Date: June 13, 1985
Day: Thursday

Time: 5:30 p.m.
Place: Council Chamber

Approx.
Time * Presented By

5

30 CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL

1. Introductions
2. Councilor Communications
3. Executive Officer Communications
4. Written Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
5. Citizen Communications to Council on Non-Agenda Items
LGRS CONSTZLETTEL'S Qe 70 FLEPUAL.. FROCETS
6:00 6. CONSENT AGENDA

6.1 Approval of Minutes of the Meeting of May 9, 1985

Management Committee Recommendation:

6.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-573, for the Sims
Purpose of Amending the Classification and Pay
Plans for the Metropolitan Service District
(Personnel Officer, Data Processing Manager
and Information Systems Analyst)

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate; items may not be considered
in the exact order listed.
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Approx.
_Time Presented By
7. ORDINANCES
6:05 7.1 Consideration of Ordinance No. 85-186, for Sims
the Purpose of Amending the FY 1984-85
Budget and Appropriations Schedule
(Second Reading and Public Hearing)
8. RESOLUTIONS
6:20 8.1 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-575, for Henwood
the Purpose of Appointing a Citizen Member
to the Transportation Policy Alternatives
Committee (TPAC)
9. OTHER BUSINESS
6:30 9.1 Discussion of the Scope and Authority of the Drennen/
Solid Waste Management Plan Rifer
7:30 EXECUTIVE SESSION Baxendale ‘
Held under the authority of ORS 192.660(1) (h)
75595 10. COMMITTEE REPORTS
8:00 ADJOURN




ﬁ Executive Officer
.4 Report

RICK GUSTAFSON, Executive Officer
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 SW Hall St., Portland, OR 97201-5287 503 221-1646

June 13 1985

1985 Legislature HB 2275 - Excise Tax: Passed the House with
significant changes in the number of signatures
required for petitions affecting Metro. The bill
passed the Senate Committee unchanged from the
House version. This bill goes to the floor
Friday, June 14.

HB 2037 - Dues: HB 2036 - Zoo Uncoupling: Both
bills were passed by the House and the Senate.
The Governor did not sign the dues bill (2037),
but it became law on June 12.

HB 2276 - Cigarette Tax: HB 2276 (18¢ cigarette
tax) is dead, however, HB 2183 (Governor's
cigarette tax bill) was amended by the Senate
Revenue Committee to give cities/counties 1-1/2
cents. Those cities and counties within the
District would pay a total of $200,000 of these
revenues to Metro. This measure will now go to
a House/Senate Conference Committee for further
discussion and possible additional amendments.

SB 662 - Landfill Siting: The bill passed the
Senate. It was substantially revised and passed
out of the House Environment & Energy Committee
on June 12. Emergency siting concept has been
retained though other particulars are changed.
Particular provisions of proposed bill revisions
to be discussed with Council at June 13 meeting.

HB 2308 - State Commission on Intergovernmental
Relations: HB 2308 is still in the House Ways
and Means Committee, no action anticipated.

HB 2558 - Giving Metro Authority to Create
Commissions: Passed the House and the Senate
with no major opposition.

HB 2266 - 2¢ Gas Tax Increase: This bill has
passed both the House and Senate, and signed by
the Governor June 11l.

SB 509 - Requlation of Exotic Animals: All
amendments have been approved and the bill has
passed both the House and Senate. The bill is
back in the Senate for concurrence and expected
to be approved by the Governor the week of 6/17.




1985 Legislature
(continued)

Budget

Building Update

SB 808 - which requires the State Corrections
Division to pay cost of jailing convicted A & B
felons, has not been scheduled for a hearing in
the Ways and Means Committee.

HB 2053 - Extension of Tax Credits for Energy
Recovery Facilities and Recycling: Bill is in
the House Revenue Committee. It appears that
support for energy tax credits will continue for
recycling, but the sentiment is less strong for
continuing for energy recovery facilities.

SB 871 - Tax Credits for Recycling Plastics:
Passed Senate Energy & Natural Resources
Committee--is currently in Senate Revenue
Committee.

SB 872 - which imposes a surcharge on pesticide
manufacturers passed the House and is currently
in the Joint Ways and Means Committee.

The FY 1984-85 Supplemental Budget was heard by
TSCC on May 22. TSCC certified the budget with
some objections and recommendations. These items
will be discussed June 13 prior to adoption.

The FY 1985-86 Budget will be heard before the
TSCC June 14 with Council adoption on June 27. ‘
We expect several revisions to the approved
budget, primarily relating to the new building,
but also in refining fund balance estimates.

Sublease - The sublease with attorney Chris
Thomas, which represents 1,500 sqg. ft. of space,
is in final stages of negotiation. Two very
potential clients are looking into subleasing -
1,600 sg. ft. on the 3rd floor for an attorney's
office, and 8,000 sq. ft. on the 1lst floor for a
computer software office. We are still in touch
with Columbia Research Center, but it appears we
will not be able to meet their reguirements.

Space Plan & Improvements: The space plan is
done and cost estimates received. The costs are
projected to come in at $250,000 compared to the
previously planned expenditures of $165,000.

The Council Building Committee which met June 6
concurred with the higher projected figures. The
necessary budget amendments will be presented on
June 27 to the Council.

Move Date: Anticipated move date is now early
fall. We took possession May 3 and have alreaéy.
signed several maintenance agreements.




Bicycle Funding The Bicycle Funding Committee assisted Metro
staff in developing priority recommendations to
submit to ODOT regarding allocation of the next
three years of bikepath funding. Funds are
available for the construction of independent
bikepaths along or parallel to state highways.
A total of 12 projects were prioritized.

National Highway The Federal Hwy. Admin. has approached Metro to

Needs Assessment be one of 10 nationwide case studies to assist
in improving their methodology for establishing
national highway needs for Congress. In partic-
ular, their interest is to improve the data on
highway needs in growing urban fringe areas.

Air Quality Metro and DEQ have updated estimates for Ozone
pollution levels for 1987 and find that our
region will be in attainment sooner than pre-
viously expected. As such, DEQ will be re-
calling the Air Quality Committee to assist in
deciding whether or not to use the expected
growth cushion to permit new industrial develop-
ment as well as the question of whether or not
to pursue additional pollution control to expand
the growth cushion.

