIP. Subcommlttee to meet
the_targeted amount of,$53.9‘m;1110n; nowf therefore, |
| “ BE'IT REsOLVED, |
1. That the Metro Counc1l approves the FY 85 Interstate
i,Transfer program of progects and amounts- spec1f1ed in Attachment "A"’
| 2. That the funds can be transferred between author1zed
T projects and phases to respond to oost and schedule changes.'
- “ 3.» That the Metro. Counc1l approves the transfers of
v'$98 071 from the McLoughlln Corridor Reserve to the McLoughlln

: Boulevard Intersectlon and Slgnal Improvements project, and $818 184

from the Thlessen/Jennlngs prOJect to the,Beavercreek Road progect.



4. Thatfthe Metro Council finds these actions to be in

accordance with  the Regional Transportat.i.ori Plan and the 1982 Air . ‘
Quality State Implemeﬁtation Plan (Ozone and Carbon Monoxide) and

gives Affirmative'IntergovernmentalvP;ojeét Review approval.

- ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

_this = day of : , 1985,

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

BP/gl.
3116C/411-5
04/09/85"




ATTACHMENT "A"

Staff Report No. 92 |

7 INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM -
" PRELIMINARY FY 1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN

- MARCH 19,_ 1985

- Metropolitan Service District

AT R LA M T




" METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSSORTATION IHPROVEMENT PROGRAM
- "INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLICATIONS FOR GUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84
PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

*PRELIMIMARY FY1985 HICHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
' CATEGORY I

. 19-Mar-85 "

eDEC304.DAT ‘ . . o ‘ ) L . o PAGE 2
: ~~—==~0BL IGATIONS——-~— o : o T
FEOERAL PENDING .7 BASE SOFT 1986 1987 - - 1988 POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH - .

CATEGORY I (CONTIMUED) -
#aS SUNSET HIGHUAY OVERLAYS - CDNSTRUCTIWluuuxxzwxqéeuuquuu4:nuuxnnxuuanuxunnxuuuxuxxuxuuuuuum FAP27 78084

CONST 1,422,727 0 D 0 9 0. . 0 . 0 1,422,729 -

TOI'AL 1,422,729 0 . D 0 : 0 .°  0 0 1.422,729
,. LAY RECONSFR[I:I‘ION CF MMMRJICMINARDUA‘( AND S‘l‘ HELEnS Rnannunxn269n471x487"lnx%xuuuu!“!ﬁ!!nnnwm MISC - 79038

PE 1,062,585 .0 51,298 0 D) 0 0 1,113,083

TUTAL . 1,962, 585 : o . 51,298 ‘ 0 . ) . o -0 . 0 1,113,883

#4p8 TRI-MET RIDESH&R: PRDGQA.‘{Hnuuuna295;:}04¢472a534n535&55¢:xa:u:«:uuuuuuuunnaxuuuu:nuuuuunauuuuuuuu N/A 80303 - - -

OPRTG 1,566,913 ) 0 (] D) 0. .. 1,566,013

RFSRY Q. ' 0 : . 0 - 253,633 : 0 ‘ 0 ~52, 505 201,128

TDT&L 1.566. 013 : 0o . . 0 ’ 0_ ) 253.633 0 . 0 -52,505 ~ 1,767, 141

agn? 15 NOR’H RIDESHARE PROGRAHMuuuuz%usssussauuuauguuwuuuusn:uuxuuauuuunuunuuusuuuunuuusuuan 1;:/39379 80043

_ 0 : (o] ) : oL

OPRTG - 69. 621 . ) S o 0 0 i 0 - 0 _ .. 0 69: 621

TDT&L - . 165,900 0 ' 0 ‘ 0 B 0_ B o 0‘ 4 0 165,000.

3210 I.E:STSIDEOCORRIOCQ QELATEDOHIGHUAY PROJECTS~FHU¢1 FUNgEDwuuwﬁssgusoasesuuunsxunuuuumuusuuu!uuuuuuuusuuuunn %A% 10013

oL 0.9 . 6 8 o o 0 0 0 60,965 ’
'uxu W NICOLAI ST-RUY 29'm T0 m.l zqmnunaunﬂauqaauwuuuuxnu«aunuuununumuunuuuuunauxuuuuuuuauunn FAU9296 79088'

R 43,775 ‘85, 000 ) 0 0 0 - Q 0 128,775

CONST 1,979,904 : 0 "229, 333 0 9 . 0 : 9 0 2,209,337

TOTAL 2.-)22. 779 ¢ 315, 333 oo 0. .9 _ 0 0 _ 0 - 2,338,112

‘He12 NU 7EON AVE-NU ST HELEMS RD 'ro N Nxcot_nxuuuuﬂsanqawxus:ux:uxxuuuuxununxuuuauauuuxuuuuuunuuxu FAPL 79038 _
"R/ 2:125,00) 0 =599, 250 . o -0 0 . 0 1,525,750

CONST D) 0 19,283,000 .0 o ') . 0 0 0 10,285,000

TOIAL 2,125,009 0 ?: 683,759 - 0 0 : o . 0 0 11,810,750




METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT . .
TRANSPORTATION IFPROVEMENT PROGRAM -
' INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAIM
" FEDERAL OSLIGQTIONS FOR QUARTER' ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING.OBLIGATIOHS_ FOR PERIOD.ENDIHG 31-DEC-84
PRELIMINARY FYI?BSHIMUA,'( ALLOCATION PLAN
S CATEGORY I

_ PHASEA ' ‘ ' A © 19-flar-87% - L : S '
'@C€C304.DAT L , . . . - . . ' PAGE 1
-——--OBLIG&TIONS--—-- L _ o . _ ' L ’ .
FEC-ERAL ; PENDING BASF - =~ SCFT . 1984. - 1987 © 1988 POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLHGH
CﬁTEGOR YI
- nanl BANFIRLD TRMSITUAY-HIGI-MY FlM)quxuuunuusuznuz&‘ouuxuquqununuuuuuuuuxuuuuauanunnxnnuxuuuuunxxuu FA.068 80900
PE 5. 473i 162 .. =260,249 Q 0 0 i 0 5,192,931
-8,517,639 _ 0 419,000 ' 0 0. 0 , ) 0 8,927,639
: CD&":‘I’-V' 12.933,737. . | -419,079 0 .0 ] 0 0 12,444,658
RESRV . 9 0 Qo 0 0 0 (1] 19,273 19,273
TOTAL 26,924,556 -0 =359, 2328 0 0 0 0 19,273 »26,584,501 _
'3242 HCLMM.‘ISNSCORQIDOR-UNIDN/GRAU\D A&'E UIADUC[‘ T0 SE RIUER ROADmu;!uN1271!291N282n293n294xu3nuxuuuuuxgunuuqugpg% 77159
RESRV 9 0 _ -) . 0 0 ] 0 24,674,540 24,674,540
TOTAL 406,370 0 D I o - D -0 0 24,674,540 25, 081, 110
%43 I‘L‘LOUGHLIN BLUD INTERSF_CI’IDN AND SIM IrmRmfrENTSuuuxuamiﬂn.,mxuuu"unuuuunu:nnuuuuauaunuuuxunu FAP24 80058
FE . 114.656 0 D) 0 0 .0 - 114, 656
CONST - 841,473 ) 0 , 511027 0 N 0 } 0 -9 : -0 892,500
TUTAL = 954, 129 0 51,027 (] ‘ D2 0 0 . . 0 1.007, 156
qng POUELL BLUD R/U 4 CO&STRUCTION—RDSS ISLAND BQIDGE TO SMSECT I“ﬂl“n162!332!602*Hﬂu"""!w!!N“"“ul FA924 80049
PE - 172,927 _ 0 D) 0 172,027 ,.
R/ 1,339, 429 . 0 -) : 0 ’ ') 0 0 : 0. 1,339,429 .
CONST 3,624, 499 0 D 0o D) (o] ’ 0 3J: 624,490 -
RESRV - D] 0 DR 0 D) 0 0 45,664 © 45,664
TUTRL o 3} 13'5. Q44 0 _ 0 0 0 0 0 45, 664 S 181:610
nxxs POUELL BLUVD R/Y ¢ CO‘\!SI‘-SOTH AVE TO IE)S-SECTION 1:Iuauuuuxu1644333x334n609u548nunu:nuuuuuuunuuunnuuu FAP24 74012
PE 515,641 ] 0 'S,738 0 0 0 0 0 521,379
R/ 6.665. 955 0 - ) 0 0 0 0 0 b, 665,055
CONST 4,249,793 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,249,793
RESRV D) 0 0 0 0 0 0 328,253 328,253
TOTAL 11,430,489 0 ‘5,738 0 D) 0 0 328,253 11,764,480



- METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IMFROVEMENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRAINSFER PROGRAN
FEDERAL OSLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIOMS FOR PERIOD EMDING 31-DEC-64
PRELINIMARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
: CATEGORY I o

PHASEA - . . . - 19-Mar-85 : : . B
GCER304. DAT : o .- . R . pAcE 4
HAR198. TXT o o - | |

----deucc.uows—-—-—-- ) | o
FEDERAL . PEMDING BASE SOFT 1986 1987 1988 POST 1988 - AUTHORIZED PLHGH.

CATEGORY I (CONTINUED) ' '
4220 SUNSET HIGHUAY RAMP nErERIﬂGxxunxunn827u3"ou4uuxuuxnxuunqxan4a4uau5uxuunxuuuxuuxuuauxu:uuxuaxaunanuunuuuuuuunu Fap27 00000

PE 40, -)00 i D} ) -0 0 0 . 0 0 40, 000 *

. CONST . 0 9 -0 730,200 - 0 : 0 0 730,000 ’

: TlJfAL ’ 40.000 ‘ 0 D) 0 © 730,900 0 ) 0 _ 770,000 '
a2 OBLIGATIONAL HJTHO‘!ITY RESERVE-CATEGORY . I-HIGHJAquuu4“832:4764nuxuuunannxnunnuuunuunnunnununuuuxun N/A 00000
RFLRY Q 0 3,898,323 0 0 0 0 -3,898,323. 0
TOTAL 9 ' : ] 3,898,323 N ¢ DI 0 0 -3,898,323 0
TOTAL CATEGORY I L E .

PE 8,983,038 0 -223, 213 0 0 - ' 0 ) 0 7,859,825
R/U 20, 633, 997 0 119,301 0 ) 0 0 .9 0 20,753,298
CONST 26,628,501 - ] 16,284.748 0 739,009 1,275,000 0 -0 44,918,249
ORRTG 1,489,014 . 0 0 0 0 -0 0 1,689,014

* RESRV 9 0 3 898;323 0 253, 633 .0 (1] 38,019.748 42,171,704
TOTAL 57,934,559 0 29,079,138 0 . 983, 633 1,275,000 0 38,019,748 - 117,392,089
OBLIGATION AUTHORITY: | 77,113,708

*The Reserve is greater than that in the Staff Report by $359,328 with an'offSetting difference in
‘the Program. The TIP pro71des for-a future deobligation on the Banfield in order to fix the Reserve
-at $3,898,323. The Reserve in the Staff Report does-not include the: deobllgatlon in order to account
for the current rather than the future status. ' . : .

In both cases, the. totals are the 'same w1th offsets in Reserve/Program amounts being $359,328 for the
purposes noted. . _




HETROPOLITAN SEWICE DISTRICT .
TRAHSﬁDRTATION IMPROVENENT PROGRAM
ERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM.
. FEDERAL OGLIG&TIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-94
- PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-B4

PRELIMINARY FY1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN = -
" - - CATEGRY I = . -

' PHASEA ' S " 19-Har-85

8CEC304.DAT - : o S L ‘ ' | - PAGE 3

HARIZB.TXT = - A o _ S . 4
———-0BLIGATIONS———mmm L : . o S
FEDERAL PENDING BASE- . SOFT 1986 1987 1988  POST 1588 AUTHORIZED PLNGH .

. CATEGORY I (CONTINUED)
- 4313 .MU ST HELENS RD-MY KITTRIDGE ST TO NJ 29TH AJ’-‘uuuuxsun734549-)n60‘t)i=uuuunuuuusuuuuunuuxnusuunxuxuxnuunuunuuq&;m%& 79038

R/Y . - 189,550 . 223,539 . 0
CONST - 1,383,985 0 187,001 : 0 ' D 0 : D) : 0 1,570,985
TOML 1:573.53‘5 . Ov 410,551 0 9 0‘ 0 A 0 1.984.086
w14 VAUGHM sT/umDuA‘(-m 29TH Ave m NJ 24TH AJEununﬂsSM?uuxumwnuaunnuxnunnuuuuuu:uuuuunununnu FAU9294 79038 '
COI\"-T 0 9 D) 1,275,000 - Q 0 1,275,000
ESRV . -) 0 D/ 0 0 0 ] -217,618- - -217,618
TIJIFd, . D 0 ) 0 . 0 ] U I 1.275.000 . 0 —217:618 1,057,382
'xais Fﬁom'—rEON COWECTIONunuuu738u492unxuunuuuauunuxuuuu:uuxaxuumunmmnuuauuunnuunnxnuuuauunx FAU?300 79038
RAU 1.753.549 : 0 0 - 0 0 ) Q 0 . 1,753,550 -
CONST 0 0 5,950, 00-) 0 : 0 0 V] : 0 5. 950, 000
. TATAL 1.753.549 .0 5.950.001 _ 0. 0 0 0 0 7,703,550.
nais REGIONAL RESERVEuanxnu¢u755n315u359u3975432u=08x511u570n'<81=wssuwuuuuuunuuuuuaunnuxuuuuuuuuu“ N/a 00000
~ RESRV 0 0 0 0 D) 0 0 17,120,454 17,120,464
TOTAL . ) ,-) o 0 R . : ] 0 . 0 . -0 17, 120. 464 17,120,464
#4117 BANFIELD CORRILCR RIDEsm.RE makznm pRosaa.:4auuauu770u3174tmtxnunnunuuuunuuunuuuuunnxuuuuuuxnanu FAPSB 10192
OPRTG . 53,380 D 0 0 0 0o 53,380 )
TUTAL.  %3,380 ) _0 S o 0 : [ 0 0 53,380
#i8 RANFIFLD TRA:-"FIC HNITORIﬂ*" PROGRAnxnnuu4771:31&:“"“:“:4wunuunnuxuunuunuauuuuxunnunuuxuxuu FAP.SB 10183 -
- CONST . 193, 290 D 0 0 0 0 0 193,290
TOTAL - 193, 29‘-) : o .o o - . 0. 0 o 0 o 0 193,290
nut9 Nu TRANSPORTATION SYSIENS MANAGEMENT pRo{;RAruxuwueozunazuuxxuwunuuauuuuuuuuuunuuuuunuxxuuuuwuu MISC 84016
- PE 142,935 - 0 9 . 0 0 .0 9 0 42,035 -
o CONST ) ) 70: 465 0 : 0 0 . D) 0 70,465

. TOTAL 142,035 0 79, 465 S0 - 0 e Y 212,500



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT -
TRANSEORTATION IMPRCVEMENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR GUARTER ENDIHG 31-DEC-84

: FENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD EMDING 31-DEC—84

PRELININARY FY1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY OF PORTLAND

PHASEA o S ' o  19-Mar-85 - . ‘ . " : . '
GLEC304.DAT o . - o - ' o PAGE 6
MAR198. TXT S R o . : ' : ' O
w—eeeeOBL IGAT IONS————— oo ' : . . A g
*  FEDERAL PENDING ’ BASE SOFT 1986 1987 1988 - POST.1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH .-

CIIY OF PORTLAND (CONTIHUED)
#n29 MU FRONT AVE-NW 26TH AVE To Nu Ktmxmnuuunnz‘?ndéuumsauuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu;uu:xuuuuuxnsumusggmoo 10031

CONST 522,974 0 D) 0
TUTAL : 522,074 ) .0 : D : 0 0. ' 0 .. DR 0 522,074
HHSO SE HOLGATE BL&'D-SF 17TH AVE TO SE 28TH AVE-BRIDGE AND APPROACHEQ':!Nnxxuaqzxmxnxunun:nuunnuuunnnunumx FAU9793 76002
CONST 4,450, 609 0 DR D) 0 0 0 4, 450, 600
TUTAL 4.450, 600 - _ 0 o 9 0 D} -0 0 0 4, 850, 600
| #a31 AQTEQIAL STREET 3R PROGRAMnmmmnn43x628u518n519n520n521:60&'4'4uuuauuuuanunuuunuuuunuuuunuuunnnuunnnuu MISC 10050
PE 215, 664 0 D] 0 D) , 0 0 215,664
CONST 5. 732. 785 0 - Q 0 D] 0 0 0 5,732,785
RESRV 0 9 0 D) 0 0 0 - 0
TOTAL 5. 948. 449 0 Q 0 D] 0 0 0 S, 948, 449
4432 MCLOUGHLIN NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC CIRCULQTIONuuuuissx,,ozuu:xuuuuuunuuuxuuuuunuuuuuuxusuuunuuuuxuuux N/A 80081
PE 19,200 0 9 0 0 0 0 19,000
RELRV D .0 D] 0. A 0 . 0 ) 0 414, 153 414. 153
TUTAL - 19,000 0 . -0 0 -0 0 . 0 414. 153 433,153 -
;E&‘B mLO'Ju'-lLINIB)vD(O‘\??E) PED L-\IDER. PASS -oioo FT SO CF HAIGxuun¢a¢u1o9n337a629nusuxanuununsuuuuuunnnngnxnu Sgpggo 77127
-0 ’
TUIAL 37,100 - 0 0. : 0 ) D) -0 -0 . 0 37,100
4 xu34 GRAMND AU;(OR??E) AT HORRISON - 2 'LEFT TURN LAh‘ESxauxxxui?’oraeau;uuauunammusnuuauuunusuunanuuuusuuau ango589 80084
.0 0
CDNHT 143,189 0 - 0 - 0 D) 0 0 0 143,180

~ TOTAL 167,538 0 0 0 o - o 0 .0 167,538




- METROPOLITAM SERVICE DISTRICT
TRAI\.’SPDRTATION IﬂPROV‘-‘ﬂENT PROGR
INTERSTATE TRANSFER P -
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR @UAQTER ENDIRG 31-DEC-94

PEI'DING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-0EC-84

‘ PREL""‘IINAQY FY1983 HIGHUAY ALLDCATION PLAN
- CITf OF PURTLF«ND

PHASEA

19-ﬂar-85 .
&LEC304.DAT : ) , . PAGE‘ =)
HAR19B. TAT ' .
Q8L ICATIOHS ———= o . : . : .
FEDERAL PEMDING BASE - SOFT 19848 1987 1988 POST 1988 AUTHORIZEO PLNG“'

CITY OF PORTLAND

R/ 331,309 0 3] 0 -) ) 331,500

CONST - 2.742;935 0 : : 0 o, ‘ D : Q- - - 0 2,742,935 °

TUTAL 3.-)74'435' ' 0 o '.-) ‘ o 0 0 ‘ 0 o 0 3,074. 435

w23 BASIﬂ («UENUE/GOING STREET PROJECT!!uuuxuiﬂns&zunuunuuuuxuu:nnuxxuunnuunununuunnuuunnnnnunu FAU9930 74088
R/ 296,319 0. 2 0 .0 0 0 0 296,310 '
CONST 1,679,623 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 1,679,623

TOTAL 1,975,933 0 . 1,973,933

0 0 S R o 0

¥3124 N INTERSTATE GVE-GREELEY TO RUSSELLxuunxnuznsaauunuuuxuuuaxanuunxnxuxunu:nunxuuwunuuxnxuun FAU?‘MS 76009
CONST, . 88,4 Q) 0 D 0 0 0 88, 403
TOTAL 88, 403 . 0 . 9 .- 0 0 .0 : 0 : 0 88._403

1%25 TRAFFIC SIGNQL PRMC!’SMMuuuzau'téauuuuuxuuuxanxx::41u:uudnunnuuxuuuunuuxuuunxuuuaunuuu HISC 00000 .

77026

#222 H COLUMBIA BLAD-0.25 K U OF TERI'!II%L RD T0 U OSUEGO AVEM“1u!M?n4345517xuuunaununnnxuuuuxnuuuuuuuauux FAU9956 75019‘ '

%%26 SICHAL COMPUTER CONTROL EXPANSIONHuqauuun26u627u435:muuxu:aauxnnxnnuuuuuuuluuuuuuu:nuxunxnnununuunuuuuu MISC

CONST 55,3349. . 0 9 - 0 0 0 0 o 0 53,

TOTAL 55,334 ' 0 : S B 0 0 0 : 0 0 55.334 .
_ 3227.'1‘% . ;193‘%;%‘&%) PROJECTBRDSS ISl BRIDGE T0 SB.LUOCD BRIDGE““3”‘4“27*364%3653!!“!"““8“!“"!““3"“Illgﬁua'iﬁs 78063
R/Y 72,507 0 5 o 9 -0 9 Q 72,507

CONST 3,910,009 0 D] 0 9 - 0 ] 0 3,910,000

REXRV " 0 0 0 D] 0 0 0 0

TOTAL 4,180,877 0 D] 0 9 - 0 0 0 4,180,877

‘M28 HOLLYUU‘JD %STRICT IﬂPQOVEr:ENTS-NE SA.JBY Bs.UD-37TH TD 47THM>Hug“ZBNS%*éWguwuauwnn;uxxnuuuuxnusxuuuuzFAU?azts 79071 -
R/u .197'20‘) N 0 . D) 0 9 0 D) 0 197,200

CONST 223,957 ' 0 2. 503. 003 -0 D JEEES -0 D) 0 2,626,960

TOTAL 2,403,003 0 9 - 0 )]

708, 15v .0 Y 3,111,162 -



T HETROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR GUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

© " DENDING OBLIGATIONS FOQ' PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84 a

PRELIN[NARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY OF PORTLAMND

PHASEA L o . 19-Mar-85

@LEC304. DAT : . L . C PAGE 7
FAR178. TXT | - . - o S
. =====-Q8LIGATIONS ——--= - o - A ' T
FEDERAL - PEMDING  BASE SOFT 198 1987 1988 posr 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH

CIl? OF PORTLAND (COHTIMUED)
. 3233 33%D AT gagsfl)um - S8/NB LEFT TURN REFUGEQuuxxnuu173!339!3«):635:nxuuunnnuxxsxm(uuuuxuxuxxxusunnunnuguuuuu gAU?BfS 77123
. , .

0 0

RAU 144.212 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 144,212 -

CONST - 118,964 - -0 O 0 o 0 0 0 118,964

TOTAL 284. 977 0 D] .0 0 0 0 0 284,977

;Eaa 39TH AVE SF GLENWOON TOOCRfSML SPRIHGS BLVD - UIDENIHCuuu531751»341::3xusnmxunnuumsuusuxuuuuusuuuxa 2209689 77125
RAU e 0 5 0 9 o 0 0 a1

COMST 494, 434 0 D 0 D} 0 Q 0 494,434

TOTA. 349, 92‘5 0 D o 0 0 0 0 540,925
%437 39TH @ STARK -UII}EPJING/SB LEFT TURN HEDIAM/SIGHAL INTERTIE/STRIPnxxnu!nu178!(3421’943“!!4““"#4!“!unnnmui‘nnx:FAWéW 77124
PE 19,332 0 ) 0 0 0 0 . Q. o 0 19,332

74" I 38,616 -0 DI 0 0 0 ) , 0 38,616

CorsT 114.239 0 Q- .0 D) -0 0 0 114,239

TUTAL 172,187 0 0 0 Q 0 -0 ' . 0 172, 187

xa:;g CURB E(TEN&ION pPosRa. auaxuuun179n34quumnxnannunuuauuauunauuuanuunnnxnuuuunnuunaxuaunxunuunuuumuuu MISC 77129

FE 13, 889 0. [) N 0 0. 0 0 13,689

TUTN. _ 13,889 : 0 - 0 - 0. o 0 0 L I 0 . 13,889

MS? CURB CORNER MODISICATION PROGRAN«nunnnuieo;vaasuuuauuxuuuuauxaunuuununanununusununu:uuuuuuunxuunn HISC 77119
PE - 2,969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,969

CONST 7,259 0 9 . 0 0 0 Qo - -0 7:259

TUTAL 10,228 9 9 o 9 . 0 ‘ o - 0 10,228

;Edo ACTUATED S{&wbs-St- B{BEEO 23RD/S!; TOU'IAN Q HILUHUKIE-QIHH««nsuuleana%usunxuuuuxnuusu:aunuuuxxguuu F?Ugggo 77118

CONST 41,152 . 0 ) 0‘ 0 ) o - .- 0 0 41,152
TUTAL 42,3053 o 0 .0 ’ 0 ;-0 0 0 42,305



'METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
* TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERQL OBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDIHG 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PEQIDD EI‘IDING 31-DEC-84 .

PRELIN[MARY FY1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY OF PORTLAND

PHASEA - . : o 19-Mar-85 : - |
GLEC304. DAT : L A . e PAGE 8
MAR19B.TXT . : g o | . . ,
—--—CBLIGATIONG———-= _ . _ : -
. FEDERAL  _ PEMDING - . BASE SOFT 1986, 1987 1988 POST 1988- - AUTHORIZED PLNGH

CIT'( OF PORTLAND (CONTINUED) : .
#141 SICHAL MODIFICATION AND REPLQCEI'"ENT PROGRQH 3 LOCATION“N‘H‘4*‘;185“347*”‘“*3“””‘*NN*dlﬁﬂsﬁ‘ﬂ‘ﬂﬁllﬂlxmﬂﬂﬁu’ﬁ "§St6:91 77117

PE . 1,691 : _ 0
- CONST - 13,313 : 0 ') 0 : 0 - 0 oL S 0 13,313
TOTAL 15,004 0 U 0 0 S0 .0 ¢ . 15004
nnq2 MIN(O’Q?‘?E)/NILM{MIE comgcrmﬂnnmnnanalm:unnnnuuuunnnnnuxuxuxxnunxuxnwuxunxuunnnnxuxx FAP24 77128
PE 2742 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,742
TUTAL 2.742 _ 0 » 0 0 0 0 : 0 0 2,742
- #u43 .SE DIVISION COQRIDUR-DIUISIDN/CLINTDN,’HARQISMRMHuu189u349.1uuuuxuuuxxnuxuuuuuudnuuxnuxuunxxuxuuuxx FAU?B00 78069
PE 31,559 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 51,350
TOTAL 51,559 .0 0 o - 0 0 9 - .70 51,550
#1144 391’!-! AVEHLE CO'QRIDOR I"!PROUEHEHT-—GLI“A:% T0 HOLGATEnnua4unn191ymvasinnnxxuuunnuun:uuuunxunnuuuuaxunu FAU?499 78070 *
PE 76,392 0 .0 _ 9 0 76,592 :
R4 423,902 : 0 9 O 0 0 0 0 425,000
CONST 1,166,252 0 9 -0 9 0. 9 0 1,166,252
TOTAL 1,567,844 0 .) 0 0 0 0 0 1,667,844

nuas CDNTII‘!GEM,{-CQTEGOQY II-CITY oF POQTLMDu1&4&::194»352:4“&:!:unnxnxnnnunuuuunuuuunuu:uuxnunuunnuxn N/A 00000

- RESR DR 0 D] 0 0 1,439,934 1,439,934

TlJTﬁL "0 0 9 : ) T ' 0 0 0 1,439,934 1,439,934
U445 I_MION AV‘NUE(DQ??E)-UFIDLER TO COLUNBIA BLVD “6&!*!!M!N195!38')16_;0!54930!!%!!“%!lﬂmﬂ(ll1!!!!!!'!!!!!!!!!!!!3!!! FAU?BO? 74901

PE 267,244 Q 0 D] -0 0 0 267,944

R/U © 203,700 0 , 0 . -0 ') ' 0 -9 0 205,700

CONST 6,321,829 0 2 0 . 0 D 0 6,521,829

0 D/ 0 0_ , (v 0 .0 4,995,473

TOTAL - 6,995,473 -




. A . . . N ) . S N . ) St s e .-
R . B . s . K L e T S - e e tee e -

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT-
TRANSHORTATION IHMPRCGVEAENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRAISGFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31—0EC—94

- : PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

- PRELIHINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLMATION PLAN
. CITY OF FORTLAND

PHASEA e g P : 19-Mar-85 s C
GLEC304.DAT - : o : A _ S : - PAGE 9
MARLP8. TXT ' - : T
—--—oaucmrms—-—-—— _ : S : I : - P
FECERAL PEMDING BASE SOFT 1984 © 1987, 1988 Pusr 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNCH

CIT? OF PORTLAND (CONTIHUED)
un47 GOING STREET NUISF NITIGQTIDN PRMCTHHMMI?B»S&MSSO:nuusununuauuunnxuuuuuuuuuuuxuunuuununsuuu FAU9945 78080

287,720 0 0 . o . : J ) . 287,720
, COK'%T 626, 850 o . 0 : 0 0 - 0 . 9 - 0 626, 450
TOTAL : 914 170. ‘ o - i -) 0 o 0 ) 0 .0 o 0 914,170
#1449 SY BROADUAY-SY 4TH TO Su 6mxuunua"oow382nmxnnnunxuunuuuuuunxuunuuxuxxxnuumuuuuununuunuunnnnn MISC 10092
PE 99,19 0 0 D 0 0 0 99,194
ConST 374, 465 0 200, 141 A 0 0 0 : 0 0 . 654,606
TOTAL 473, 659 0 280, 141 _ 0 : D) 0 0 0 753. 800
wu49 CONTIrLENC{-CITY of pOQTLA.v:D-CATEGDRY Inxunnuuzoa»saaqwuu:uauwmunuunx“xuuuunnunuxnnuuuuuuuu N/A 00000
REURV , -0 . ] 0 2,071,364 2,071,344 _
TUTAL -) ' 0 L 0 o 0 .0 ] , 0 . 2,071,364 2,071,364
;xso MY 13m%9;}2{o4,m Mu 14TH/16T‘-! cozp._srcsuuunuuzaquqzquunuuxxxxnxuuuunxuuusuunuuuunusxaunuxuxuuxsuuu ;5909295 78067
0 .
. CONST - 384.68% . 0 9 -0 0 0o 9 0 384, 680
. TDTAL 440, 6CO 0 0 0 ' 0 _ N R 0 o 440, 600
3!51 BE&U“Q;% géLLSDﬁLE HUY(ERIO)-C&PI!‘OL W{ T0 SCHOLLS FY. RDH4“30;3:243*425%551““%”“&uuusu«w:nanunnnnsannuunzrﬁll?zga 78050'
522, 419 0 ) : 0 0 0 . 0 522,410
CONST 1,431,903 0 4,945 0 500, 000 0 0 : 0 1,972,849
RESRY D) 0 0 0 D) -0 0 109,651 109, 651
TOT&L 2.227, 248 - 0 . 40, 946 0o 500, 009 0 o 109, 651 2.877.845

uasz FAU REP Lﬁf‘FnEm' CO‘ITINGENCY—CI"’Y oF puRTLﬁ.mwxuuuzél!449“.52unuuuxuuuuunuuuuuu4auuaxuu:uunaxunuuuuxu N/A 00000
9 0 0 0 1,093,431 1,093,431 _
TUTGL -0 0 o - - O : -0 : o .0 1,093,431 1,093,431



" METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRAN‘SDORTATIDN IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
NTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGQTIONS FOR CUAQTER EMDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD EMDING 31—0EC—84

. PRELIMINARY FY1985 HICHUAT ALLOCATION PLAN
~ CITY OF PORTLAND

PHASEA L - 4 19-Mar-85 : : -
OLEC304.DAT L . L . : PAGE 10
MARIFB. TXT ~ . ST : S : S
o BLTGATIONS ’ : . - : '
FERERAL PENDING - . BASE . . SOFT 1986 1987 1988 - POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLHGH

CITY OF PORTLAND (CONTINUED) g
#453 ST HELENS ROAD R"CON‘STQUCTIDN—UEST CIT'( LINITS TO NU KITTRIDGE Aﬂ“““271!495“““!*N“““!ﬂﬂKN“NMW“ FAPI 79067 -

PE . 197,665 23,803 0 0 0 221,468

RESRV - D I 0 } . .) 0 )] . 0 D) 250, 000 250, 000

. TOTAL 197. &63 0 : 9 0 2’3. 803 "0 " 0 230, 000 471, 468

%1454 TPANgﬁoaTaTIOV IﬂPROVENENTS IN NDRTHNEST PORTLANDuunuu!nn278u4?6x4uauuannnaxnxnuunnnnuuuxuuuxn:nnnrunnnuuuunnn HISC 79035
RESRV D 0 D 0 D3 0 0 4,185,724 4,185,724

TOTAL 9 ) 8 . 9 0 : ) 0 0 4,185,724 4. 185,724

unss u BUQﬂségg RO&D/TICHHEQ DRIU’ INTEQSECTIBN InpaourHENTuxunuu:u2831497v605xunngxxxuuuuu:nxugnuuuxuuuuuuxguuuuux ggugazb 79058
/'U - &9 820 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69:820

CONST. 487,749 9 0 0 2 0 0 0 487,749

TOTAL 584.541 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 584, 541

uns& NOQTRUEST pUQTLAAD TRANSDGRTATION STUDYuxuqn1un285x498unnuunnx4n4uxaauunnnunuuunuuunuu:uuuunuudnnunnunxunuunnu N/ 84014

PE . 32,13% . 0 0 -0 9 0 32,130

TOrAL 32. 133 0 o 9 ) 0 -0 : 0 ) 0 _ 0 032,130

;gsr NY FRONT Gmmrﬂﬁr RFEONSTRUCTItnbde chagN TO N zarnoavznuuuaqau295a631n499u5118nuaunuuuunusnnnnunxnnnungununnuzggugggo 80006

RYU 120. 700 0 . 0 DI 0 0 0 ' 120: 700

CONST 4,179, 497 0 ‘-). : 0 D | 0 0 0 4,179,497

TUTAL 4,543,734 0 .9 0 . } 0 V) 0 4,543,734

3358 MARIHE DgI;g)UIDENIMu 10 gOUR LA.gES—IS T0 RIVERGATEMMH:&Z?B:SSMMuunuuunnnunuxnuxuuuxnu:uunununuuuunuu FAU9962 79054