WTRC Update: Staff and the Advisory Group have
identified six areas to be considered for
potential sites for the transfer station.
Informational meetings have been scheduled in
each of the areas prior to a county-wide public
meeting on July 16. The six areas are located
at: Allen Blvd. & Western Ave.; Denny Rd4. &
Hwy. 217; Millikan Rd. & TV Hwy.; Jenkins Rd. &
158th; and TV Hwy. & 229th Ave.

"Art of Composting" 104 participants attended three workshops on
"The Art of Composting." The workshops focused
on the yard debris problem in relation to overall
solid waste management and how composting could
contribute to the solution. A bv-product of the
workshops is the "Art of Composting" handbook
currently being offered by the Solid Waste Dept.
Over 700 requests have been received.

Ladybug Theater After the expression of concern for safety of

Update theatre patrons at the last Council meetings,
Gene Leo contacted the City of Portland Build-
ing Bureau to request an inspection and assess-
ment of our plans for the use of the building.

This inspection was held on June 5 and we are
currently awaiting the City's recommendation.

Freeway Entrance Director John Blackwell of the Western Forestry
and Parking Update Center, Dean Ivy Acting Director of OSMI, and



Gene Leo have jointly hired Guthrie/Slusarenko/
Leeb on a contractural basis to assist them in
defining an effective management plan to this
summer's potential traffic problems. By control-
ling parking lot access from Canyon Road and
Fairview Boulevard on peak days, we will be able
to redirect visitors to the three satelite lots
in the Sylvan area when our lots are full.
Visitors will then be shuttled back by bus.

Giant Pandas We have been in contact over the past few months
with Seattle's Woodland Park Zoo Director David
Towne to discuss the potential for exhibiting
Giant Pandas in a travelling exhibit during the
summer of 1987. Mayor Bud Clark and I have for-
warded letters of support to Seattle Mayor
Charles Royer and the City Council for this
cooperative effort. We expect to receive a small
delegation of Chinese zoo/government officials in
latter July for a continuation of negotiations.
The talks necessary to make the exhibit a
reality will be continued over the next year.

Metro v. Robles Defendants (bond company) have filed a motion to
strike the portion of Metro's second amended
complaint which claims $231,430 for "faulty and
unworkman like work." Defendants believe this
claim is unsupported by the change orders.
Metro, represented by Andy Jordan, is preparing
a response.

Visits/Conferences The Zoo Director, General Curator, and Project
Architect for the Africa Bush Exhibit visited
nine East Coast facilities in six days and
collected a great deal of valuable information
on African exhibits. This information is being
shared with the Zoo staff and volunteers to
provide ideas on general Zoo improvements.

Solid Waste Director Dan Durig and Operations
Manager Norm Wietting attended the National
Solid Waste Management Assoc. Conference in
Washington, D.C. They visited the waste to
energy facilities at Baltimore and Westchester
County (N.Y.) and had the opportunity to see a
computer weighing system for a gatehouse. Very
worthwhile trip for making contacts for solici-
tation of bids on the St. Johns' operations

contract.
New Employees May 1985
IRC Dan Seeman, Analyst 3
Solid Waste Debbie Gorham, Analyst 2 '

gl/3514C/D3-1
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Bill gives DEQ job
of finding dump site

By JEFF MAPES
ofyﬂu Oregonian staft 4 -1 3 - 85
SALEM — Trying to solve the Port-
land area’s mounting garbage-disposal
problems, legislative leaders reached
agreement Wednesday on a bill that
would give the state Department of
Environmental Quality the job of find-
ing an alternative to the overburdened
St. Johns landfill in North Portland.
" The House Environment and Energy
Comnmittee, acting after a series of pri-

vate negotiations among legislators -

and state officials, approved a bill that
. would order the DEQ to find an alter-
native by Jan. 1, 1987.

Supporters, who included House

Speaker Vera Katz, D-Portland, and -

several legislators from the tri-county
metropolitan area, said they hoped the
legislation would finally force a solu-
tion to the longstanding problem of
finding a new garbage dump.

“I think this will finally get the job
done,” said Rep. Mike Burton, a Demo-
crat who represents the North Port-
land district that includes the St. Johns
. landfill.

Burton had sponsored a Senate-

passed measure that would have creat-
.ed an intergovernmental council to

“find a new landfill site with the aid of

the staff of the Metropolitan Service
District, which operates the St. Johns
~Jandfill.

. But Katz and Sen. Nancy Ryles, R-
Portland, both said they were con-
cerned that bill would lead to the selec-
tion of the controversial Wildwood site
in northwest Multnomah County. The
service district had recommended
Wildwood for a new landfill, although
the Multnomeh County Commission
later refused to allow that site.

Katz sponsor

Katz was the sponsor of negotia-
tions leading to a major rewrite of Sen-
ate Bill 669, culminating in Wednes-
day’s passage of a new bill to turn the
job over to the state environmental
agency. Both Katz and Ryles said they
thought the state could do a more

~ objective job.

The House committee did turn back
a request from Wildwood opponents to
specifically exclude that site from
being chosen by the DEQ. Katz said the
failure to specifically. exempt Wild-
wood might affect her support of the
bill, but she said that she would not
hold up the bill's expected passage. .

DEQ Director Fred Hansen argued
that no exemptions should be granted,
allowing his agency to objectively
study sites in all three metropolitan
counties.

'DEQ could pick Wildwood

“We say you have to wipe the slate
clean, open up the process and take
what comes,” Hansen said. “In a theo-
retical sense,” he added, “it is possible”
that the DEQ could settle on Wild-
wood.

The new version of SB669 also
would require Metro to develop by Jan.
1, 1986, a plan for reducing the amount
of solid waste in the Portland area or
have the DEQ take over all disposal

. operations in the region.

' Some Metro officials complamed
about the short amount of time for fin- -
ishing such a study, but they said they
were happy to let state officials take a
crack at solving the garbage~dlsposal
problem.