25 p675 0 0 0 . 459,425
- CONST i) - 0 0 - 4, 470, 575 0 - )] ' 0 4,470,575

- TOTAL 233,752 . 0 225:675. 0 - 4,470,575 0 9 -0 - 4,930,000




: HMETROPOLITAM SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
) INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM ‘
. FEDERAL CBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31—DEC-84 '

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD EMDING 31-DEC-84

" PRELIMINARY FY1983 HICHVATY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY OF FORTLAND

PHASEA - e o . 19-Mar-85 - o T o L

@LEC304. DAT ‘ S e S . S . PAGE 11

MARIFB. TXT ‘ | . . S . L

~ ~——=--0BLIGATIONS-————— . ' LT e : :
FEGERAL PEMDING BASE . SOFT . 1986 . - 1987 . 1988  POST-1988 AUTHORIZED PLHGH

- CIIY OF PORTLAND (CDI"TIHUED

MS? NE PORTLAND HUY INMPROVEMENT TO FOUR LANES-I'E 60TH AUE T0 IZOS*4“““301!393!!;(“““uummtnxuxuuumuuxuxnnuu FAUP?17 79055
o 190,579 . 0 ) D3 0 0 0 - 190,570

TOTAL - 190, 570 0 L D] : 0 D) -0 0 0 ¢ 190, 570

!é&) CG.U‘%BM BL UD/COLUHBI& U“qz/“{ PORT!..AND RD INI’ERSECTION II"PFv'I'iTMMgﬂ”...O%SSS!s!”N”““N!sl*“”ﬂ“ﬂﬂgﬂﬂﬂ i;AU??Sé 79057

CONST | 115.762 -0 - .) 0 ’ I o - . Q X 0 115,762 .
TUTAL - 128,198 .0 ‘ -0 ' 9 . . 0 .0 0 128. 198
;Eél CON'!EQ;.:I!AL A!;TERIA;. STREET LIGHT C(N&'ERSION-CITY UIDEuuu:uaab"w;sséuunnuaxusnuxnuu:nwuguu:uuuuuxxsuxnx ggsc81 79041 '
CONST 1,911,257 - o L .0 -0 0 ' 0 0 1,011,257
TOTAL 1,939,938 L B -) . 0 ) 0 A 2 0 1,039,938

- #4462 POIJELL BUTTE/!‘IT SCOTT STUDY AREa-pRQJEcT DEUL'LuanNTucmﬂu"censsnnuuu:uxuuuuuux!uuuuuuuuanuuuuau r'ISC 79081
PE 29,759 6,922 0 0 ) ; 0 36,672
TUTF«L o 49: 750 _O . 4,922 . ¢ : O : 2 0 .. 0 36,672
u(,s su TERJILLIG&.R [:1 VQ-BARBUR BLUD TO TaYLORS FERRY RDK!NHR!N!,JO‘?!SS?K!NN!N!!!K!I!NNI!!!!iﬁ!ﬂl!llﬂ!!!ﬂ!ﬂ!lﬂ“!lﬂl!ﬂ! FAU9361 80015'
PE 272,506 0 - 59,204 0 , Q 0 0- 0 27,710 i
R/U ) ) R 0 . J 0 602,225 0 D) .0 602. 225
CONST D) ’ 0o . -0 : ) 551,929 0 0 0 - 551,920
TUTAL 272,506 0 55. 204 . 0 1,154,145 0

.0 0 1,481,855

¥u4q ezﬂo @.'.fsﬂi ~-SISKIYOU To eaop'\umux!uuuSSi.u%nunuuuuusww4uuxuvuannuaxuuxnuuuuuuuuunxxuuuuuaunuxna FAUR713 79049
PE 37, 442 0 . 9 0 L ) I 0 ) : 0 37,442
CONST 221.178 T 0 ) B : 0 o D] 0 0 0 221,178
TUTAL 258, 629 0 : O 0 D 2 [ I -0 0 258, 620



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
. TRAKSHORTATION IMPROVERENT PROGRAM
- INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL UBLIG&TIONS FOR QUARTER EHDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD EMDING 31-DEC-84

PRELI!‘IINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN-
CITY OF FORTLAND |

PHISEA - - | | T 19-Har-85 : o . _ 3
QLEC304. DAT L o : A . , , . PAGE 12
MARL9B. TXT , LT - o
. —-—-—osucmmss—-—-— : o - -
. FEGERAL - . PENDING -  BASE SOFT . 1985 - 1987 1988  POST 1988 - AUTHORIZED PLNGH _

- CITC OF PORTLAND (CONTIMED) '
gués SIGNAL HTD;§5CQTIOﬂ AT looLDCGTIONS(LEgT TURN)-SE PURTLAMD*lﬁﬁﬂ§‘§558ﬂ450§§“N3ﬂﬂﬂN*§§54“““3““‘”**“””””;“*””“‘ MISC 79075

E . 1,750
CONST 47, 461 0 - 9 . . 0 ) A 0 0 0 47,461
TOTAL 49,211 - - -0 R 0 R B -0 S S 0 49.211
#4hs EAST BUR\!SID,-_-?OTH T0 94Tquuunnn599r3‘<3uﬂuxnuununuuuauxunalununxnnuuxuuu:uxxxuxaunnnuxuuun FAU9822 10977
PE 38 0 0 0 . 0 . 0 0 44, 238 .
CONST. 295: 926 ) ' 33,436 0 R0 ) 0 __— .0 329,362
TOlAL 340. 164 . 0 33,436 . o D ) ‘ D . .0 373, 600
ﬂ67 m 23RN AvE/BUQNSIDEnuaunuézéusoonun“ﬂanumnununa:u:uu:aunxuunnnuununnuusnnununnunuuuuuun FAU?324 10093
PE 69,830 - 0. 39,800 0 D) (o] 0 - 0. 09, 650 )
R/U N I o - .9 0 435,200 0 0 0 435,200
COMST D] .0 - 0 0 1,125,000 0 0 0 1,125,000
TOTAL 69,859 0 3% 80-) 0 1. 560. 200 0 0 -0 1,669,850
Hu48 MU 21ST/22ND~-THURMAN TO mmx«uanunua&ou’muaauuuuuunuu:uuﬂuuuxu”uuauuuuumnnunnuuuuuxuuuuuuxx FAU9317 10126
PE 12,719 ) B 0 . 9 - 0 . Q0 0o . 112,710
R/Y ) ) 0 D - 0 19. 975 . ¢ 0 0 19,973
CONST . 0 DI -0 ) 0 792.000 ) 0 - 792,000
TIJTAL 112: 710 0 D 0 19. 975 0 792,000 - .0 924.685
469 M4 INTERSECTIOH IMAROVEMENTS-22 anmmnsunxuuuéansozanaummxzuuunauuuauuuunununauuuuuuuunnnunu HISC 10017
PE 33,909 0 Q . ) S 0 0 0 33,000

~ CONST 9 0 0 0 294, -)15' 0 (V] 0 294,015 ’
RESRY D -0 D) 0 0 0 32,985 : 32,985

- TUTAL 33 00') 0 2 0 . 294. 015 0 0 32,985 . 340,000
n479 Nu cm;,umrmﬂ IﬁPROV“HENTS-io INTERSEcrmﬂsuuxxnu&zu"oaqnumuuuwununxnnuuxxnxuuuxxuuunuuunuxuunu HISC " 84015.
PE 13,609 0 1,400 . 0 0 o 0 15,000 g
RAU ™ 0 ) : 0 8.500 . B 0 ) (1 20 8,500
CONST D] 0 Q- 0 39,809 0 Q 0 59,800
TUTAL 13,699 0 1,400 0 68,309 0 0 0 83,300




I‘IETQOPDLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRAI\.;PORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM -
- FEDERAL DBLIGATIDNS FOR QUGRTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-B4

: PRELII‘III‘IARY FY198‘) HICHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY? OF FORTLAND .

PHASEA o " 19-Har-85

GLEC304. DAT - : L ' . _ .. PAGE 13’

HAR198. TXT : : . . | - : ‘ , »

: ~————-0BLICATIONS-——=-= . R R - : L
FEDERAL - PEMDING CBASEC . GOFT 1986 . 1987 - 1988 POST_ 1988 Aumoa:zso pLiGH

" _CITf OF PORTLAND (COMTIMUED)

: 3271 NU EV'-‘QEI‘T/G’ ISAN-NU 18TH TO UESTDUER RDAD“I““MQSNSO«MM:uuxnuuaxunnnuuauauuéugnnnuuuuuuunsuuuu Fammso(i)ll 10097 .
: 0 - | 0 ) 00 .

CONST. . b 0 - - ..9 0 0 0 50,700 9 50, 700
TOTAL - - D : 0 ' 0 . 0 0 0 ) 59,200 - 0 59,200 -

un72 UEST FREMONT Tsr'nxuuxuxédinSOSt:nn«uxnaxauxxuunnxuxuunxuuqumauuaunxummtuu«xnunuunuuuxuuuuunu FAU?SOS 00060

‘ X473 SIGNAL R;-_DLACFnENT—aq LocATmﬂsnnuunuuéqsaéaznssnuuunuau:duuuuwauuxunuuuunuuuuduuuxnanuuxuua MISC 10107
PE 41,578 90 D 0 0 1.576 :

. 93 0 0 .

CONST - 1,111,784 0 D 0 . D) ’ 0 0. : 0. 1,111,784

TOTAL 1.153.36') _ -0 _ D] 0 D I o 0 . 0 S . 1, 153.360

u474 SICNAL REPLACFMENT-14 Loﬂnrlmsnxuuxuxaqsstsaeu:unananxuuuw:Mununuxuuuuxuuuuuuuunxuuusm(xuununu r‘ISC 80080
. CONST - 384,983 Q0 D 0 Q , 0. . Q0 . 0 386,083

-TOTAL 386, 083 .0 . D] .0 9 [+ B (] g S 0 386,083

na75 NEUY SICNALS-S Lacmml\!s-pmnmo BLU:) ET ALnuunnnanqsuu4ucnuuunxnauununuuuaxunuuuuuxnuuuw MISC 78122

CORST 129, 3 ’ 0 » 0 0 0 129,310 )

TOTAL ) 129, 310 0 0 : 0 T ’ o -0 , 0. : 0 _ 129,310

1476 COLUMBIA BLU[) (3) HEU TRAFFIC sI(;NALSunun15#650:(452!““:!:“uunxxuxnuuuxunuuxuu!uuuuunnuuxnuxuuuuuan FAU9956 78026. -

CONST 221,498 . J. D 0 0 0 221,46

TOTAL 221. 698 . 0 B g - 0 _ D) 0 o 0‘ : -0 221. 698

#4277 NE SAMDY BLYD AT SOTH AND 7o'm-|~Eu sxcum_s:nunwészmssuuuﬂnxwaxunuuunxnxmuuuuuuauuuxuunnunuuan FAU9326 78120 -
CORST . 44,724 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44,724
TUTAL 44.724 0 o o - DR ) D 0 - 44,724



: HMETROPOILITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
- . TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
’ INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR. GUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING DBLIGATIOHS FCR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

'PRELIMINARY FY1985 HICHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN
. CITY OF PORTLAND

PHASEA e 19-Mar-85

CCEN304.DAT - L . e ' PAGE 14
HARLB.TXT o A . o
M oeL1cATIONS L . . - _ ‘
. FECERAL PENDING . BASE SOFT 1985. 1987 - 1983 POST 1988~ AUTHIRIZED PLWGH =

‘ CIT( OF PORTLAND (CONTINUED)
l!;'478 COLLMBIA BLUD AT 47TH-NEU TRAFFIC SIGNALM«unnéﬂanqsquuwuuannuuuunxununuuuuuuuxuuxuuuxuuuun FAU9956 80040
£ 0

1,410 0 o . 0 0 1,410

CONST . 38,208 0 C 0 0 ' 0 . 0 38,208

) TUI'F«L 39,4618 0 0 . 0 : 0 0' - 0. 0 39,618
u%79 sy CAPITDL AT HUBER-NEU TRAFFIC SIGNAL“M:“uésanssunnquxuuuunuuuuuuuuuunnxuuunxuuuuunxuunnunan FAU9407 10032

- CONST 60,810 - Q -0 0 ) (1] R S 0 60,810
TOTAL 60.810 0 D) o - : D) _ 0 - 0 0 - 460,810
)N&O COLISEUN A’\‘EA TRA.’FIC SIG&-J_S-SIGNAL mpaovsngﬂruanuxx&srnasqﬁézuuuxnnunuuuunuunuxuaununnuuuuun MISG 78119 -
CONST 390, 000 0 D) 0 0 0 , R ‘ .0 390,000
TUTAL T 390,900 e A o 0 ) 0 S ] 390,000 '
u481 CIT(I-IIDE SICNAL SYSTEN ANALYSISNnunxxé{,wsssussaxs?qﬁs?uuu:uunuuuxuuuunuuuunuxxuuuuuxnaunuuuuuxuu HISC - 80042 .
PE 795,474 0 D] 0 9 0 795, 474.. L
CONST 1,964. 303 0 388, 30') . -0 - 350,900 : A ¢ S 0 , 0 1,802, 600
TUTAL 1.859. 774 - : 0 - 388, 30-) o 0 L 350,900 o ) 0 0 2,598: 074
ne? CBD TRAFFIC SIGML RE’L@LEHENTS UNIT ﬁ-21 LDCATIONSuununné&i14'<éauuuuunxuuunuunnnuunuuuunnuuuununnuu MISC 790'28 '
CORST 643,922 0 0 0 D) 0 0 0 645,022
TUTAL 645,022 0 _ I . 0 D : 0.. 0 0 645. 022 :
ﬂEB?' CBD TR?FFI%S"GNnL REPLACOEHENTS UN[T B-BANFIELD LRY CORRIDORuuuauu662u589ﬂ3u““ﬂ“ﬂuﬂsnﬂuuﬂnﬂ!guﬂﬁﬂi%sgn 84071

0 ’

"~ CONST 1,050,228 0 . 0 v -0 B B 0 0 0 1,050,228
TOTAL .1, 160,500 0 L EEE o 0 D) 0 .0 0 1,160,500
#3484 INTERSTATE AT TILLAMOOK-SIGNAL REP Lgct-'nmrununnuuééenqsiuunuuunuuuuuuuuuunuuuixuunuuaunuuuuu FAU?341 80005 .
PE 2:04) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 ~ 2,040
CONST 28,033 .0 : ) - '0 : D) 0 : 0 .0 28,033 '

" TOTAL 32973 0 . 9 -0 . . 0 , 9 [ I 30,073 ..



HMETROPOLITAN SERUICE DISTRICT.
TRANSPORTATION IMDROVEHENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OSLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-050-84

PENDIHG OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELIHINAQY FY1985 HICHUAY ALLOCATIM PLAN
. CIT( OF . FORTLAND

PHASEA B - ‘ ) T o 19-Mar-85-

. 6LER304.DAT L S o o : : - o PAGE 15
fAR198. TXT B . , o } _ S S
- OBLIGATIONS——— L _ | . - o
FEOERAL PENDING = BASE SOFT 1986 - . 1987 1988 . POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH

. CII'f OF PORTLAND (COMTINUED)
;EB‘) 821D AVE (67)551(:1%; REPLA;ENENTS—SANDY)TU up“H[NGmeuaxuwsoansaouuuuunuxugunuuunuuuumxnunuuaguxuu FAU??%S 80061

6,6 9
CONST 193, 148 : 0 o - 0 0 0. 0 0 193:148
TOTAL 199,771 0 : D 2 0 : 9 0 -0 S ¢ 199,771
B4 COLII!B"A B VD—DB.AJAQE T0. CHAUTAuwAwuuzx712n633n564uua:wnnmatmmwnnuxxuuunwnuunmunnnunnunmf FAU9956 10131
PE . 118,1%) 0 0 0 ) 0. o .0 118,150 :
R/U D 0 - 255,000 0 0 0. 0 255,000
CORST D 0 9 - 0 1.377.850 0 0 0 1,377,850
RESKRY - 9 0 D] 0 0 -0 0. 0 0
TUTAL 118. 150 0 255. 00') ‘ 0 1,377, 850 0 2 0. 1,751,000

g;géuSE FOSIER RD)IﬂPRO&'EI‘ENTS(—)lZZI'D T0 JENI;E RDnauuuuﬂiqas?su%su;umﬁnunuuusununuuu:nusuuuuuuuusuuuu FﬁU9776 10144

TDTAL 9 . Q. D} o . 0. . 0. . Q ’ . -0 0
sgB?GMRTHUEST RIC{SHAQ:-mmunsu72‘!x506\mnuuuuuuux:nxﬂuuum:unuuunuuuuuuguuuunu:nun;uﬂnnunnuunuuuux N/A 7 1C090
100D . D o . .9 .