“I don't have any problem with that
in light of the difficulities that have
been encountered to date in resolving
the issue of a new snte * said House
Speaker Hardy Myers; who is now a
-Metro councilor. El

An alphabet soup of, publxc agencies
have struggled for years to find an
alternative to the St.-Johns landfill,
which has long been the target of com-
plaints from North Portland residents
and is scheduled under current restric-
tlxgg; to run out of space by the fall of

The bill calls for the DEQ's study to
be financed by a $1-per-ton fee on gar-
bage entering the St. Johns landfill.
Hansen said that would generate as
much as $700,000 a year.
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June 13, 1985

HAND DELIVERY

Council Members

Metropolitan Service District
527 SW Hall Street

Portland, OR 97201

Re: Roadway Constructors Corp. Qualification
to Bid on St. Johns Landfill Operations
Contract

We are the attorneys for Roadway Constructors Corp.
of Portland, Oregon in connection with the dispute arising out of
its attempts to bid on the Operations Contract for Metro's St.
Johns Landfill.

on June 6, 1985, the Council had before it, as a Non-
agenda Item, consideration of a request by Roadway to amend
Resolution No. 85-564 to extend the time for filing a Prequalifi-
cation Statement. This request was prompted by Roadway's late
filing of its Pregualification Application, which was due to the
illness of the Roadway employee who had been handling the pre-
gualifications matters. The request, and the presentation and
discussion which followed at the June 6, 1985 meeting, did not
result in a motion and the Council took no action. Following
the June 6, 1985 meeting, we were asked to research the
legality of the procedure in question.

In our opinion, the prequalification procedure
prescribed by Metro in this instance violates state law and
is invalid. The procedure contradicts specific state law in
at least two respects. In addition, the result of the Board's
refusal to permit Roadway to submit a bid is contrary to the
clear public policy stated by the Legislature.

First, ORS 279.039(1) requires that all public agencies
utilize the "standard form" for prequalification prescribed by
the Director of the Department of General Services. The form
distributed to prospective bidders in this case is not the GSA
"standard form."

Second, by virtue of ORS 279.037(1)(a), a bidder can-
not be compelled to disclose financial information as a pre-
requisite to being permitted to submit a bid. That statute
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provides that evidence of the ability to post the required perfor-
mance bond is sufficient evidence of the bidder's financial
capacity to perform the contract. Metro has made furnishing of
information regarding the bidder's relationship with its banks,
suppliers and sureties a requirement for bidding on the St.

Johns contract.

The statutory requirements mandated by the Legislature
may not be either ignored or modified by a public agency, notwith-
standing that such agency has constituted itself a public contract
review board. ORS 279.055(4).

In addition to v1olat1ng the specific terms of the above
statutes, the Board's action is contrary to the Legislature's
stated policy regarding prequalification procedures and public
contracts generally.

State legislative policy strongly favors
competition in public contracting. Denial

- of the opportunity to compete ib account of
a mere technicality contravenes this legislative
policy.

By statute, Roadway is presumed to be quali~
fied by virtue of its prequalification with
the Department of Transportation. (ORS

- 279.047.) A copy of Roadway's prequalifi-
cation statement with that agency is enclosed
herewith pursuant to the statute in lieu of
Metro's prequalification process.

It is clear that the Board has legal authority to waive
the irregularity of Roadway's late submittal of its prequalifi-
cation package. Matter of Star Electric cOmpany, B-181042, 74-2
CPD ¥ 1 (August 2, 1974.) If it elects to waive the technical
irregularity, other bidders will have no legal basis for action
against the Board. Hanson v. Mosser, 247 Or 1, 427 P24 97
(1967). On the other hand, if it does not waive the technical
defect, the Board will be subject to legal action on the ground

that its procedures and actions violate both the letter and the
intent of state law.

We strongly recommend that the Board recognize that
its prescrlbed prequalification procedure is not legal and
nullify it by formal action. The Board should then proceed
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to receive bids as scheduled on July 12, 1985, from any firm
otherwise properly responding to the Invitation to Bid.

A memorandum discussing these issues and providing
additional legal authorities is attached.

Very truly yours,

AL e L ey
Richard A. Franzke

RAF:jd
Enclosure



List of Firms Submitting PreQualification Applications

Neil Wise

BFI

55 Almaden Boulevard
4th Floor

San Jose, CA 95114

Peter Huff

Waste Management, Inc.
715 Comstock St.

Santa Clara, CA 95054

Jack Isola

Oakland Scavengers
2601 Peralta St.
Oakland, CA 94607

Sheryl Smith

John Sexton Contractors
1815 S. Wolf Rd,
Hillside, IL 60162

Alex Cross

Genstar Waste Technology Group
8305 SE Monterey

Suite 204

Portland, OR 97266

Robert Becker

Laidlaw

15 Spinning Wheel Road
Suite 210

Hinsdale, I11inois 6052]

James T. Masters

Herzog Contractors Corp.
6920 Miramar Rd., Suite 207
San Diego, CA 92121

Edward Johnson
Kedon Services LTD
4619 - 6A Street NE
Calgary, Alberta
Canada TZE 4BA

Nels Johnson

Rabanco, Inc.

9 S. Massachusettes St.
Seattle, WA 98134



Agenda Item No. 6.1
Meeting Date June 13, 1985

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

May 9, 1985

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

Also Present: Rick Gustafson, Executive Officer

Staff Present: Don Carlson, Eleanore Baxendale, Doug Drennen,
Dennis Mulvihill, Randi Wexler, Chuck Geyer,
Gene Leo, Kay Rich, Vickie Rocker, Leigh
Zimmerman, Peg Henwood, Andy Cotugno, Jennifer .
Sims, Ray Barker

Presiding Officer Bonner called the regular meeting of the Council
to order at 5:35 p.m.

1. INTRODUCTIONS

None.

2. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

,

Councilor Van-Bergen reported he had received an unsolicited book in
the mail and was returning it to staff.

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

Washington County Transfer & Recycling Center (WTRC) Siting

Process. At Executive Officer Gustafson's invitation, Doug Drennen
reported that staff, as a result of input received from local
special interest groups, had just completed work with the WTRC
Advisory Committee to revise and define the siting criteria. Staff
would now review the recommended sites, including the 54 sites
initially identified, plus about 25 new sites. Mr. Drennen said all
parties involved had commented the process was fair and the facility
was needed. The perceived potential for traffic and sanitation
problems, however, was a concern of many individuals. Therefore, he
said, the revised criteria placed more emphasis on transportation
and compatibility of the facility with its surroundings.