TOTAL - 85:‘)00 . o - 0 0 D] 0 . o 0 85:000

xag? BANFIELD FIRE mexuaxuﬂzqumnnnuuxuuulnuxuuuuuuanqunxunaumuuuuuuuuxuxunnnunnnnuuuxs FAP68 00000.
PE 0 . 17,000 - . .0 0 0 0 0 . 17,000
. TOTAL - 0 o Q9 17,009 c 0 0 0 . 0 17,000

Hag0 sy vrmcm sms-_'_gr—aom AVENUE TO OLESON Roucuumuux726u313u357a396u634u413auuunuxxuxuuuusunuunnuunuuuua FAU?S?B 10133
PE 8, 939 © 23,000 0 0 0 231,930
TUTAL _ 208. 93-) o 0 - 23,000 o .0_ : . 0 0 ' Q 0 231,930



METROPOLITAM SERVICE DISTRICT.
TRANS”DRTATIDN IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM :
NTERSTATE TRAKRSFER PROGRAI
FEDERAL OSLIGATIONS FUR GUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELII"I[NARY FY1985 HICHWUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY OF FORTLAND

PHASEA - , . 19-Mar-85 e : |
@LEC304.DAT A : - _ . ' - PACE 14 -
MARL7B. TXT g - | , : |
- DBLICATIONS-———- . S , : o
- FEDERAL PEMDING ~ ° BASt SOFT 1985 1987 - 19688 - -POST 1988 - AUTHORIZED PLNGH

CIIf OF PORTLAND (COHTIMUED) : -
¥491 MARGUAM RAMP SIREET Imnovermns—sr u:.rsn/mmn.t./mnommawswnunnmusuumnxnxnsnxnumunnmuumn FAU9366 10132

PE 37, 400 . 0 37400
COMST - D) 0 L. 459, 000 B 0 207,950 - - . . 0 D 0 . 657. 050
TDI'AL 37, 400 0 450, o0 0 207,952 0 0 : 0 694. 450
%492 820D AVEWF-DNISION T0 CRYSTAL SPQIMGS-UNITS 12 2Rnuuuxnn73\,ﬁ67xunnnuxuuuunnxnuuuuuunununnnuuxx FAU9713 79049
PE 206, 422 0 D D] 0 0 b, 422
R/7U. 0 D 0 1,404, 200 "0 0 0 . 1,404,200
CONST D) 0 D] 0 586,500 525,130 0 0 1,111,630
TOTAL 206, 422 0 0 ~ 0 1,990,709 525,130 0 0 2,722,252
o na93 CITY OF P"RTLMD REGIOHAL TRAI\LBIT/HIGHUA{ IHPROU'-'I‘ENT PROJECTSG!“8Mu749!469!470!568nﬂ!!!nwﬂuunﬂ!nnﬂuu 0 00000
RESRV 0 0 0 0 0 0 - 948, 648 948,648 .
. TUTAL - 0 0 ' - ,-) S0 0 _ 0 . Q 948, 448 948, 648 -
w94 MY FROMT A\IE-GLISM TO CDU"‘H(EVERETT-FRONT CONNECTOR)HmnnﬁSin o7numwuuxuuuunuuuxnuunnnuxuuuuxm FAU9300 10140
PE 1594120 0 Q 0 0. 0 159,120
R/U ) : 0 & 800 0 9 : 0 . 0 0 4,800
CDNbT 0 3 0 1,622,450 0 0 0 0 0 1,622,450
RESRV 9 o Q- 0 2 -0 0 145,790 145,790
vTDTAL‘ - 159,129 0 1.629.250 0 D 0 0 145,790 A1.934.160

1499 N we«'owm UAY—LN[D“! AVENUE TO HARINE DRIUExuauaxnnzha?eac -sqnuauunnxxauunuuununuaunuaunuuaunuauu FAUP940 10149'—

PE- 270,300 0 ) D 0 0 o 270,300
RAU 21,232 0 - 0 S D} 0 0 o 21,250
CONST . 2,329,802 0 447:828 -0 D3 0 0 0 2,777,630
TOTAL 2» 621,352 0o 447,828 - 0 DI 0 0 0 3,069,180

LR/ LMQLLOCA"’ED RF‘SERF—CITY G" POQTLA.IDuxuxuan?BBud?qnanuuuxuuuuuuuuuuuaxauuuunuuuuxuuxuunwxnu N/A - 00000
RESRV 9 0 D) 0. ‘ 0 - 162,575 162,575
TOTAL -) ’ 0. ) T ¢ } ) , 0 ) 0 162,575 162,575




. . . - N . . LN N . ; ’, R - - . - . .

HETROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM ,
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM - '
FEDERAL CBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING DBLIGATIDNS FOR 'PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

" PRELIHINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CITY OF PORTLAND

PHASEA ' R 19-Har-85

QCEC304,DAT R | : - - L 'PAGE 17

AR198. TXT _ :
-——--OBLIGRTIONS B : . : ' : o :
FEDERAL =~ - PEMDING _ . BASE SCFT - . 1988 . 1987 1988 : POST 1988  AUTHORIZED PLNG“ :

CITYr OF PORTLAND (CONTIHUED)

R4/ PEDESTQIMS?%HOOL SIGNH.—N; 47TH NEI\U; AND OREGONngunuuuao1u57§x613aunuuuu3unuuxnuuxasxumnuuuusaunu Fgug?g7 10207

PE q

CONST 35,994 - 0, - 5,588 0 g D ' 0 _ 0 C 0 - 40, 682
TIJmL . 39,912 - o =) 588 . 0 J 0 : 0 .0 45,500
1498 BAM-‘IELD FREEUAY-CITY BRIDGE REPAIR uoaknmunueoaus?:anmauuuuuuuunuuuuunuunuxnxuxuuuuuuux FAISA
CORRT D 0 387,875 0 0 .0 0 387,875
TOTAL B 0o - 387, 875 0 9 0 0 0 387, 875
#HOP OBLIGATICML AUTH(}RITY RESERVE—CIT{ oF PORTLANDxxuuw:833;14774““nuunxnnnunununxuuunuuannznuuxununqnu WA

" RESRV _ 3,752,000 0 D] 0 0 -3,750,000 -

TuraL - 0 0 3,750,000 o 0 ‘ o o 0 =3,750,000 - o -0
%®109 SIGHA:. WIFIMTIM(3)-?ERW PDRTLA*JD«!Mduxusqonqéc)nuunuux:ununuannxnnxnunuuuuunuauuuunuxxﬂnnu mc:c
PE 7 0' 0 0 9 0. -0 , 0 7,100
CoNsT : o 0 : 76,500 - Q7 0 0 o - . 0 - 76,500
TUTAL 7.100 "0 76,500 - : 0 "9 . 0 ’ 0 -0 83,600
1101 NEu CBD TRAFFIC SIGMALS(S)auununnaﬂn%ixuxuuuuuuuxmunnusuuxuuunnuununuuuuuunmnnunuuuunxuununauuu MISC
PE 18,800 . 0 0 0 0 18,800
CONST | D R 0 205, 00-) 0 O ) 0 - . : .0 205,000
TUTAL " 18,800 0 209: o 0 _ VO o 0 0 ‘ 0 223,800

1102 SIGNAL RnFLﬁC&ﬂENTa(ZZ)xunnunuuauuaécuMSstm“uuunxxnaxuana:nnuuxuuununnxuxnunuuauuuunxnxxuxuuuuunxuu HISC

PE 33,009 0 4,500 _ 0 ) Q 0 Q 0 37,500
CONST : D) Q0 - 856,600 ‘ 0 0 . 0 0 0 856, 600
TOTAL - 33,909 .0 - 861,109 - N : 0 o 0 0 T (1} 894, 100

00000
84001

84003

84002



HETROPOLITAH SERVICE DISTRICT
. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEHENT PRDGRAN
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR GUARTER EMCING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLICATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84.

PRELII‘IINARY FY1983 HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLﬁN
CITY-OF PORTLAND

PHASEA : : : o Co 19-Har-85 . ) . . . C
S0EC304.DAT C . ] . o . PAGE 18
MAR19B. TXT- . . _ o : ) :
- -—--UBLIGGTIONS--“ . T .

FEDERAL PENDING BASE - . SCFT ‘ 19848 - 1987 ) 1988 pUST 1983 AUn"lORIZED PLNGH

CITY OF -PORTLAND (COMNTINUED) '
#1103 ME ROLLADAY LRT TRAFFIC SIGNA'.S“!uxan«SWumnuunnuaaaa:aanuxnxuunuuuuunnuuuuunxuununnuuxnuuu FAU9903 ooooo :

CONST 696,900 0 0 0 .0 0 0 694,900

TOTAL . 696.900 . 0 o 0 -0 0 S ¢ Co 0 0 696, 900

;éoq su B'RTHA BLUD-SU UERmmoTO BAR;ith Bwounnnunumss?ausﬂauuu:;uuuxuuuxuusnuuuuxusunuuxuuuu;uunnniz’?ungo 84078
R/ 3 g b 0 9,350 : 0 0 ’ 5330

CORST D] o 0 0 671,359 0 V) 0 671,350

TOTAL -9 0 141,950 0 . 682, 7C0 0 0 0 822, 650

¥105 NE LDHBA?D/COLUI’%SI& BLVD UIA IE &0TH Q\Muxnunuxusszﬁa?uunuxuuxuuuuuuuunuuu:unuuuunuuxuuuunu FAU9917 90011 |
PE 212,923 0 - 52,000 . . 0 0 0 0 262,925

TOTAL 212. 225 0. 52,000 .o 0 0 . 0 . 0 0 262,925

;106 N RIV’-‘QGA'E%RIW -SLOUGH gQIDGE STREETOAPPROA{:HESNSHan»esansr&;uuuuuwuuusuuuuuuus»u:nnauuusuuan SAU§9§B 10244

COrST 691,979 0 . 441,355 0 -0 0 0 -0 -..1,132,623
. TOTAL 722.945 S L 441.555 0 .0 -0 ¢ -0 1,164,500
. #1107 NE GERTZ/lSTH-VA.E,OWER UAY TO r;ERRITT/FAzmnuuuu857u577au1axndxuuunnunuuuuuuuauauxuuﬂuuuunau“u FAU?961 84051 '
PE 62,611 9 0 13,929 0 0 0 78,340 :
ST 0 o 0 ’ 9 0 . 688,560 0 : 0 0 688, 560
TuTﬁL ' 62,611 0 - 0 -0, 704.489 : o o 0 767,100
‘ ulOS RIRPORT WAY-1205 TO 148TH AVE-UNII quunuuuaseusmuuunuuu4uunxanuuunuunuuutuwmmuuunxnxanuuuuuuu FAU9940 84022
PE 397, 80') 0 300,000 . 0 21,005 0 0 0 718,805
CONST 0 0 -0 0 - 1,889,600 : 0 0 1,889,600

. TOTAL 397:80') 0 302,000 ' o 21,003 1, 889:600 o 0 o 0 - 2,608,405



.

.. METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
. TRANSHORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
_FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84 =

~ PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD EMDING 31-DEC-84

PRELIHINARY FY1985 HICHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CIT‘( OF PORTLAND

PHASEA : o S . 19-Mar-85 .

. @CEN304.DAT Y L C : S - : PAGE 19
MARI9B.TXT - : S : . . .
-—--omc:.nous—-—-— o . N :
FEDERAL PENDING ~  BASE ' SOFT 1985 1987 . - 1988 POST.1988 _AUTHORIZED PLNGH

N/ : -y

CITY OF PORTLAND (CONTINUED) -
%109 AIRPORT uqr—ﬂs 1481H TO ﬂE 168]‘}{-UNIT muaunnn&s%sauxnuuuuuunuuuanunuuuunauuuuuxuuuuuuxxuuu FAU9940 84022 :

CONST . _ 0 0 1,344, 300 0 - 1,364,300 :
. TOTAL o : o . v), : o 9 .0 1,344,300 o 0 1,364,300

' uuo AIRPO‘!"' UAY-HE 1681H TO 1815TMMDY-UNITT IIIxuuxuxueansnauuuunnxunnuuuunuuuuunnuuuuuuunuuuuuuunununu FAU9940 84022
CONST D) 0 ) 0 0 3,783,800 -0 3,783,800
- TOTAL - D2 -0 . O A 0 C 0. A 0. 3783,800 0 3,783,800

TOTAL CITY OF PORTLAND

835.451 - 60,737 -0 8,500 8 7,243,297

PE 6. 308, 609 0 0

2,445,266 - 0 261, 800 0 2,479,450 . - 0 - 0 5,186,516
CDNST 44, 320,875 -0 7,639,222 0 12,882,620 2,414,730 5,990,809 - . 0 73,248,247
GERTG © 83,900 ' 0 J 0 0 0 0 0. - 85,000
RESRV . P 0 .3,750,009. 0 , 0 9 7,104,254 10,854,254
TOTAL 55,159,750 0 0 . 13,422, 807' 2,414,730 3,999,300 7,104,254 96,617,314

12,516,473

CBLTCATION AUTHIRITY: 67,676,223



METROPOLITAN SERUICE DISTPICT
~ TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAH _
INTERSTATE TRARSFER PROCRAf .
FEDERAL CBLIGATIONS FOR GUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PEPIDD EMDIHG 31~DEC-64

PRELIMINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
MULTHOMAH COUNTY

PHASEA ‘ S © 19-Mar-85

eCEC304.DAT - S o . e ' ' IR PACE 20
NARLIZB.TXT _ : . o :
| =m===—e(BL IGATIONG~—~——-~ : . ‘ A . _ : . _
FEDERAL PENDING - B&‘?E , SOFT . 1986 1987 - 1988 . POST 1988 - AUTHORIZED PLNG#-
%111 SELLUWOOD BQIDGE PPOJECTMunxnuunszwé?mouqséuszzuuqxuxuxumm4mutumwuuxunnuxuumnxxuunnuuuuuunx! FAU9704 76031 .
CONST: 903, 434 0 . 0 0 0 0 0. 203, 436
RESRV D) 0 0 c 0 0 0 . 0 0
TUTAL 903.436 . 0 ' ') o 0 N -') -0 . 0 - [ 903,436
1112 238TH AVE IﬂFROU’-‘f‘-ENT—lP RRYNG T0 HALSEY Srwnnuuassuoznuuuumﬂmnuxxnnnuuununuuuunnnxnnuuu:x FAU9877 78009 o
PE 36,216 0 0 0 0 0 36,216
R/U 16,267 0 o 0 : D] 0. ' 0 0o - 16, 267
CONST . .275,20D 0 D] (4] D] ’ 0 0 0 275,200
‘ TOTAL 327, 683 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 . 327, 683
x113 EAST CMT(9§IGNAL PROECTS-SMRK/"&NDOIMLSEY,’AOQNDguuuuu1'27:299u403uuuuxu3uunxuuuxsuunuunusuu:um ?55%1 80037
CONHT 466,842 i o -) . "0 0 .0 : Q- 0 466: 842
TOTAL 481. 433 ’ ) ( o - D) 0 .0 S ¢ 481, 433
‘3(-1:14 24200 hti'g TS II'PRO&'E!'.ENTS—DWISION Toict_rapmaanuugs138u299>331n379u404uuxu3unmmusxuuguuunuuuuguuu gﬁuggﬂ 80047
CORST 522, 749 -8 2509 0 0 : 0 0 526,747
RESRV 0 D) 0 0 0 0 ’852.347 852,347
TOTAL S41‘o593 o '16: 691 0 0 -0 0 832,347 1,410, 631
'uus 25711{ AVE IHPROVEMENT & EXTENSION-COLUMBIA HUY TO STAR.( STuuuuuuS%aoo“nnuuuuumwuuuxnnnununnnnum FAU9883 80048
PE .148,927 0 74,759 D] -0 .0 0 222,777 .
R/AY D) 0 1,224,909 . 0‘ S b "0 _ .0 0 1,224,000
CONST _ D) 0 1,847,653 0 -) 0 0 0 1,847,653
TOTaL . 148,027 -0 3, 144, 403 0 0 0 0 3.294. 430

!1116 SE. 72'\01;:'%{81!21!"] ION—DUI{E TQ CLACKAMS COUNTY: LINE!Kﬂﬂ"ﬂﬁ16'53!335#3!RN!!!NNS!!!!!N!!‘J!NNSNNQ!lllﬂ(ﬂl!!gx#!mﬂi nggggS 80083
Q

CthT ' 367,113 0 . 0 0 9 L. 0 : 0 o o 567,115
TOTAL 584,915 - . 0 9 .0 S0 0 0 Y] 384,915




. . . . . Lt . . - . N N -

~ METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT .
TRANSHORTATION IFPROVEMENT PROGRAM -
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM :
FEDERQL OBLIGATIDNS FOR C'UFRTER ENDIHG 31-DEC-84

PE'NDII\'G OBLIGATIOha FDR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELINIHARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLDCATION PLAN-
- . MULTHOMAH COUNTY -

pmqm L : . . - 19-Har-85 : . L -
| @LEC304.DAT B S : A : L ‘ - ’ PAGE 21
MAR198. TXT . . I : ' : - : : _ :
- ~——-—0BLIGATIONS———--
FEDERAL

PENDING .BASE.  SOFT 1986 - 1987 1988  POST 1988  AUTHORIZED pLMcu'

MULTNOMAH COUNTY (CONTIHUED) ' )
%117 BURNSIDE BRIOGE RESURF ACIMu AMD .mmsuuunnuésusasxxuuu:mtuxuuxuxuuuuuuxxuuxu:unuuuunxxunuuuuu FAU9326 77017

‘ PE 5,974 (1] 0 0 - Q 0 5,974
CONST - 284,518 ‘0 S B : 0 . D) (N 0 0 284,518
-TUTAL 290, 492 . [ D I 0 D -0 . 0 - 0 290,492 -
%118 BRMMY BRICGE RMFMIm-ﬁsxnxx!uunMnaeqnnxaunn:nunuxansmununnxnnunuuuuunuuunnnnnnxnnnnxx FAU?318 77048'
PE S:54) 0 D] 0 Q0. : 0 0 _ 0 5,540
CONST 87,276 .0 -). . 0 0. 0 . o J 0 .87,276.
TOTAL 92,816 o o L 0 ; 0 _ o -9 0- 92,8146
uél? 2215!‘/'5?3R[5)-POUELL BLAD Tg FARISS QD-U!;ITS 12 Zunnsuuun“OS:SBS»SBAMOSunusuu"nuuunsun:nunxuuuusuunuz;gugeﬂ 77078 |
RAI . 1,100:990 0 9 0 9 0 0 S LI
CORST 1,907,171 0 Q0 -0 0 0 -Q : 0 1,907,171
TOTAL: 3,375,730 0 D 0 l) 0 9 . 0 3,375, 730

;édo FﬁIR»"FU AJEZSIGHALIZATIO’\' AT HALSEY S‘);T AHD AT SANIgY BLV"‘”“1“;1!212!4063“!3““"“ﬂ“g““““““sﬂﬂﬂ FAUZB67 78008

CONST 40,344 0 D I 0 -0 0 ) 9 0 40,346
vTDTﬁL 43:618 : L 9 -0 0 0 : 9 ' 0 43:618

0

;éﬁ 1821~)D A;W%)UID"NIN—DIVISION ST TO POUELL aLUcuxnxuunu213u3"‘oago7ununnmmlunuunn4nuuxuunxnnnunxunsnmnxa ggm%i 78010.'

0 0
R/U 72,25 0 ") 0 0 0 . 0 72,250
CONST . 1,030,702 0 D] 0 0 0 0 , 0 1,030,702
RESRV Q- 0 0 0 9 0 0 84, 263 84,263 .
TUTAL 1,156, 652 0 D 0 9 -0 o 84,263 1,240,915

. !1?2 22181 g&'ENUE-POL’PLL THRGL'G'-{ JOHN"O-*I ggEEK BRIDuE-(l 2 '“““!214!4(‘8”412““”“x""“3““““”““3"““4{)‘“}9887 78012 .
‘ 124

1009 0 0 0
R/'U 342, 635 0 85. 4LA3 -0 & -0 Q 0 428, 100
COh'qT 2,039,169 0 . 9 0 . "9 0 0 "0 2,039,169
RESR L. -9 0 233, 931 0 0 0 9 106,733 340, 684
TUTAL 2. 664,804 0 443,996 0 D) 0 DR 106,733 3,215,533



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSFORTATION IMPROVEFMENT PROCRAM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAf
-FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-058-84

PENDING OBLICATIDHS FOR PERIOD ENDINS 31-DEC-84

PRELIMINARY FY1985 HICHUAT ALL[EATION PLGN
MULTNAMAH COUNTY

PHASEA o o " . 19-Mar-85

eCEC304.DAT . . S o TR | g , " pAGE 22
HARI?B T , : ) R : ' :
—=—=—-08L IGATIONS -~ ; o . ) L . ‘ '
FECERAL PENDING BASE SOFT - 1986 1987° 1988 - POST 1988 - AUTHORIZED ~PLHGH
FULTNOMAH COUNTY (COMTIMUED). = - ' '
;123 CHERRY zgagenn/zslm DQIVE-242'~D ﬁUE TD TRO(m)ALF' RDwuuuxh216u409uxuuuuuuuuuauuuuxxaguuuuauuuguuuuu §7AU9880 78011 -
. ) [+} .
- COMST 591,239 ' 0 _ : 0 Lo -0 D - 0 - 0 ‘ 0 591,239
TOTAL 639, 126 o . ' 0. 0 i 0 (+ S -0 . 0 - 639,126
3124 SENDY aLgoqcoaamm-wm AVE TO 162ND ngx1&!!!!;244:4261(4274(,0.5;“unnnnuuusxammunnuusnxuaunnnnsnnnn ;909326 78049
rRAY 41,999 0 0 0 0 K 0 0 .0 41, 990
CONST 453,163 D] D) 0 0 C -0 9,597 0 442,760
RESRV 0 0 0 0 0 . "0 0 -95 =95
TOTAL 572, 568V 0 Q 0 D) .0 9597 , ~-95 582,070
ul?‘.) E BURHSIDE-SE 22‘38') T0 SE POUFJ_L BLVD—CONSmmrmﬂuxuuxnzsz1410&431umnxununuununnuuxnuuuuuuxuuxxumﬂ FAU9822 76034
CONST 1,634, 200 0 J ) 0 0 0 ‘ 0 1,634,200 ~
RESRV : 0 : )] 0. 0 : 0 0 _ 0 0
TOTAL 1:634-200 ' o .- B ) ] 0 ) D o .. 0 -0 1.634;200
#126 POUELL AdD 190TH IHTERSECTID‘\I IrIPROUErENTwuuunz?:-hsmuuu1atmuuxuuuuuuuuuxuunnudnnuuuuuunxuunnuuumw FAP24 77064
~ PE 133,34) 0 0 0 B+ 0 . 179,562
RAU 9 : 0 748. 00-) 0 0 0 : 0 748, 000
CONST D] 0 : D) 0- 1,672, 80-) 0 0. 0 1,672,800
RESRV : 0 o . D2 0 0 - 0 . ~134,388 -134, 388
TOTAL © 153,340 0 774.222 0 1,672, 800 0 0 ~-134, SBB 2,463,974
n12/ BURM'SIUE ST-STARK TO 223RD Muuuuxnn294n411u533uuxnxuwe wanannuununxnuuuuun:mnmun:xuuauxnuunnu FAU9B22 76034
RAW - 223,239 0 0 -0 )] 0 o . 0 225, 250
CON‘ST 1,757, 521 o .- D) 0. )] 0 S0 0 1,757,521
RESRV o 15. 704 0 D 0 0 - 422,775 638, 479
0 15,704 0 D 0.

.TUTF«L 1,982, 771 -0 ‘622,775 2,621,250




METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEFENT PROGRAH _
- INTERSTATE TRANSFER . PROGR
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS .FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

~ PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84 .
o PQELIHINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLDCATION PLAN

. . MULTROAH COUNTY
PHASEA | g L . 19-Mar-85 - , :
80EC304.DAT | - S o - | . PAGE 23
HAR198. TXT . o , L o
—-BLIGATIONS—— - | - o
FEGERAL ~ PENDING . BASE . SOFT 1986 1987 1988 POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH

TIULTNOMAH COUNTY _C(CONTIMNUED)

;é?B SYLUVAN/SKYLINE IfWQO’JEI‘ENTS—UICIN;TYg SUNSET HIG#-IUAY““““BSIl32’“399*433l459l543l574“%!!“ﬂ"!!!“"lﬂlggoo 10138

29, 0 0 0 00
R/U 9 0 0 0 1,243,009 -0 0 0 1.243.000
CONST 9 0 - 23,800 0 - 318,000 -0 o - -0 341,800
RESRY ) R D] .0 D) 0 0 115,200 . 115,200
TOTAL 29,759 0 : 94, 050 0 1,561,300 0 0 115,200 1.800. 000
nl?'? 0Bl IGATIONAL HITHORITY RESER%F MULTNOMAH - comwununwxsadudmannnnuunnnnnuuxnnuuuu:unuuuuxuuxuuuunuu N/& 00000
REV .9 759, 000 0 0 0 0 =750, 000 0
TUTAL 0 0 752,000 0 o 0 "0 -750,000 - 0
n130 SE STARK SIREET-zqzm mfuus TO 257TH avENUEuxuuuuean'zzqsqoo)aqtqnuuuuuxunuuunuuuuxuauuxuxwuuxuuu FﬁU?SlO 10206
pPE 20, 409 55,082 0 0. .0 D | 0 75,480
" RAS 0 O 850 0 - - Q 0 -0 -0 850
LomsT 0 1,004,130 0 - 0 . -0 0 1,004, 150
TOotAl. . - 20.400 0 1,060,08) (v} 9 -0 o 0 . 1,080,480
TOTAL MULTNOHAH COUNTY )
PE 1,194.315 0 363,573 -0 0 0 0 0 1,557: 688
R/ 1,888,392 0 2,058,315 -0 1,243,000 0 - Q 0 5,189,707
CONST 12, 560.647 0 2,879,603 0 1, 990,807 -0 9,597 0 17,440,647
- RESRV - 9 0 999, 655 0 D) 0 : 0 894, 835 1,894, 490
TO1AL 1'5.643.354 .0 0 3,233,809 .0 ?,597 894,835 26,082,731

6,301, 144

OBLIGATION HUITHORITY: : " 21,944,500



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
" TRANSEORTATION IHPR‘DV'-'HENT PROGRAHM
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL CBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER EHDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD E}DING 31-DEC-84

PRELININARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
CLACKAMAS coumv

PHASEA 2 L - © . 19-Mar-gS

80EC304.DAT | . ' _ e . PAGE 24

HAR198. TXT _ , _ . - A SRR :
| ~==—==0BLICATIONG——=-= ' . S : S .
FEGERAL, PEMDING © . BASE SOFT . 1986 . 1987 1988 . .POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLMGH

CLATKAMAS COUNTY
#131 LOUVER B%NEgaFERQ{ RD—HA"RONA TO SU .JEAt{xuxuuuua631271n368u415:3nnuuuuuuuuguunnxxuunuxsnxnuunuanu«unuw FAU9473 80104_

" Red ) _ ‘ 0 525,583
CONST ‘497,137 ' 0 . D I 0 ] -0 o 0 497,137
 TOTAL 1.')22. 720 e 0 y 9 . 0 o - 0 o9 0 1,022,720
1132 82ND DRIVE-HIGHUWAY 212 T0 1205- CONSTRUCTIONM®MMSE MM 7E 14371555 1 4 0 2 2830 7t 238 20 58 3 3 24 34 34 30 30 3 34 26 2E 36 3838 0 8 30 00 3820 00 o JE 26 34 24 3030 34 24 06 30 M 302404 4 FAU%SS 76048
CORST 393: 474 0 D 0 D} 0 Q0 0 . 393,474
TUTAL 393, 474 0 D o - : D] 0 I 0 393.: 474

#133 SLmy‘SIgg QDAD—STEUENS Rcﬁo TO 1221-40 UNIT Iunxuuuxx??uszsuuusuxuuuxuauuuuuuanuuxuguunnuuxuusnuun g?ugga 77147
PE ‘ .

0 0
‘R - 148, 750 0 0 0 0 0 .0 - 148,730
CONST = . 342,912 - 0 "0 0 O 0 0 0 342, 12
TDTAL 513,507 0 _ 0 0 0 9 0 513: 507
%134 SUNNYSIDE QOAD R"A:.IM‘(T—O 25 NI UEST oF 142ND (s CURV‘-')N!1“"“78*438“"““"““1*““"“""“““““ FAU?718 77149
" CONST 172,317 - 0- 9 0 9 0 0 0 172,517
TOTAL 172,517 - 0 .9 ‘ 0 0 ' 0 ' 9 ; 0 172, 517
4135 DSUEGO CREF'K BQIDG!' (0R43) - BRIDGE REPLACE!‘IENT AND NEU BIKELAY"1n“!R103078*3711!442!463*512%528“"!““!N““ FAU9565 76085
PE - 8,834 0 0 0 ) 0 -Q 0 98,856
R/V 37: 633 0 -0 0 0 0 37,635
CONHT 1,836,168 Q . EO: 152 0 0 0 0 - 0 1,916,320
RESRV 0 0 9 0 D] 0 9 6,434 6,434
TUT(-"L 1,972,659 0 80,152 0 D] 0 D] _ 6. 434 2,059,245

u136TcS;EGo g‘I‘GHUhY(OQ‘B) AT CEDAR OA'(S—LEFT TURN Rr_Fl.R;LQudxwuunansz?uunuuuuuuuuununanuusxumuaauunxsauuauu gmgas 78118.
CONS 0 9 0 ) .0 _
TOTAL 34,438 - . 0 L R o D) 0 o . 0 3_4. 438




- .. . N . . . - . T, . - . R - . -

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT -
TRANE:ﬁORTATIDN IHPQOVEHENT PROGRAN
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM .

_FEDERAL OBLIGQTIONS FOR. QUARTER ENDIHG 31—DEC-84

- PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84
PRELII'I[NARY FY1985 HIGHUAT ALLI]:ATION PLAN
CLACKANA

_ A S COUNTY
PHASEA - : =  19-far-85 . . o -
. @ET304.DAT T o L ' - PAGE 25
HARISB. TXT . : - A o | _ | B
. ———--0BLICATIONG---—= | - . ’ ' o
FEDERAL PEMDING. .  BASE ~ ©  SOFT = - 1986 1987 1968 POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH

CLACKAMAS COUNTY (CONTINUED) .
: ﬂé&‘? HIG&NA‘(“?ZlZa%ﬁPRO‘JErENTS (()1205 EAaT TO_HIGHUAY 224)sﬂN!ﬁ!ﬂ1244288!(289*3763!514!530““iu!usunmuxuuunswuu FAP7gS 77037 .

' 0, 5 D, 470,

. R . 2,874,709 0 9 0 0 -0 Q 0 2,874,700
CONST - 4,638,476 0 3 0 9. 0 0 0 - 4,638,476
RELRV . .. 9 0 442,277 0 0 0 9 0 442,277
TUTAL 8,203, 711 0 442,2 0 .0 L I 0 0 8,445,989

%138 ORECON CITY BYPASS-PARK PLM:E T0 COIRM;ITY COLLEGE!SM“!ﬁ125h290ﬂ377h378n5153xnuuxuuauuuuxnunuuasumx T8D 76007 '

PE 1,093,950 Q 0 1,093,950

R/U 4,984,109 0 Q e 0 D] 0 0 0 4,986,100

COMST . 15,312,129 ) 0 J i 0 0 0 0 0 15,312,129

RESRV D I -0 947,293 0 0 0 0 - 666,524 1,613,817

TOTAL 21,392,179 0 947, 293 0 0 0 0 666,524 23. 003,996

;139 STATE %RES;SCORRIOOR(ORZIQ)—TEWILLIGER TO LADOuuxuguuA13,5;2961418;(609!":!"3““uuuuuuuuuuuuunuuauuuulgglms 77068
0 )

R/ 0 768,91) 0 0 0 0 0 768,910

CONST 116. 096 0 444, 00') .0 968,729 0 V) 0 1,550,825

RESRV - . o 0 0 0 0 - ¢ . =748, 401 =748, 401

TOTAL 305: 901 0 1, 234: 91') 0 968. 729 0 - Q -7,48. 401 1,761,139

ulno I;LmsmNE/nILw.wn; Suapaﬂ'a Tsmxuunxxu2484428n429a610u4d7uu4nnu:nn:annunnuuuuuuuuuununuuunuuuun MISC 00600

PE - . 212,708 17,479 0 0 -0 0 230,187
R/ 152,623 ' 0 7,782° 0 : 0 . 0 0 .0 160, 405
CONST 1,457,498 0 - 282,919 0 9 0 0 0 1,707,417

- TUTAL 1,822,829 0 275: 18d 0 0 0 0 0 2,098, 009

3141 RAILRO;\g AJEWE/HARHONY Roao-mégoogéwn'ms C8D-UNIT Iun-'Nxdussqb"oswuuusuuuuusuuuunuauuuuunuuuuuquFgU?goz 10037 .

0 0 0
- Rid ') 0 31,992 0 Q 0 0 0 31,992
. CONST ~ 9 0 1,000,000 - 0 . 899,532 0 9 0 1,899,332
©TOTAL 124,992 ¢ 1,095,002 -0 0 0 0 - 2,119,524

899,532



. METROPCLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSOORTATION IMPROVEMENT PRBGRAH
' INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERQL O8LIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

.PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING: 31-DEC—84 o

PRELININARY FY1985 HIGHWAY ALLDCATION PLAN
CLACKAMAS COUhTY .