Mr. Drennen explained staff would make its recommendations to the
Advisory Committee by the end of May. The Committee would then
select final sites and public meetings would be held to receive
additional input on those sites. The Committee would have a final
recommendation for Council consideration in June, he said.
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Hawthorne Bridge Repair Project. Executive Officer Gustafson
reported he and Andy Cotugno had received a letter from Jeff Larkins
thanking Metro for its efforts in helping the City of Portland
determine how traffic should be rerouted due to the bridge closure.
Presiding Officer Bonner also thanked staff for their fine work on
the project. :

Recycling Legislation. The Executive Officer asked Dennis Mulvihill
to brief the Council on the status of state recycling legislation as
detailed in Mr. Mulvihill's memo to the Executive Officer dated

May 9, 1985. Mr. Mulvihill first reviewed bottle recycling legisla-
tion and explained the Willamette Week article circulated to
Councilors was an accurate report of activities in Salem on this
issue.. Regarding plastics recycling legislation, Mr. Mulvill
thought SB 871, a bill that would offer tax credit for recycling
plastic materials, had a good chance of being adopted. Finally, he
reported SB 872 would require a surcharge on pesticide manufactur-
ers. Proceeds of the surcharge would be used for a statewide educa-
tion campaign on appropriate uses and disposal of pesticides and for
a Metro administered, pilot collection project for hazardous waste
materials.

Legislative Update. Executive Officer Gustafson reviewed the status-

of various legislation of concern to the agency. Regarding SB 662,
modifying state landfill siting authority, the Executive Officer
reported the bill continued to be amended but Committee support was
very strong. The latest draft provided for no appeals of the
Environmental Quality Commission decision, he said. The status of
other legislation was explained in the Executive Officer Report and
was distributed to Councilors.

4. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS
None. .

S. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

Judy Dehen, 2965 N.W. Verde Vista, Portland, Oregon, representing
the Columbia Group Sierra Club, addressed the Council regarding

SB 662 which would modify state landfill siting authority. She said
if the bill were adopted, the counties would be looking to Metro for
technical assistance on solid waste alternative technology. There-
fore, she urged the Council to step up its schedule for adopting the
Alternative Technology chapter of the Solid Waste Management Plan.
Executive Officer Gustafson agreed with Ms. Dehen and said a draft
of the Alternative Technology chapter would be completed and made
available to Councilors the following Monday.
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6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Motion: Councilor Kirkpatrick moved to approve the minutes of
the April 11, 1985, Council meeting. Councilor
DaJ ardin seconded the motion.

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Kirkpatrick,
Rafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner .

Absent: Councilor Hansen

The motion carried and the minutes were approved.

7. RESOLUTIONS

Z.1 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-562, for the 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

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

Presiding Officer Bonner announced Resolution No. 85-563 would be
considered for adoption at this meeting. After the budget was
reviewed and certified by the TSCC, the Council would consider
adopting Resolution No. 85-562 at the meeting of June 27, 1985. He
then opened the public hearing on the FY 1985-86 budget. There
being no testimony, he closed the public hearing and announced
another hearing would take place on June 27.

Executive Officer Gustafson reported he supported the budget as
recommended by the Metro Budget Committee and would address specific
questions of the Council as each budget fund was reviewed.

Zoo Department. Presiding Officer Bonner explained the Budget
Committee recommended the Zoo staff include an element in the

FY 1985-86 work program to address the Zoo parking situation.
Councilor Oleson asked staff to explain measures that would be taken
to resolve the problem. Gene Leo reported staff were meeting with
OMSI and Western Forestry Center directors and had requested the
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state to add a westbound freeway access ramp to Canyon Road. He
also explained the City has been requested to consider accommodatlng
extra traffic on the Sylvan interchange if the state did not satis-
factorily address the freeway problem. In addition, some short-term
solutions for this summer's traffic had been developed.

The Presiding Officer asked staff to respond to the Budget Commit-
tee's request that as part of the FY 1986-87 budget process, staff
would develop specific measures to consolidate activities of Zoo and
central Public Affairs functions in order to reduce program costs
and increase efficiency. Mr. Leo said he .and Ms. Rocker were meet-
ing the following week to begin this work. The Presiding Officer
stressed the importance of this matter and asked staff to report on
specific actions that would be taken as soon as they were develop-
ed. Councilor Kirkpatrick added she had recently seen a bus poster
for the Alaska Tundra Exhibit that had not identified Metro in the
advertisement. Mr. Leo said he would investigate the matter.

Solid Waste Department. Councilor Hansen, Chairman of the Budget
Committee, reported the Committee had discussed the need for flexi-
b111ty in the Solid Waste Budget if priorities were to change. The
major change recommended by the Committee was requesting the Waste
Reduction promotional program plan be brought back to the Council
for review before implementation funds were spent.

The Presiding Officer asked staff to explain the recommended budget
note that would require providing funds to investigate the three
siting options (1) performing engineering work on the Wildwood
Landfill site if a permit were obtained; 2) additional appeals work
if Metro were still involved in court proceed1ngs, or 3) funding
work to evaluate new landfill sites) simultaneously if it became
necessary. After discussion, it was determined the three options
should be better explained in the budget note. Councilor Cooper
thought the Budget Overview document thoroughly explained the three
options. Councilor Myers requested the budget note language be
changed to refer to siting processes rather than siting locations.

Motion: Councilor Myers moved the budget note for the Solid
Waste Landfill Siting Program be changed to read:
"In implementing the landfill siting program, provide
funds for investigating the three siting processes
simultaneously if it becomes necessary." Councilor
Kelley seconded the motion.

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen,
Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson,
Van Bergen, Waker and Bonner
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The motion carried.

Councilor Van Bergen: asked if funds were budgeted to inventory where
hazardous wastes were buried in the landfill. He thought this was
especially important due to future gas mining activities.

Mr. Drennen explained staff conducted a special waste program to
identify hazardous wastes. These wastes were also marked on land-
£fill maps by the landfill operator and were periodically audited by
staff. He said this procedure had been followed since Metro assumed
responsibility for operating the St. Johns Landfill.

Presiding Officer Bonner asked staff to report on the proposed
schedule for adopting the Solid Waste Management Plan. Mr. Drennen
said staff were working to complete all technical work by July

1985. The draft Alternative Technology chapter would be available
next Monday. Technical documents and policy issues regarding the
Plan would then be reviewed by the public, based on a process adopt-
ed-by the Council, and the Plan would be considered for adoption by
the Council in April 1986, he said.