PHASEA : A | 19-Mar-85,

GLEC304.DAT . o e o L ’ . . PAGE 24
MARI?PB.TXT ) Co : : - ) : o ]
——--OBLIGGTIO“!S-—- .- : ’ X . . . ) - o
FEDERAL PEMDING BASE SOFT 1984 . 1987 ) 1988 POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH -
CLATKAMAS COUNTY (CONTIMUED) i
;142 CLACKAMAS TOWN CENTER SIGNN_qudunnsauaonnuuuunununawu:anxanunxa!uuuuxnnnanxnnuxnuuuunuuuuua N/& 10038

10,530 . _ 0 ‘ D . 0 0 0 10,530
CONST 86. 488 0 . v) 0 D ) o. . 0 86, 488
RESRV - Q -0 D 0 -0 0 . 0 -488 - =488
TDI'AL 97, 018 | O - '_) 0 D) 0 0 . =488 96. 530
143 828D DRIVE-HUY 212 TO CLADSTONE/IZOS ImERCHAM_,Euun“n578».,{-8uu'.muuunnxnuxxnnunxx!uuxuxxuxnuuunumx FAU9653 10051
PE 170,909 10,000 0 DR 0 - 0 0 270, 0
CONST 9 0 : : 0 - 2.206,145 0o - : -0 - 2,206, 145
TOTAL 170. DV B 0 100, 00-) 0 2,206,145 0 0 0 2,476,145
%144 THIESSEN/JFM[NGS CURRIDOR-OAT"IELD RDAD T0 1205muuxu581x.,09n:xuuuuuunuuuuuuunnuﬂxnunu:xunuuunuuu FAUvSS8 10052
PE 145,520 : 0 D] 0 . 0 . 0 145,520
' TUTF«L - 145,520 . 0 ) ') . 0 9 -0 Y 0 143,520
ui14s RQILROAD AVENUE /HARMONY ROAD-BZ!*D/SU’*NYSIOE R"ALIGP!‘!ENT—UNIT IInuuunnunqualauuuunuuxxauu:uunxunuuuuu FAU9702 10037
PE . 34. 830 0 15,150 0 0 g 0 50, 000
RN - 533,809 S0 Q0 0 , 0 , 0 0 533, 800
CONST 0 S 0 451,200 8 0 8 [0 B 0 451,200

- TOrAL 368,650 . 0 - 866,359 D : 0 1,035,000

x14.5 MIALLOCA‘E& RESER\"‘-CLACKA"'»A,: COUNTYHHMin789u458u475u541ux:munuaummsnuaunuunnunuununuxaxxuanauxx N/&
.REGRY 0 0 0 0 0 , 0 ) 0 - 62,812 62,812
TOTAL D) 0 : D 0 O ) 0 0 62,812 62, 812

n147 OBLIGATICNAL AUTHORITY RESERUE—CLACKAHAS COUNTYxanunuaessuq';uquuuuuuxuuuaxuxnuu:x:uauuuuuuunuuuuuu N/A
RESRV 9 0 500, 000 0 0 . 0 0 ~500, 000
TOTAL. _ 9 0. 50-).000 : 0 0 c o : Q -500.090 - [

00000

00000



METROPOLITAN °FRUICE DISTRICT
TRANSFORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAH
-~ INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGFcTIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

" PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PEPIDD ENDING 31-DEC-84 -

PRELIHINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALL[EATIDN PLAN
CLACKAMAS COUNTY

. PHAREA e S » 19-Mar-85 , . o L
@[EC304.DAT - S - B A A _ PAGE 27
MARI9B. TXT - - . | ‘ S
- QBLIGATIONG——e- . : . . o .
FEDERAL PENDING - BASE - - . SOFT - 1986 - 1987 1988 POST 1988 AUTHORTZED PLMGH

CLGCKAMS COUNTY (CONTIMUED) o )
#148 SUNNYSIDE ROAD-STEVENS TO 122ND-UN[T IInuuuneaeuzazsusqquxuusux.-anunuuuusunxuunuxuusuuxnxuaunuunuxnnxliﬁwgs 77147

PE 112,115 0 D) 0 '

R/ .. 399,950 0 © 133,859 0 0 0 Q 0 533, 800

. CONST S0 R 0 1,318,000 0 0 0 .0 -0 1,318,000

RESRV .0 0 D) 0 0 0 0 185,703 185,703

TDTﬁL 512,065 0 1.451.850 0 0 0 -0 185.703' 2,149,618

ui‘i’? HIBBARD ROAD EXTENSION TO CLAL‘KAHAS HIGHUA(uuxuunumuszﬁuuuuuwxnnuuuxuuaunsunnuqmnuuuuuxuuu T8D. 102346 -
43,77% 0 21,225 0 0 .0 0 45,000 -

CORsT D] 0 - 435,000 - . 0 : ) I 0 o - [ 435, 000

TOTAL 43,775 0 456,225 0 : -0 ' 0 0 0 500, (_)00

;éso HIGHUA(zllﬂég rICKILLICAN/HOODO AVEMlF UIDENIHGM!mmlu853u327uxusxnuunuuuisuunxxun:uxagxuaxuxuuguixun F?U953510252 o

7 0 16,150 0 9 ' 0 0 0 16,150 '

“CONST : 0 211,395 0 0 - 0 0 211,395

TOTAL 21.670 0 227,545 .0 0 0 0 0 249,215

sé“l EEﬁ\ERusEEgsgﬂ EXT(PED SDILS) BEAgg.RCREEK RD TO UARSER-NILNE"ﬂsldHBSS*GZG'MAZ""“““N;M!uuunuuuusnuuu SSU‘?742 10249
CORMT ) O g§18,184 . 0 ‘ .9 0 : 0 : 0 818,184

TUTéL - 41,352 0 006,832 - - 0 . 0 0 : 0 .0 7 948,184 _

TOTAL CLACKAHAS COUNTY

PE. 2 812: 303 0 o 8 3:118,013

coocoo
o

0 0 .
RV - - 91639, 141 0 938, 84 0 9 0 10,617,825
CONST 24: 887,333 0 2,029,850 0 4,974,404 0 33,991,589
RELRV 9 0 1,889,570 0 0 0 -327:416 - 1,562,154
Td TAL. 37: 358,977 - 0 8,183, 614 0 - 4.974.406 - .

) D ‘327' 416 49,289,581

GALTCATION AUTHORITY: . assa2591



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
‘ TPANSUDRTATIDN INMPROVEMENT PROGRAM :
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FED@AL OBLIGATIONS FOR GUARTER. EI‘DING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC—84

PRELIMINARY FY1985 HICHUAY éLLOCATIDN PLAN -
WASHINGTON COUNTY:

PHASEA o R ' 19-Har-85

eCEC304.DAT ‘ I SR . . : N PAGE 28
- MAR19B. TXT S ' : } ) - ) _ R i
. ) : -—--—OBLIG&TIONS-—--- o . o S :
FEDERAL PEMDING .- = BASE - "SCFT .. 1986 - 1987 . 1988 - POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGK----A
~ WASHINGTON COUNTY :
1152 S 65THN(BERG RD-I5 TO SA-.,ERT RD-—UN[T HI—CON‘BI'RLK:I‘IONMmtaudx‘483u439uunnnannuuuuxuuwnunnnuuuuxuxaxunx FAUP556 77020
COorST 382,344 o) 0 0 0 382,344
RESRY - Q) : 0 g 9 . _0 L 0 : 0 0 39,862 39,862
) TUTF.L 382,344 B : 9 0. ’ 0- L . ) . 39,862 422. 206
1133 SU NYBERG QO«D—SU 891"-! AVE TO° IS—UNIT uzumuux:aq»s&nszquuuun«xuxnuamuuununnunuuxuuuuuxuuuuuu FAU9282 77139
RN - 329,293 0 0 0 D) 0 D3 0 329,293 -
CON::T 1,555, 499 0 . 22, 744 0 ) 0 0 0 0 1,578,243
RENRV 0 0 0 0 2,210 2,210
TuTal.. 1,884, 792 0 22. 744 0 -) 0 0 2,210 1,909,745

n154 COQNELL RD683HJRR4Y BLVD 6 I"WROUE/SIGHALIZE:&uauxunanqqonuusuuaunnauxunuunuuusnu:uuuuusunnuuimuzgzz 78082
0

CONST 104
RENRV ' ) 0 o 0 : 0 R+ B 0 0 3,834 : 3,834
.VTIJI'AL 104. 683~ o . 0 0 D) , 0 o - 3,834 : 108.517
#1535 sy Gﬁ'.'ENBURG RD - HF\LL TO OMuuuuaxnuﬂxznuqqiunnanunuxuu:uanxnunuuuunuuuxuuunuuqununuuuununuuu FAU9207 77041
CoMsT . 758.608 0 0 2 ' I .90 0 758, 608 )
RESRV o - . -) : 0 : D) , 0 -0 100. 742 100, 742
0 O -0 o 0 ) 0 100, 742 859, 350

TUTAL 758. 608 -

;é‘ts N4 1BST¥-U§LKEQ ROAD 10 SUHSET H[GWAYBPHASE quuxunuu492&273:271)!!370&525&&“!!!!n!uuuuuusuuuuauuuuusanunx I;AU9043 77076

0 0 0 .
CONST 1,418,944 "0 7,244 0 0 0 0 0 1,426,188
- RESRV :- ) 0 - J 0 9 -0 0 - 66,727 . 66:727
) TOTAL 1,436,029 0 7,244 . 0 0 0 J 66,727 1 510,000

;é'v ALLEN BI§UD9¥?CONSTRUCTION-WRRAY BLUD TO Humuuunuuaxnn93n275:(,0!‘:!416!!nuuuxnxuxuuunnuuwsuxauuuxxuuusuuux FAU‘?OBS 80085 -
D .

9 0 0
R/ 1,428, 423 .0 . ') 0 D] 0 0 0 1, 428; 425
CONST 1.767, 999 ) -0 0 R I "0 o - - 0 1,767,999
REESRV ) 0 0 o e D 0 o ~7, 946 ~7r944
.TOTAL - -3, 291, 335 0 9 0 9 0 Q2 . 7,946 .3,283,389

. - . B



.’-. | o . ‘ . - ..

METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
R TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
o INTERSTATE TRARSFER PROGRAM '
FEDERAL OBLICATIONS FOR GUARTER EMDING 31-DEC-84.

PENDING OBLIGﬁTIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELIHINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALL[X:M‘ION PLAN
UASHIN"TDN COUNTY

PHASEA oo : . © . 19-Map-85 -

@CEC304.DAT S . : ' ' , : ~ PAGE 29
HAR198. TXT . e , | o
, m-“GBLIGﬁTIONS-m - . Lo - . . . 7 o .
FEDERAL PENDING = . '~ BASE . _ SOFT 1986 1987 1988 POST 1988  AUTHORIZED PLHGH

UQSHII«BI'ON COUNTY (CONTINUED) '
¥158 SU BARNES ROAD-HIGHUAY 217 0 s 84T'-l-pHAs£ Iunnuuu?‘jﬂ?éﬁ%unxnuunxuuuuuxunuuxuawuuxuuuuuunaunuxx FAU9326 77070

PE 42,186 9 0 0 S 0 62,186
RAU 255,009 o b S 0 5 0 o 0 255, 000
CONST 894,199 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - .B94,159
RESRV D 0 0 0 0 0 0 114,217 116,217
TOTAL 1,211,385 0 0 0 0 0 0 116217 © 1,327,602

%159 SU JENKINS/1SSTH-MURRAT BLVD TO SUNSET- HIGPMAYNnuunna«(?nz?hsz?qnunnnnaxnxxununnuuuuunnuuuxnxxanuxnx FAU?OSO 77046
CONST 1,772,398 9. 0 0 0 0 , 0 . 1,772,398 .
TOTAL 1.772.398 -, : _0 AR -0 D . 0- ) 0 1.772.398

;ém SCHOLLS HUY(DR210) e ALLErol SIGN{LS/UIOENII\N;“xuuusnmé!q%uix;uxnnuuuuxsnuxuununusuxunxuuusuu“u F2U92:34 78125
CONST 110.438 U -9 0 9 ' o Q 0 - 110,438
TUML - 114.338 - 0 -y 0 0 0. D 0 114,538

1161 DROGRFSS mcm' CFF-RAMP TO SCHOLLS FERRY RD(OR210) Kumsssnn 109437244441 A6AM HXNHKXHENNN 4K XN AU ARNNN RHRNR N RN FAU923A BO0GT
| gomsT 0 b3 ' 0 0 0 0o 0 295,276

. ]
) : o - - 0 0 0 0 : 0 -403 ~-403
TOTAL 295. 276 ‘ 0 0 0 . 0 . 0 : : ) - =403 . 294,873 .
5169 HALL BLU':)(AT W{217)—LEFI' TURH REFUGE FOR SB ON RAMP:assind1105373H44THr ¢ 000NN N0NO000ou i FAUS091 78042
CONST 111,674 . 0 0 _ ] 0 ' 0 -0 111,674
- TOTAL 111.674 0 . .0 ' 0 .- 0 0 "0 0 111,674
. 4143 HIGWA{ 217 AND SLNSET HIGHUAY INTERCHANGE:Mnxxx1121u2979375n5135612uuuun»nunuuxunnunnuuuunnnuxxnuxnunuu F&P79 79076 _
PE 447,109 0 0 0 D] 0 0 0 447,100 :
R/U 3. 485, 209 .0 , ') 0 R ) 0 9 0 3. 485, 000
CONST . 6,173,284 . 0 - 0 D) o 0 ) 0 6,173,284
"RESRV _ 9 , 0o 1,825, 17-) 0 Qo 0 0 304, 446 2,329, 616
TOTAL 10,103,384 0 0 D 2N 0 0 504,446 - 12,435,000

1,825,170



HMETROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRﬁNSPORTATION IHPROVEMENT PROGRAH
INTERSTATE TRAKSFER PROGRAM
. FEDERAL OBLIMTIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDIMG OBLIGATIONS FOQ PERIOD ENDING 31—DEC-8fI - |

PRELIMINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY ALLOCATION PLAN
: WASHINGTON COUHTY -

'PHASEA ' ’ S - " 19-Mar-85

@DEC304. DAT o o | 7 - |  pacE 30
HAR198. TXT 5 : o .
CALIGATIONG-——--- , L o SR - L
FEDERAL PENDING - BASE ° SOFT . 1985 1987 1968 - POST 1988 - AUTHIRIZED PLNGH- -

UASHINGTON COUNTY (CONTINUED)
#1649 CORMELL RO4D Q:CO!\STQUCT O‘I-E MIN TO ELAM YOUNG PARKUAY“““1!‘32!2951!601!“““!MM“N!M“MH““““"H FAU?022 80038

PE - 133,000 9 Q 0 Q -0 153,000
R/U 238,909 0'~ : .9 : 0 ' 0 0 ‘ 0 g 0" 238, 000
CONST 2,319,019 0 DI 0 9 .0 0 ‘ 2,319,010
RESRV N 0 0 0 .9 0 0 -10, 010 -10, 010
TOTAL  2,710.010 o D] 0 0 -0 0 ~10,010 2,700, 000

*165 BEM'ERTO} HILLSDALE HU'{ SIf‘NAL INTERTI%—LOHBARD T0 (S)U 9IS|' AVE“;NHHISSRZ‘???’NHHN!I"NISMNRIHN"““!“! F21!9228 10007

0 083
CON‘:T 65, 297 A 0 ) D] S 0 0 0 9 0 65,297
-TOTAL 71,369 0 . D 0 . 0 e 0 _ 0 71.380
1166 TUALATIN UQLLEY HIGHMY(DQB) @ 185TH STREErunuunnnnzonswuaenuuummmwuuxunnnnuunnuluuuanxnxuuuux FAPSZ 76027
PE 187,259 . . Q 0 D ) 0 - 0 0 - 187,255
R/ 1,157,709 ,_0 Q 0 0 0 Q 0 1,157,700
CONST - : DI 0 628;575 0 D] 0. Q : 0 628. 575
RESRV D 0 0] 0 0 0 0 ) 0 -
‘TDT(«L ) 1.344.955 0 628,575 0 - Q 0 0 0. 1:973.530

;éé? HJY ztggmems IﬂTCHG—PE -3 cmsmuf‘nm-ﬁaaxunuaanzoa:aeeuaa%g&sanuuuuxnmuuaxxuxuuunauuxnuanuusnuu FAP79 80079 .