Intergovernmental Resource Center (IRC). Executive Officer
Gustafson requested the Council amend the IRC budget by adding
$300,000 to Contractual Services, pending receipt of funds from
local jurisdictions to fund a study on the regional convention
center. He explained when the budget was prepared, it was unknown
whether Metro would coordinate the receipt and disbursal of these
funds. The Executive Officer also recommended transferring $10,000
from Contingency to finance Metro's contribution to the study. He
explained he would provide the Council with a revised budget for
this transfer after the approved budget was returned by the TSCC.

Motion: Councilor Kafoury moved to accept the Executive
Officer's recommendation to amend the IRC Contractual
Services Revenue line item to $437,760 and the
Miscellaneous Revenue line item to $85,087.
Councilor Kirkpatrick seconded the motion.

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

Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson,
Van Bergen, Waker and Bonner

The motion carried and the IRC budget was amended.

Councilors Hansen and Kelley explained a budget note recommended by
the Budget Committee requested the Council consider making appro-
priate funds available to support cooperative regional park and
telecommunicasions studies if funding commitments were made by other
jurisdictions for either of those programs.



Metro Council

May 9, 1985
Page 6 ' .

General Fund. Councilor Hansen reported the Budget Committee recom-
mended adding $2,300 to the Public Affairs advertising budget to
finance more prominent meeting ads in newspapers. The Committee
also requested staff actively pursue ways to consolidate Zoo and
central office Public Affairs functions in order to improve effi-
ciency and save money for the FY 1986-87 budget.

Jennifer Sims circulated proposed revisions to the Council budget.
The budget totals were not changed, she said, but a more detailed
classification of Travel, Meetings and Conferences and Contractual
Services line items were provided. She said the Budget Committee
had recommended approval of the changes.

Councilor Van Bergen requested staff review, for the FY 1986-87
budget, the possibility of increasing Councilors' per diem amounts
and eliminating reimbursements for expenses without increasing the
total amounts budgeted for both items. The Executive Officer
thought this would be appropriate to review for the current budget
year. Presiding Officer Bonner asked Ray Barker to review the per
diem and expense procedures for other jurisdictions and to report
findings back to the Presiding Officer.

Motion: Councilor Kirkpatrick moved to adopt Resolution

No. 85-563 and Councilor Van Bergen seconded the '
motion. '

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen, Kirkpatrick,
Rafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner

Absent: Councilor Cooper

The motion carried and FY 1985-86 Budget was approved for transmit-
tal to the TSCC. The Resolution was worded to include all amend-
ments to the budget made by the Budget Committee and approved by the
Council.

Councilor DeJardin commended the Budget Committee for their fine
work in reviewing the budget.

7.3 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-558, for the Purpose of
Approving the FY 1986 Unified Work Program (UWP) and
Consideration of Resolution No. 85-559, for the Purpose of
Certifying that the Portland Metropolitan Area is in Compliance
with Federal Transportation Planning Requirements
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Mr. Cotugno explained the two resolutions were budget-related in
that a portion of the Transportation Budget dealth with the use of
various federal transportation grants and would implement all of the
budgeted transportation programs. The first resolution would
authorize staff to apply to the Federal Transportation and Highway
Administrations for the receipt of grant funds, he said. The second
resolution certified the region was in compliance with federal
requirements and would allow Metro to continue receiving grant
funds. Mr. Cotugno reported one requirement was to maintain an
updated five~year transit development program. Because this plan
was currently out of date, he said the federal government could
question future requests for transit funds.

Councilor Gardner asked if the failure to meet current Disadvantaged
Business Enterprise (DBE) program goals could cause problems in
receiving grant funding. Mr. Cotugno said he did not expect any
problems because Metro could document good faith efforts in meeting
DBE goals.

Motion: Councilor Rirkpatrick moved to adopt Resolution
No. 85-558. Councilor Kafoury seconded the motion.

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:
. ' Ayes: - Councilors Coober, DeJ ardin, Gardner, Kirkpatrick,
Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner

Absent: Councilor Hansen
The motion carried and Resolution No. 85-558 was adopted.

Motion: Councilor Kirkpatrick moved to adopt Resolution
' No. 85-559. Councilor Kafoury seconded the motion.

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Kirkpatrick,
Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner

Absent: Councilor Hansen
The motion carried and Resolution No. 85-559 was adopted.
7.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-564, for the Purpose of

Requiring Mandatory Prequalification for the Contract for
Operating the St. Johns Landfill
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Presiding Officer Bonner explained this item had been considered at
the meeting of April 25. The Council requested staff return to the
Council with a list of members who would serve on the prequallflca—
- tion application evaluation committee and the specific criteria the
committee would use in evaluating applications. Doug Drennen
reported the material requested by the Council was included in the
agenda materials. He then introduced Chuck Geyer, manager for the
project. Mr. Geyer explained the materials in the agenda packet and
reported that Ron Sonnerberg, Principal Engineer with the Bureau of
Environmental Services, City of Portland, should be added to the
list of evaluation committee members. The Presiding Officer said if
the Resolution were adopted he would appoint Counc1lor Cooper to
the committee.

After Mr. Geyer explained the criteria for evaluation and the quali-
fications of the evaluation committee, Councilor Waker asked about
the requirement that applicants must have the equlpment available to
perform the work. Mr. Geyer responded the appropriate equipment
could be owned or rented but the applicant must demonstrate the
equipment would be available. Councilor Waker requested the appli-
cation be reworded to indicate equipment could be either owned or
rented.

The Presiding Officer asked how staff would evaluate the solvency of
bonding companies used by the successful bidder. Eleanore Baxendale
said the prequalification form requested information about bonding
companies applicants had used in the past. This would provide some
indication of each applicants' experience and of how bonding compan-
ies assessed the quality of the applicants' work products, she

said. The successful bidder would be given the opportunity to
secure a bond but the contractor could be disqualified if that bond
did not provide the kind of protection required by law. She said
staff would have access to a list of state-rated bonding companies
by which to evaluate these companies.

Councilor Waker asked if Metro were obligated to disqualify appli-
cants who did not meet all the established prequalification
criteria. Ms. Baxendale explained a company could technically be
allowed to bid that did not meet all the criteria. However, she did
not think this would happen because it would not be in Metro's best
interests to allow unqualified companies to bid on the project.

Councilor Hansen, referring to Criteria "D," asked if a company
could be rejected for one breech of a previous contract.

Ms. Baxendale replied that although the criteria seemed to imply
several breeches must exist, an Attorney General's opinion inter-
preted this criteria to means that one breach of contract could
disqualify an applicant. She said the evaluation committee could
excercise judgment to determine how serious a contractor's past
actions had been.
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Motion: Councilor Kirkpatrick moved to adopt Resolution
No. 85-564. Councilor Kelley seconded the motion.

Councilor Van Bergen asked how many applications staff expected to
receive. Mr. Geyer said 14 prequalification applications would be
distributed by staff and an advertisement for the project had been
placed in a national publication. Staff estimated about six appli-
cants would be qualified to bid on the project.

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors Cooper, DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen,

Kirkpatrick, Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Waker
and Bonner

Nay: Councilor Van Bergen
‘The motion carried and Resolution No. 85-564 was adopted.

8. ORDINANCES

8.1 Consideration of Ordinance No. 85-188, Relating to Public
Contracting Procedures and Amending Code Section 2.04.030 (i)

Presiding Officer Bonner announced he was removing this item from
the adenda and that it might be considered at a later date.

9. OTHER BUSINESS

9.1 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-571, Stating Policies
Relating to Alternative Methods of Solld Waste Disposal and
Siting of a General Purpose Landfill

The Executive Officer explained the Resolution reiterated past
policies adopted by the Council including: 1) the Council would
continue its investigation of the Solid Waste Management Planning
process of alternative disposal methods; 2) the Council would
develop ways as part of that process to receive full public review
and would cooperatively respond to and, if feasible, implement those
waste disposal proposals; and 3) the Counc11 had recognized the need
for a long-term general purpose landfill site as an integral compo-
nent in any comprehensive waste dlsposal system. He said the reit-
eration of policy would be useful in working with Legislators for
the passage of SB 662.

Motion: Councilor DeJardin moved Resolution No. 85-571 be
adopted. Councilor Kirkpatrick seconded the motion.
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might exist about Metro's intentions for supporting SB 662. He
found it difficult to perceive, however, that Metro's support of the
bill could be interpreted as a device for siting a landfill at
Wildwood. '

Vote: A vote on the motion resulted in:

Ayes: Councilors DeJardin, Gardner, Hansen, Rirkpatrick,
Kafoury, Kelley, Myers, Oleson, Van Bergen, Waker and
Bonner ‘ .

Absent: Councilor Cooper
The motion carried and Resolution No. 85-571 was adopted.

10. COMMITTEE REPORTS

Multnomah County Solid Waste Task Force. Councilor Gardner reported
the Task Force was currently reviewing proposals for alternative
waste disposal methods. The Task Force would then prepare recommen-
dations for landfill siting criteria, the siting process and alter-
native technologies. He also .reported the Task Force was unable to
take a consensus position on SB 662.

Committee for Accessible Trans ortation. Councilor Kelley distri-
buted an interim report prepared by the Committee. She said Metro's

would be very important. She urged Councilors to read the report
with this in mind.

That decision would be made in July and the public would be asked to

There being no further business, Presiding Officer Bonner adjourned
the meeting at 7:30 p.m. :

Respectfull¥ submitted,

A. Marie Nelson
Clerk of the Council

amn
3602C/313-2
05/23/85




STAFF_REPORT Agenda Item No. 7.1

Meeting Dates Jan. 24, 1985
March 14, 1985
June 13,-1985

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 85-186 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE FY 1984-85 BUDGET AND
APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE

Date: May 31, 1985 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

The attached ordinance and supportlnq detail comprise the
proposed supplemental budget for FY 1984-85. Approval of the
proposed ordinance would amend both the Budget and the
Appropriations Schedule. This item was first scheduled for Council
consideration on January 24, 1985. Pending results from current
lease negotlatlons, addltlonal changes were presented on March 14,
1985. At that time the Council approved the resolution forwardlnq
the budget to the Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission (TSCC).

The TSCC held a public hearing on May 22, 1985, and certified
the proposed supplemental budget amendments w1th one exception. As
indicated in the attached letter dated May 28, 1985, the TSCC
objected to the proposed recognition of the SOlld Waste fund balance
because that action does not meet any one of the five conditions
specified in ORS 294.480.

~Since that date, seven additional budget'adjustments are needed
as follows:

L A new 11ne 1tem should be established in the Materlals
and Services category in the. Budget and Administrative
Services Division budget (General Fund) to reflect
payment of taxes for the 2000 S. W. 1lst Avenue building
in the amount of $27,400. This payment is a
requirement of the lease agreement between Metro and
the building owner.

‘2. The transfers to the General Fund from the Zoo
' Operating Fund and the Solid Waste Operating Fund
should be increased by $4,839 and $11,946
respectively. These amounts reflect those funds'
proportionate share of the tax payment indicated
above. The funds are proposed to come from the
contingency category in each budget.

3. The Data Processing Division budget (General Fund)
needs to be adjusted by transferring $6,000 from
materials and services to personal services to reflect



higher than anticipated personnel charges in that
division. As you recall, two staff people in Data
Processing split their time between the IRC Fund and
General Fund.

4. The Criminal Justice Technical Assistance Fund needs to
be adjusted by $9,000 to reflect higher than
anticipated grant "pass through" activity.

5. The Council budget (General Fund) needs to be adjusted
by transferring $250 from the contractual services line
item in the materials and services category to the
personal services category. The funds are -to be used
to provide temporary employment for the existing high
school aide until June 30, 1985. Metro has provided
work experience for special education students on a
volunteer basis for the past two years. - The current
student has graduated and is looking for employment.

6. The Zoo Operating Fund needs to be adjusted by
transferring $38,656 from contingency to the temporary
line item in the personal services category in the
Visitor Services Division budget. These funds are
needed to cover projected expenditures resulting from
increased attendance at the Zoo.

7. Final costs are now available for the proposed IRC
computer purchase. The original estimate was $60,000.
The final figure is $63,800. The additional amount
($3,800) shown in the revised figures will be covered
with funds on hand from past Transportation Department
data sales.

A description, rationale and dollar impact for all of the
proposed budget adjustments for each fund follow.

Z0O Ope:ating Fund

1. 'Personal Services costs are increased to -$110,076
- reflect the cost of living adjustment (COLA)
awarded to both union and non-union employees
retroactive to July 1, 1984 ($71,420) and to
reflect increased costs in Visitor Services
Division ($38,656).