-0 0 0 0 221,188
RA - 233,759 0 0. 0 .0 0 0 233,750
CONST 1,043,344 0 ') = 0 9 0. 0 0 1,043, 344
TOML 1,498, 282 0 D 0 0 0 -0 0 1,498,282

3168 PQCIFlcqli'UZ?g(OR?W)-BULL HTN RD TO- ﬂ TIGARD INTCHG—TSH Il‘lP 'ﬁ.“l;ﬁ““228!!41915466"!“““3!““N!NHM;M“M FAP? -79063

0 0 0 91, 674

- CONST - 889,294 0 ') -0 9 0 0 0 889,294
-RESRV 9 -0 9 o -9 - 0 0 - 71,713 71,713
TOTAL - 980, 948 0 2 0. ] 0 ¢ . 71,713 1,052,681




~ METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
- INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM '
-FEDERAL 'OBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER EMDING 31-DEC-84

: PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELIHIHARY FY1985 HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN
WASHINGTON L‘OUNTY

PHASEA = o L - 19-Mar-85

e0EL304. DAT ' - S ‘ : . ' o PAGE 31
ﬁARl?B TXT : . o - R . i o

————QOBLIGATIONS———= - - o 7 . S .
FEOERAL PEMDING BASE SCFT 1985 T 1987 © . 1988 POST 1988 AUTI'WRIZED PLNGH -

* UASHINGTON COUNTY (CONTINUED)
1169 CANYON/TV HUY CORRIDOR(OQB) TSN-UALKER)RD TO0 NURRAY BLUDuuuuu4«u229x4“0nuxunu3anununnunuununauuuuuxxluunxuuuxu FAPSQ 78054

.PE 34, 950. 0 0 0o - 36, 950
CONST 580.810 0 D] "0 0 0 ) 0 580,810
. RESRV 0 D] 0 0 (¢} D 79,054 79,054
~TDTF«L ) 617. 760 0 D | 0 0 0 0 79,054 696,814
;é?O FARMINGTON Rt)) CORRIDOR(CRZOB) TSﬂ-mgzgY BLVD INTERSECTION!“ixu3n235!636a5953!ﬂ“!ﬂuuguxuﬂxuxnaﬂxux FgU?OM 78057
CONST , 0 0 . 116,500 : 0 0. 0 0 116,500
RESRV : 0 0 0 0 0 0 - 1,140 1,140
TDTﬁL -9 0 125. 000 0 -0 0 0 1.140 126. 140-
#171 FARMINGTON RD CORRIDOR(GRZOS) TSH—IBSTH AVE TO LOMBARD A\qu!“!236)'63731421nuxunnnuanuuxuuuuunnuunuunu FAU?044 78057
PE 103,199 0 0 -0 0 0 Q 0 103,190
CONST . 139,299 0 ) -) : 0 0 . 0 ’ .0 0 139,290
TOTAL - 242,489 .0 , . 0 . O_. o c L0 . 0 - 242,480.
_;é?Z HALL BLUD COQRIDOR Tsn-TUOHUY TO SCHULLS FERRY RD«usnu4ua237u303x422!uuuuuxuxsuuuuuuuuaunxsunuuuununxnusunuunx Z;U;ggl 78055
u e 0 5 0 0 0 0 . 7,762 '
CONST. 157,589 0 D I 0 9 o ‘0 ' 0 157,589
RESRY D 0 Q - 0 0 0 0 . 15,806 15,805
TOTAL . 213. 131 0 D] 0 D) "0 0 15,806 228,937

u173 CEDAR HILLSZBLUD/UAL.(EQ RD. INTERSECTIB?)I IrtPRD&'EnENTuuunwuzsaaqzautxqéunnaxngnuuununuuguunuxuuusummu FAU9097 78136

0
EoNST 81,461 0 0 0 9 0 ' 0 o1, 361
. RESRV 0 0 0 0 - 0 0 20,539 . 20,539
0 b 0. 0 0 0 . 20,339 110,624

TOTAL 90, 085



~ HETROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEHENT PROGRAM
. INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OSLIGATIDNS FOR QUFRTER ENDIHG 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIOHS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELIH[I‘!ARY FY198> HIGHWAY ALLOCATION PLAN
UASHII‘H:TUN COUNTY

PHASEA . ' T qotar-8s

GTEC304.DAT [ B S : - : PAGE 32
MAR198. TXT . . o o . o K ' S
OB IGAT[ONS ~—eem . . ' : ' . . , - ‘ - o :
FECERAL. PENDING . BASE SCFT 1986 1987 © .- 1988 ¢ POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLN"H :
UASHINGTON COUNTY (CONTINUED)
#174. BEAVERTON TUALATIN HIGHMY—FAINO CREEK BRIDGE UIDENINI,nuuxn1249u391¢m§531unxuuuanuxuxuuunaunnuuxuu FaU?0%1 78056
conNsT 249, 113 Q . 0 0 248,113
RESRV - 40 : 0 o ' . O 0 0 2,837 2,637
- TOTAL 248, 113 0 3] 0 - D] o. D) 2,637 250.750
X175 ALLEN BLUD INTERTHANGE - CMSTRUCTIDNMMunn1264a392u467uuﬂ«mxnnnmmxnxuuuxnnuuxxnxuxnnnxunxuuu FAP79 80084
CONST 6,181,528 DR 0 0 0 0 0 6,081, 528
RESRV 9 0 : 0 0 0 0 0 S0
TOIAL - 6: 081,328 A 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 6.081.528
n176 CO%!ELL RO(«D PHASF II-—ECL T0 !:DRNELIUS PASS ROADnnuuuxuSBSnaiouuuuunuuauxuunnuuusuunnunnnuanuuuuuaa Faus022 10060
PE 205,912 00 202,588 -0 0 0 0 0 8, 500 -
R/U , Q. -0 370. 00') ) 0. ) 0 0 . - 0 370: 000
CONST - D) ) 0 D) .0 1,571,500 0 0 0 1,571,500
TUT(«L 205:912 -0 572. |88 0 1,571,500 0 Q- 0 2,350. 000

'x177 NURRAY B! UD-JENKIN“ RO&D T0 SUNSET HIWAY:uuuunuusa&usuuuaunauxuxuuuauuuuuuuuuunnunu:nnnuunuunnuxxx FAUS067 10059
150, 200 159, 000 0 o , 300,000

Q 0 0 0

R/U © 116,429 0 1 883.5’0 0 0 0 0 2,000,000

CONST D 0 : 0 3, 201.530 0 .0 0. 3,201,530

TOTAL 264, 85) -0 2, 033, 55') ‘ 0 3,201, 530 0 Q 0 5,501,530
‘u178 m 18‘>‘TH-ROCK CREEK BLUD TO TU Hmm.'mnnuxaﬂsznaiqunxuduuwunnaaxuuxuauuuunxaunanuaxununuunau FAUZ043 10128 |

- PE 225,590 0 500.6 D) -0 o 0 0 0 26, 250

T R/U - ‘ 0. .0 ') 0 3,000,000 . 0. 0 0 3,000, 000

CONST -, 0 0 o . : 0 -5. 288, 658" 0 0 5. 288, 658

TOTGL 225:59') 0 500.66-)- 0 - 3"000.')00 : 5.289.658 0 0 2,014,908
x179 v H[GHL'AY—218| T0 qunnuuxxnmusmnguuuun"unuunuuussx;ssuxuunuuuuuuusunuuxuuuusuuunnxuuuxusuuuunusgapaz . 79085
0 . s . 500, ¢ . : . c

CDNBT . ' O R T & | ) L 1,300,000 S o 0 1,300,000

TOTAL: .9 B ) | 0 500,000 1,300,000 . L9 -9 1,800,000




. METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRAHSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAN
FEDERQL OGLIGﬁTIOMS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

. v . e PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84

PRELINMINARY FY1985 HIGHWAY ALLDCATION PLAN Co
: WASHINGTON COUNTY :

PHASEA ~ . - : . 19-Mar-85 : :

QLEN304.DAT . : o _ o : S . PAGE 33 -

MAR198. TAT : A : : : .

: OSLIGATIONS
FEDERAL PENDING

.BASE ' SOFT . 1986 1987 - 1988 POST 1988 Aumoarzso PLNGH

' UASHINGTON COUNTY (CONTINUED) o
‘ u180 SCHOLLS FERR(Y) ROAD/HALL BMEVARDS"I;NTERSECTIONunusnaz%mxuuanunuauuuauuuuuunnuuuuxuuuunugunuu FAU9234 00000

. 0 55,000
COR\%T . D ) D) 0. 345,399 0 9 ‘ 0 - 345,000
TOTH. S 9 h .0 55,000 0 343,900 o 0 .. 0 400.000
' n191 HALL EOULEVARI"-A..LEN TO GQc’EWAYxnnuuaa);muuauuuuuuu:«unuuuuunuuunuuauu:xuunwxnnxuuuuuuxm FAUP091 10237 :
PE 127,509 0 212,509 0 0 0 0 0 340, 000
CONST 9 0 9 0 869, 000 0 0 0 860, 000
TOTAL 127,503 0 212. 500 0 860,999 . : o ' D] 0 1,200,000
#182 DBLIGATIDNAL AUTm‘!ITY RESERUE—UASHI'\IGI‘ON COUNTYxnnunnunBQéM&)munuuununxnnuuuunnauxuuuxunxnxnnnuuxmsx N/A 00000
RESRV J 829 0 Q. 0o , 0 - ~-829,826 0
TOT&L _ o - . O 829. 826 oL 0 . ) 0 0 -829, 826 0

TOTAL WASHINGTON COUNTY

1,129,248 - 0 3,319,376

PE - 2.190,128 0 0 , 0 0 Q-

R/U 7:231,380 0 2,233,559 0 3, 300, 200 0 D] 0 13,004,930
CORST 24,951,082 0 773,062 0 . 5978,03) 6,588,658 0 T 0 40,292,832
RESRV . ' 0 2,634,996 0. 9 , 0 0 176,742 2,831,738
TUTAL 34,392,590 0 6,812,836 0 . 9.478,929 6,588, 638 0 176,742- 59,448,876

OBLYGATION AUTHORITY: f 43, 205, 446



-METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION IHPROVEHENT PROGRAN
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
- FEDERAL 0BLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD EI‘IDING 31-DEC-84

PRELIHINARY FY1985 HIGHUAY . 'ALLOCATION PLAN
. FUNDS TO BE ALLOCATED

PHASEA L ‘ o 19-Har-85 : - -
@OEC304.DAT - | S : o , S - PAGE 34
HAR198. TXT . - , ; o . .
. 0BLICATIONS-———— . : L . o . 3
FEDERAL  PEWDING ~ ~ 'BASE - SOFT 1986 1987 1989 POST 1988 AUTHORIZED PLNGH

FUNDS -TO BE ALLOCATED ' :
%183 FUNDS TO BE R.;ALLOCATEDxu;nMuooonqszguxuaunnuuuusuxuxu:1au;uuxunuxuuxsnuuunuuusuamuuunuuguxuu N/A 3 00000

RESRV _
AL - 0 T T T 0 0 o 3. 3
TOTAL FUNDS TO BE ALLOCATED
RESRY 0 0
TATAL 0 ~

oQ
oo
(]
.O
<
W
ww

OBLIGATION AUTHORITY: N SR




METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
TRARSUORTATION IMPROVEHENT PROGRAM .
INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM
FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS FOR QUARTER ENDING 31-DEC-84

PENDING OBLIGATIONS FOR PERIOD ENDING 31-DEC-84
- PRELININARY FY1985 HICHUAY ALLUCATION PLAN '

_ _ | _ ~ REPORT TOTAL
PHASEA - ‘ . ' 19-Har-85 . - : o
eCEC304, 0AT | . 3 . o o o PAGE 35
MAR19B. TXT - S L . : |

—————-0BLIGAT IONG-=—=-~ SR . g :
FEDERAL PENDING BASE - SOFT 1986 1987 1988  POST 1988  AUTHORIZED PLHGH
PE 20,588,593 0 2,440,569 0 60,737 0. 8,500 .0 . 23,098,399

"RAI 41,878,176 0 5,651,650 .0 7,222,450 0 0 0 54,752,276
CONST | 137,349, 438 0 32,608,483 0 23,655,856 10,278,388 6,000,397 0 209,871,563
OPRTG 1,774,914 0 o -0 o 0 0 0 " 1,774,014

. *RESRV 0 0 13,192,544 0 - 253,633 0. 0 45,868,166 59,314,343

. TUTAL 201,589,221 0 53,893,247 0 31,192,676 10,278,388 . 6,008,897 45,868,166 343,830,595
OBLIGATION AUTHURITY: = . 255, 482, 448

*The Reserve is greater than that in the Staff Report by $359,328 with an offsettlng difference in

the Program. The TIP prov1des for a ‘future. deobligation on the Banfield in order to fix the Reserve
at $13,192,544. The Reserve in the Staff Report does not- include the deobllgatlon in order to account
for the current rather than the future status. : : : e :

In both cases, the totals are the same w1th offsets in Reserve/Program amounts being $359 328 for the.
purposes noted. .



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. Ul T

Meeting Date. April 25, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-653 APPROVING
BUDGET AND TRANSMITTING TO THE TAX SUPERVISING
AND CONSERVATION COMMISSION, AND RESOLUTION

NO. 85-562 FOR ADOPTION OF THE FY 1985-86 BUDGET
AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE

Date: April 16, 1985 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

This report covers two agenda items--Resolution No. 85-653 and
Resolution No. 85-652. Adoption of Resolution No. 85-652 is the
final act of the Budget Committee (ORS 294.341 defines the Council
as the Budget Committee) in approving the Budget. Consideration of
Resolution No. 85-653 is the initial step of the Council leading
toward final adoption of the budget in June.

The Annual Budget is a key policy document and management tool
for the organization. Through the budget process, department work
programs are established and authorized spending levels are set.
Oregon Budget Law (ORS 294.635) requires that Metro submit its
budget to the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission (TSCC) by
May 15. The TSCC will hold a hearing on the approved budget in
June. The TSCC will certify the budget for adoption noting any

objections or recommendations. Adoption by the Council is scheduled
for June 27, 1985.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends that the Council conduct a
public hearing on the proposed budget for FY 1985-86. He also
recommends that the Council receive and consider the recommendations
of the Budget Review Committee and take steps toward adopting
Resolutions No. 85-563 and No. 85-562 on May 9, 1985.

COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION AND RECOMMENDATION

Five citizens and five Councilors were appointed to the Budget
Review Committee to make recommendations on the FY 1985-86 Budget.
The Committee received the Executive Officer's Proposed FY 1985-86
Budget on March 21, 1985.

As of this writing the Committee has held three meetings in
addition to the initial budget presentation. Two more meetings are
scheduled for April 18 and April 22. Through these meetings the
Committee is formulating a recommendation which will be. presented to
the full Council at the April 25 meeting.

JS/gl/2927B/236
04/16/85



. SUPERVISING AND.CONSERVATION

BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING THE )
. FY.1984-85 BUDGET AND TRANSMITTING ) A
THE APPROVED BUDGET TO THE TAX - ) Introduced by
)
)

the Executive Qfficer

RESOLUTION NO. 85-563

COMMISSION_

WHEREAS The Proposed FY 1985 86 Budget was presented to .
.‘the Counc1l on April 25, 1985 and ‘ _
o WHEREAS The Council convened as Budget Committee has
._.rev1ewed the Proposed Budget and recommendatlons of the Budget Rev1ew
Commlttee, held a publlc hearlng on' the Budget on April 25, 1985,
‘and con51dered overall issues affectlng the FY 1985-86 Budget, and‘
WHEREAS Pursuant to Oregon Budget Law, the Counc11 convened
'as Budget Commlttee must approve the FY 1985~86 Budget and said-
approved budget must be transmltted to the Tax Superv151ng-and
Conservatlon Comm1551on (TSCC) for publlc hearlng and rev1ew, now,
htherefore,
BE- IT RESOLVED, . ' , ‘
1. That the Proposed FY 1985 86 Budget as. amended by the
: Counc1l convened as Budget Committee, which is on f11e at the Metro
oftlces,-ls.hereby approved. |
| .2. That the Executive- Offlcer is hereby dlrected.to submlt

-.the Approved FY 1985~ 86 Budget to the TSCC for publlc hearlng and

‘review.

ADOPTED by the Counc11 of the Metropolltan Service District

‘this . day of o, 1985

: , A : " Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer
~ JS/srs-2927B/236-04/16/85 ‘ ' .



" BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE
ANNUAL BUDGET  OF THE METROPOLITAN
SERVICE DISTRICT FOR FISCAL YEAR
1985-86, MAKING APPROPRIATIONS

) RESOLUTION NO. 85-562 -

) ’ -
)

FROM FUNDS OF THE DISTRICT IN . . . )
)
)
)
)
)

‘Introduced by
" the Executive Officer

ACCORDANCE WITH SAID ANNUAL
BUDGET, CREATING A ST. JOHNS .
METHANE RECOVERY . FUND AND A BUILD-
ING MANAGEMENT FUND, AND LEVYING »

) .'AD VALOREM TAXES

WHEREAS, The Multnomah County-Tax'Supervising and Conserva-

tion CommisSion'(TSCC) held its public hearing ‘ : ~l985, on

- the annual budget of Metropolltan Serv1ce District (Metro) for the
yflscal year beglnnlng July l, ‘1985, and endlng June 30, 1986; and

WHEREAS Recommendatlons from the TSCC have been. rece1ved
_by Metro and have been acted upon, as reflected in the Budget and in
the Schedule of Approprlatlons, now, therefore, |

" BE IT RESOLVED,

l.. A St. Johns -Methane Recovery Fund is created for the’
'purpose of. rece1v1ng and monltorlng monles for the recovery and salef
;of methane gas at the St. Johns Landflll. T

2. A Bu1ldlng Management Fund is created for the purpose‘

.hof rece1v1ng and mon1tor1ng mon1es related to 1ea81ng and managlng
"Metro s offlce space.' 4' o o
3.. The_"FY 1985 86 Budget of the Metropolltan Serv1ce-'.

D1str1ct" as . attached hereto as Exh1b1t "A," and the schedule of



. appropriations.attached as Exhibit "B" to this Resolution.are hereby""
Vadopted.‘ ' |
4. The Counc1l of the Metropol1tan Serv1ce District does‘

'hereby levy ad valorem taxes for the Zoo fund as prov1ded in the
j budget adopted by Sectlon 3 of this Resolutlon in the amount of FIVE
f MILLION ($5, 000,000) DOLLARS for -the Zoo Operatlons ‘and Capital
funds,'sald 1evy belng a three-year ser1a1 1evy out51de the six.
dpercent const1tut10nal 11m1t approved by DlStrlCt voters on May 15,
1984, sald taxes to be lev1ed upon taxable propertles w1th1n the
Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct as of 1: 00 a. m., January 1, 1985.