2. Materials and Services expenses are increased ~$76,000
in the Buildings & Grounds Division.

Increased utilities due to rate increases and $42,000
new exhibits. :

Unplanned vehicle, building and railroad repairs. $17,500




Additional supplies due to higher attendance and $5,500
new employees.

Extra Contractual Services to support increased $10,000
attendance. ' '
Training & Tuition and payments to other $1,000
agencies.

3 'Capital Outlay costs are increased to buy new $2,347
furniture for the Director.
Purchase of an elephant ear cart was budgeted $8,236
last fiscal year but not paid until this fiscal
year.

4. Transfer to General Fund is increased to pay $42,176

for the Zoo's proportionate share of the COLA
for General Fund employees (+$2,454), the
increased rent costs ($14,227) and construction
costs and taxes on the 1lst Avenue building
($25,495). These change have been allocated on
the basis of the existing cost allocation plan.

5. The Contingency is reduced to cover the cost ($238,835)
increases. These changes reduce the Contingency
to $500.

Zoo Capital Fund

Amend project amounts to reflect actual and 0
projected progress. Alaskan Tundra expenses

are up by $877,593 due to the default and the

Bear Grotto will have less work than planned.

Additional work is anticipated on the Elephant

Museum this year.

.Sclid Waste

1. Recognize unanticipated disposal fees, user $900,000
fees, transfer charges and convenience
charges due to increased waste flow.

2. Contractual Services costs are expected to 4 $401,000
_exceed the budget due to higher waste flow.
Metro's costs are pegged to the waste flow.

3. Purchase of a microcomputer with accessories $10,000
and software are requested. Details of the
need, justification and interface with other
organizational data processing needs were
presented to the Council Management Committee
on February 21.



4. The transfer to the General Fund is increased $106,209
to pay for Solid Waste's proportionate share
of the COLA for General Fund employees (+$3,620),
increased rent costs ($39,645) and taxes and
construction costs at the lst Avenue building
($62,944). These changes have been allocated
on the basis of the existing cost allocation plan.

5; The balance of funds have been placed in . $382,791
Contingency. .

St. Johns Improvement Fund

The Appropriations Schedule is amended to reflect ~ $545,300
an Unappropriated Balance which was originally
budgeted but not shown on this schedule.

Intergovernmental Resource Center

1. Resources are increased to recognize actual $44,144
grant awards and match amounts. The additonal
General Fund transfer is for required match
for a computer purchase (+$3,000) plus match
and direct costs for the COLA (+$3,448).

2. Personal Services costs have been adjusted to ($7,700)
reflect a reorganization of tasks among
divisions and two reclasses. Expenses for the
‘Criminal Justice Director are transferred to
Contractual Services in accordance with the work
program. This results in a net decrease in
Personal Services in this fund.

3. Purchase of a computer is planned this year $63,800
* for a total cost of $63,800. Except for
$3,000 match, costs will be covered by
grants and match contributed by Tri-Met.

4. The transfer to the General Fund is reduced ($27,986)

for two reasons. First, monies which were

to be transferred and reserved for a future

purchase will instead be spent from the IRC

fund. Second the net reduction in Personal

Services also reduces overhead. Overhead

calculations are based on the provisional

rate set in July 1984.

General Fund

1. Resources are increased to recognize the o $362,794
beginning fund balance and additional pro-
jected interest income. Transfers from the
Zoo and Solid Waste Operating Funds are
increased to cover unanticipated COLA and




rent, taxes and construction costs plus costs

’ associated with the planned office relocation.
The transfers are based on the cost allocation
plan.

2. Personal Services costs are increased for the S13, 554
2 percent COLA awarded effective January 1,
1985. Also, a new position of Support Services
Supervisor is proposed to handle the planned
office relocation and new building management
responsibilities. Costs for this can be covered
'with existing appropriations.

3. The proposed budget includes a 2 percent COLA ©$493
effective January 1, 1985, for the Executive
Officer. ORS 268.180(4) provides that the
Executive Officer's compensation shall be set
by the Council upon the recommendation of a
salary commission to be appointed by the
Council. It shall not be less than that of a
District Court Judge. It is recommended
that the Council approve the increase without
appointing a commission as the size and nature
of the change do not warrant such an effort.

4. The Materials and Services costs are increased " $142,014

primarily due to three changes which affect

‘ : ’ the Finance and Administration Department.
First is the $27,400 for property taxes discussed
above. Second, the current office space lease
provides for a rent increase based on the CPI
over the last five years. This was not included
in the Adopted Budget. When combined with
higher operating costs which are passed through
to Metro, we have a total increase of $86,664
this fiscal year. Third, start up costs related
to the new office space account for the remaining
(net $27,950). '

5. The transfer to IRC is increased fof'computer $8,406
purchase match and COLA costs. ;

6. The Contingency is increased using the higher $113;327
beginning fund balance. . :

‘All Other Funds

 There are no changes in any other funds.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Ordinance
' No. 85-186.

JS/q91-2719C/257-9
06,/06/85 '



Agenda Item No. 9.1

Memn ~ Meeting Date June 13, 1985
a

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

Date: May 20, 1985

To: Rick Gustafson, Executive Officer
Dan Duria, Director, Solid Waste Department
Douglas Drennen, Engineering/Analysis Manager

From: Dennis Mulvihill, Waste Reduction Manager
Wayne Rifer, Analyst

Regarding: POLICY ANALYSIS OF METRO'S SOLID WASTE PLANNING
AUTHORITY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The attached policy analysis has been prepared at the direction
of the Executive Officer to clarify our assumptions about the
basis for Metro's solid waste management planning. The dis-
cussion which generated this directive concerned what questions
 we wish to raise with the public in discussing Source Reduction
and Recycling policy options; will we consider all aspects of
the recycling system, or only those over which Metro has direct

operational authority?
The fundamental question we must first answer is:

WHY ARE WE DEVELOPING A SOLID WASTE PLAN?

We perceive several assumptions upon which our current efforts
to update the SWMP are based:

1. alternative disposal methods are growing more competi-
tive due to the increased costs of new landfills and
technological advancements;

2. there is a growing public awareness of solid waste
issues and options in the region;

3.. recent changes in Oregon's Solid Waste Management Laws
: (SB 405, SB 925) ard the Federal Resource Conservation
and Recycling Act (RCRA) provide an enhanced legal

"basis for solid waste management;

4. there exist distinct inconsistencies between our
present actions and the adopted SWMP; and
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5. there are increasing difficulties nationwide and
locally in siting landfills and other major disposal
facilities; Metro has a need to promote new public
perceptions of our motives and decision-making process
if we are to gain success in siting major facilities.