‘ S The Council hereby authorizes. expendltures and personnel
p051tlons in accordance with the Annual Budget adopted by Sectlon 3
of th1s Resolutlon, and hereby - approprlates funds for the flscal year

beginning July 1, 1985 from the funds and for the purposes llsted '

1n the Schedule of Approprlatlons, Exh1b1t ng,m .
'6. The Executlve Offlcer shall make the follow1ng flllngs
as provided by ORS 294.555 and ORS 310.060: o '
1. .Multnomah County Assessor,
.i.i Aﬁ original and“one copy”of the Notice of ﬁevy
marked Exh1b1t "C," attached hereto and made a
part of this Resolutlon. . | | _
‘1 2 Two coples of the budget document adopted by
Section 3 of this Resolutlon.
1.3 A copy of the Notlce of Publication prov1ded
for by ORS 294 421.
' 2. Clackamas and Washington County Assessor and.Clerk

"2.1 A copy of the Notice of Levy marked Exhibit "C." ' .




2.2 A copy of the budget'document'adoptéd by

Section 3 ofvthis'Resolution.

_ ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this _ day of \ -, 1985.

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer

‘J8/srs
" -2927B/236

04/16/85



EXHIBIT B

SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Appropriation
o FY 1985-86
GENERAL FUND
‘Council o -
Personal Services $ 68,201
Materials & Services. 58,420
Capital Outlay -0-
"Subtotal $126,621
Executive Management - _
Personal Services $247,197
Materials & Services 36,245 .
Capital Outlay . -0~ .
Subtotal $283,442
Finance & Administration : '
Personal Services - $608,993
" -Materials & Services . 338,355
Capital Outlay’ -0-
Subtotal $947,348.
Public Affairs : L
Personal Services $243,191
Materials & Services : 42,690
Capital Outlay 9,350
Subtotal . $295,231
General Expense o
Contingency $ 236,151
Transfers . 951,248
Subtotal $1,187,399
Unappropriated Balance '$16,467
Tofal'Géneral'Fund'Requiréments_' $2,85§,508
INTERGOVE RNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER FUND o
Pé:éonal Sérvices $ '883,845
- Materials & Services 270,000
" Capital Outlay ’ -0~
Transfers 827,260
Contingency 79,366
' Total'Intergovernmental Resource Center
'~ Fund .Requirements $2,060,471



' BUILDING MANAGEMENT FUND

Personal Services .
Materials & Services:
Capital Outlay
Contlngency

Total Bulldlng Management Fund Requ1rements '

TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FUND

Materials & Services

Total Transportatlon Technlcal A551stance
Fund Requlrements

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE FUND
- Materials & Services -
Total Criminal Justice,Assistance Fund Requirements

. SEWER -ASSISTANCE FUND'

Materials & Services
Total Sewer Assistanee Fund Requirements

' 200  OPERATING FUND -~

Personal. Services
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
_Transfers
Contlngency
Unapproprlated Balance

Total Zoo Operatlng Fund Requlrements

ZOO CAPITAL FUND'

Cap1tallPr03ects .
-Uhappropriated Balance. :

Total Zoo Capital Fund Requirements

SOLID WASTE OPERATING FUND

Personal Services
Materials & .Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers.

~ Contingency

"~ Total Solid;Waste-Operating’Fund Requirements

Appropriation

FY 1985-86

$ 25,135
" 593,067
70,000
__75,000

- $763,202

$86,817

$86,817

$3,500

'$1,445,665

$1,445,665

$3,111,096
1,846,492
417,419
3,012,390
291,427
975,000

$9,653,825

$5,238,392

- 2,823,381 -

$8,061,773

$ 894,813
7,146,480
172,890
3,245,456

1,243,381

$12,703,020

K,




SOLID WASTE CAPITAL FUND

Capital. Projects
Transfers :

- Total Solld Waste Cap1ta1 Fund Requ1rements

'SOLID WASTE DEBT SERVICE FUND

‘Materials & Services.
Total Solid Waste Debt Service Fund Requirements

ST. JOHNS RESERVE FUND

Unappropriated Balance
" Total St. Johns Reserve. Fund Requirements .

~ ST. JOHNS FINAL IMPROVEMENTS FUND

: Capitsl Prpjecps’
Contingency’ »
Unapproprlated Balance

.-Total St. Johns F1na1 Improvement Fund Requ1rements

'ST. JOHNS METHANE RECOVERY FUND

Personal Services
Materials & Serv1ces
‘Contingency

- Total St. Johns Methane Recovery Fund Requ1rements :

'JS/srs
'6182B/277 .
© 04/16/85

Appropriation
FYy 1985-86

©$5,892,000

103,000

‘$1,321,950
$1,321,950

 $957,700
$957,700
$ 535,000

150,000
759, ooo

'$1 444,000

| $ 28,644
46,024,
"61z332

$136,000



o Memo

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

Date: April 25, 1985

To: Metro Council
From: Councilor Gary Hansen Ay Moo

Jennifer Slms/bDlrector, Budget & Admin. Services

Regarding: BUDGET REVIEW COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Budget Review Committee consisting of five citizens and six
Councilors has completed its review of the Executive Officer's
Proposed FY 1985-86 Budget. The Committee met seven times to
consider the budget and formulate a recommendation. 1In
addition, a public hearing was held.

The Committee has several recommendations which are presenfed
below in the order of the budget document.

‘ Zoo Operating Fund

a. Add $1,800 to contractual services in the Administrative
Division for lobbyist services. Reduce contingency by the
same amount.

b. Budget Note: The Zoo staff should include an element in
its FY 1985-86 work program to address the parking
situation at the Zoo.

Zoo Capital Fund

a. Increase the fund balance estimate by $100,000.
b. Add gift room remodel for $100,000 as an expenditure.

Solid Waste Operations Fund

a. Add .1 FTE Public Information Specialist to the Landfill
Siting Program. Total cost is $2,899 to be drawn from the
Management and Administration Division Contingency.

b. Budget Note: If the Council considers extending the
St. Johns Landfill, the Council should make funds
available for an adequate public involvement process.



Memorandum
April 25, 1985
Page 2

C. Budget Note: In implementing the landfill siting program,
provide funds for investigating the three siting options
simultaneously if it becomes necessary.

d. Budget Note: Limit expenditures in the Waste Reduction
and System Planning promotional programs to market
research until the research is completed and the promotion
campaigns are presented to the Council for approval.

Solid Waste staff should work closely with the Public
Affairs Department in planning the components of the
program.

Solid Waste Capital Fund

Adopt as proposed.

Solid Waste Debt Service Fund

Adopt as proposed.

St. Johns Landfill Reserve Fund

Adopt as proposed.

St. Johns Landfill Final Improvement Fund

Adopt as proposed.

St. Johns Landfill Methane Recovery Fund

Adopt as proposed.

IRC Fund

Add $1,800 to contractual services under Office of the
Administrator for lobbyist services. Reduce contingency by the
same amount.

Transportation Technical Assistance Fund

Adopt as proposed.

Criminal Justice Assistance Fund

Adopt as proposed.

Sewer Assistance Fund

Adopt as proposed.



Memorandum
April 25, 1985
Page 3

General Fund

a. Add $2,300 to advertising and legal notices in Public
Affairs for better advertising of Metro's meetings.
Reduce contingency by the same amount.

b. Budget Note: Prior to the preparation of the FY 1986-87
proposed budget, the Executive Officer should examine ways
to coordinate the Zoo Public Affairs and Central Public
Affairs functions to produce cost savings. Such cost
savings proposals should be considered for inclusion in
the FY 1986-87 budget request.

Building Management Fund

Adopt as proposed.

Js/gl
3444C/D4-2



BUDGET NOTE ON REGIONAL. SERVICES

IRC FUND/GENERAL FUND

The IRC work program includes cooperative regional
park and telecommunications studies to be funded from
yet unspecified local funding sources. If funding
committments are made by other jurisdictions for
either of these programs, the Budget Committee
recommends the Council consider making appropriate
funds available to support these prograns.

SK/amn
4/25/85



BUDGET NOTES RECOMMENDED BY
THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

Solid Waste Operating Fund

1.

If the Council considers extending the St. Johns Landfill, the
Budget Committee recommends the Council make funds available
for an adequate public involvement process.

In implementing the landfill siting program, the Budget
Committee recommends providing funds for investigating the
three siting options simultaneously if it becomes necessary.

The Budget Committee recommends limiting expenditures in the

Waste Reduction and Systems Planning promotional programs to

market research until the research is completed and the _
promotion campaigns are presented to the Council for approval.
Solid Waste staff should work closely with the Public Affairs
Department in planning the components of the program.

Zoo Operating Fund

4.

The Budget Committee recommends the Zoo staff include an
element in its FY 1985-86 work program to address the parking
situation at the Zoo.

General Fund/Zoo Operating Fund

5.

amn

The Budget Committee recommends, prior to the preparation of
the FY 1986-87 proposed budget, the Executive Officer examine
ways to coordinate the Zoo Public Affairs and Central Public
Affairs functions to produce cost savings. Such cost savings
proposals should be considered for inclusion in the FY 1986-87
budget request.
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BUDGET NOTE ON REGIONAL SERVICES

IRC FUND/GENERAL FUND

The IRC work program includes cooperative regional
park and telecommunications studies to be funded from
yet unspecified local funding sources. If funding
committments are made by other jurisdictions for
either of these programs, the Budget Committee
recommends the Council consider making appropriate
funds available to support these programs.

SK/amn
4/25/85



PROPOSED FY 1985-86 OPERATIONS BUDGET

The operations portion of the proposed budget shows
a 14.7% increase over FY 1984-85. The increase is the
result of the following changes:

1.

Operations start-up of the Washington Transfer
and Recycling Center (WTRC)

Projected waste flow increases and higher St.
Johns ‘lease costs.

Increased transfers between funds due to:

-creation of two new funds, Methane Recovery
and Building Management

-transfer from Zoo operating to Zoo capital
for Africa Bush reserves

-higher debt service costs
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Memo

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

Date: April 22, 1985
To: Council of the Metropolitan Sérvicg District
From: Steve Siegel, Administrator
- Intergovernmental Resource ter
Regarding: Proposed IRC Budget Revisjion

I hereby request the following two revisions to the IRC
Budget regarding the task entitled Staff Regional Convention,
Trade and Spectator Facilities Task Force:

(a) Increase General Fund Transfer to this task by $10,000,

(b) Increase contractual budget authorization by $400,000 *
to make a total of $500,000; $10,000 of which is funded
by General Fund Transfer; $490,000 of which is funded
by "miscellaneous."

The following paragraphs explain.

There will be a requirement for several studies relating to

the efforts of the Regional Committee on Convention, Trade

and Spectator Facilities (CTS). The CTS has been working on
creating an intergovernmental pool of cash resources to pay

for these studies. An agreement, for budgeting purposes, has
now been formulated and is documented in the attached memorandum.

While a final budget total remains unknown, pending the results
of several budget processes, there is the possibility that as
much as $250,000 of regional resources will be compiled for the
purposes outlined. Even under the worst-case scenario, in my
judgement, $125,000 will be available. At the same time, State
matching resources will be sought. On a 1l:1 basis, this could
amount to as high as $250,000. This establishes a maximum pool
of $500,000.

Of this total, Metro is requested to contribute $10,000. The
general rule that the Council has applied to these requests has

- been to consider allocating general fund revenues to regional

service studies if, and only if, other participating organiza-
tions also allocate revenue to the effort. This request meets
this test.
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It is possible that an intergovernmental pool will be created
in which Metro will serve as the "bank." It's important to
note that this is one option which need not necessarily occur.
It is also noteworthy that if Metro serves as the "bank," the
revenue will be passed through to lead agencies for each study
element. The resource pool would not constitute an increase in
general IRC revenue. '

However, if Metro were to serve as the "bank," a budget
authorization for the amount of the pool would be required to
meet the requirements of public budget law. If Metro were not
to include this .authorization now, and if Metro were to serve
as the bank, then a revised budget would later have to seek
TSCC approval.

Therefore, even though (a) $500,000 is an optimistic total, and

(b) alternative ways of creating an intergovernmental pool are

still being considered; I recommend Metro budget a $500,000

contract line item for this purpose in its approved FY 86 budget.
Secondly, I recommend that Metro appropriate $10,000 of General

Fund to this line item, subject to the actual creation of an
intergovernmental pool. If such an agreement was not finalized,

these funds would revert to the General Fund contingency. .

SS:gpw
attachments

cc: Don Carlson
Jennifer Sims
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. Committee on Regional Convention, Trade, and Spectator Facilities

s

Bob Ridgley, Chairman MEMO

JE. Bud Clark

Dennis Buchanan . ' . . .

Eve Killpack TO: CTS Technical isory Committee

Bob Schumacher .

Ernie Bonner FROM: Steve Siegel

Bob Ames

Ed Jensen . DATE: April 18, 1985 -

Carol Lewis

ﬁg%ﬁﬁfm RE: Creation of Common Cash Resource Pool

Ed Colbach

Carl Halvorson

I. Purpose
To meet analytical requirements determined through the
attached work program outline. These analytical require-
ments may include, but are not limited to, the following:
1. Establishment of the market for and value of agreed
upon CTS program elements.
2. Definition of the size and functional requirements of
CTS facility options.
‘ 3. Identification and evaluation of CTS siting options.

4. Preparation of CTS project development cost estimates.

5. Development of financial forecasts, including antici-
pated operating costs and revenues.

6. Determination of economic impact on various sectors
of the region and the state.

7. Analysis of alternative organizational arrangements
for the marketing, developnient and operations of the
CTS package.

8. Analysis of alternative CTS financing plans.

9. Public involvement program.

II. Recommended Jurisdictional Appropriations

Jurisdiction Appropriation
Portland (PDC) ' $80,000 ($40,000 subject to
mid-year budget adjustment)
. Multnomah County $80,000 ($40,000 subject to
City of Portland appropriation)
Metro $10,000
(Over)

527 SW. Hall Street  Portland, Oregon 972015287  503/221-1646
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Jurisdiction : - Appropriation

Washington County ' To be determined based on

: results of operating levy

election later this month.

Clackamas County $20,000 ($5,000 subject to
future appropriation)

GPVCA To be determined by Executive
Board later this month.

ERC ) $15,000

Port of Portland +'$10,000

$215,000 ($85,000 subject to
future action) plus, poten-
tially, $0-35,000 additional

in "to be determined" status.
Note: additional State

matching funds will be '
sought.

III. Budget Administration

Create resource pool bank through series of intergovernmental
agreements. Stipulate that money can only be expended in
accordance with CTS decision. Money obligated back to lead
agency (for each work element) by contract. Unexpended
resources refunded on a pro-rata basis.




WORK PROGRAM FOR PHASE I

COMMITTEE ON REGIONAL CONVENTION, TRADE AND SPECTATOR FACILITIES

May or January -
April through July, 1985 July Study Committees 4 Months Nov. 1986 July 1987
CONVENTION CENTER ® Market Analysis
e Determine update ® Facility Design
requirements (needs, and costs
design cost, {
financing impacts) ors ® Ec ¢ Impacts
_— e Financing Plan CTS CAMPAIGN ELECTION cTs’
® Convention Center o Agree on > COMMITTEE ——> ——
SPECTATOR FACILITIES ::c?:::-gle first phase e Speaking @ State Funds
® Dome feasibility study Y package for Engagements ® Hospitality
@ Other elements in campaign Tax Authority
® Needs assessment L first phase? A and Enactment
® Timing of election? SPECTATOR FACILITIES
JRADE FACILITIES 5 ® Allocation of cash @ How does Clackamas
® Needs assessment resources County Dome fit in?
® Merge committees? N
CTS ® Revised financing STUDY COMMITTEES
e Planning funds from options? 1 1
legislature . ® Final Design
TAC —_—— TAC
® Determine upcoming Voter attitudes:
Time Geries

revenue measures

® Voter attitudes:
Base Test

® Creative financing
possibilities




STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 8.1

Meeting Date April 25, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF THE WAIVER OF THE PERSONNEL
RULES, SECTION 54 (C) OF THE PERSONNEL RULES
GOVERNING TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES: "CONTINUATION OF
'EMPLOYMENT BEYOND ONE (1) YEAR MAY ONLY OCCUR
UPON APPOINTMENT TO A REGULAR POSITION AUTHORIZED
UNDER A CURRENTLY APPROVED BUDGET."

Date: April 16, 1985 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Nina Kramer was originally appointed as a temporary employee on
May 7, 1984. She has performed Planning Technician duties in the
Data Services unit. Her temporary appointment expires May 7., 1985,

The Draft FY 1985-86 Budget contains a Planning Technician
position. By extending the current incumbent to July 15, 1985, the
recruitment process could be implemented in June and the position
filled by July 15, 1985, without a break in productivity. In
addition, the population update project would be completed on
schedule. ‘

The Executive Officer has waived the l1l2-month temporary
employee status as provided for in Section 5 of the Personnel
Rules. Section 5 also requires that such a variance to the rules be
ratified by the Council.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends ratification of this variance.

JS/gl
3372C/411-1
04/16/85