THE HEART OF THIS MEMO IS AN EXAMINATION OF METRO'S LEGAL BASIS
FOR SOLID WASTE PLANNING. FOUR MAJOR PLANNING AUTHORITIES WILL
BE DISCUSSED. THEIR CHIEF CHARACTERISTICS ARE:

A Metro Solid Waste System's Plan

- subject area scope is Metro's operational authority which
includes the regulation, licensing, franchising and certi-
fication of disposal, transfer and resource recovery facili-
ties and flow control (ORS 268)

- geographic boundaries are those for which Metro has solid
waste operations authority (Metrc boundaries only)

- Metro would presumably have sole authority for adoption and
approval of the plan

Solid Weste Management Plan -- A Regional Plan (SWMP)

- legal authority is RCRA, a Governor's Executive Order, and
ORS 459 '

- includes all aspects of solid waste management

- geographic boundaries are the three-county area

- region-wide process for policy setting necessary

- must be approved by DEQ, however, there exist few standards

- local government solid waste actions must be consistent with
SWMP

- local collection franchise authority derives from SWMP

- the existing COR-MET Plan satisfies state requirements for a
SWMP, but lacks guidarnce for local solid waste decisions

- required for federal loans (Pollution Control Bonds) and DEQ
assistance.

Waste Reduction Program (WRP)

- is part of SWMP

- siting of landfill in an exclusive farm use zone (EFU)
requires one

— local jurisdictions have implied sign-off for issues under
their operational authority

- must be used by local jurisdictions in establishing
collection service areas

- must be approved by DEQ according to specific standards
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- the existing plan satisfies state requ1rement to have a
waste reduction program but -does ‘not - contain guidance. for
local governments to use 1n‘establ1sh1ng collection service
areas’ : : ST : :

- ~the Waste Reductlon Program and._the wasteshed recycling -
reports required by SB 405 are separate, but contaln
<conslderable coincidence of subject matter.

Functlonal Plan

—'iMetro "shall" adopt funct1onal plans (ORS 268 390), preceded‘

by an overview plannlng process to 1dent1fy areas- and actlv-
~ities which- require one :

- strictly an optlon for solid waste plannlng

‘= authority applies within-Metro boundaries only L

- 'optional LCDC review for compliance with statewide goals '

= local government plans and actions must comply with it,
i.e., a Metro functlonal plan addressing disposal facility
‘s1t1ng could: be ‘used to requ1re consistency of local plans.

’ COUNCIL DECISIONS ARE REQUIRED BEFORE PROCEEDING’ INTO: THE

‘PUBLIC ARENA:. Spe01f1cally, are we going to develop a reglonal o
- plan or a Metro system s plan? ‘ ‘

- “Are we develop1ng a plan for all aspects of SOlld waste:
management (1ncludlng collectlon), or 51mply Metro s

, _-operatlons°_

© = Will we address issues for the full three -county area and. ‘
- what 'level of 1nvolvement w1ll those other jurisdictions and-

publics ‘have?

' .e_'Whlch plannlng authorltles are approprlate to our goals”

"=~. Is it appropriate to exercise the full force of our plannlng
‘ author1ty9 ‘ . : : . ,

In a€d1t10n, at some point we must dec1de 1f ‘we 1ntend to -
;utlllze our functlonal plannlng authorltles.

.‘Wlth these questlons .we ‘can consider Metro' s strateglc optlons

for the SWMP, and the 1mp11cat1ons of those opt1ons on the
';plannlnq process and the end result. :

THIS MEMO MAKES SEVERAL RECOMMENDATIONS'

. Metro’ should develop,'agree upon, and . clearly artlculate a
fcomprehens1ve solid waste management planning strategy.

~ Our best strategy is tc develop a regional SWMP.

- If Metro choses to develop a regional solid waste plan, that
-planning process should (a) develop regional goals and - ’
policies for solid waste management, (b) directly plan for



. Memorandum.
May 20, 1985
Page 4 '

systems whlch are within Metro s operatlonal authorlty, ané
~(c) delegate plannlng responsibilities to local jurisdictions
for systems which are under their authority, and  (d) define
.and oversee a plannlng process with which jurisdictions can
identify their issues and address collection problems for

-the good of the region.

~ .=- Metro should consider u51ng its functlonal planning

. authorlty to secure cooperation of local land -use’ plannlng
. efforts in dlsposal facility. s1t1ng. S

. WR/srs :
'3281C/412-4
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"The Legal Context

POLICY ANALYSIS OF METRO'S SOLID WASTE PLANNING AUTHORITY
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~ I. THE LEGAL CONTEXT

A.' RCRA--REGIONAL SOLID WASTE PLANNING

Subtltle D of RCRA requires that states develop solld waste
matagement plans in order to be eligible for receipt of federal
techn1cal and flnanc1al assistance. States are also requ1red to: -

- '-de81gnate reglons for regional solid waste management planS°
" = .identify state -and regional solid waste functions;
. = .. identify the regional solid waste authority; and. :
- identify a means for coordinating reglonal plannlng and
1mp1ementat10n w1th the. state plan. -

1 The objectlves of state and regional planning;are to:

- Adevelop methods of - solid waste disposal which are env1ron-
K mentally sound;
e maximize the utilization of valuable resources, and
= 'encourage resource conservatlon. :

‘More spec1f1c requlrements apply to the state plan. The state
plan has been written and adopted by DEQ. 1Its intent is to sat1sfy

federal funding requirements. The reglonal plans, as defined in

RCRA, are viewed by DEQ as address1ng -the real 1ssues of SOlld waste

'-management..

B. ASSIGNMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY TO METRO -

ORS 459 a551gns prlmary respon51b111ty for developlng a SWMP to
local government (including Metro). The law clearly .encourages the

- development of such a plan (ORS 459.017(1) (b)). However, a plan -is

. only required in order to receive state assistance for 1andf111

; siting (ORS 459.017(c), 459.035, 459. 047) and for recelpt of Federal
Pollutmon Control Bond monies (ORS 468 220(6))

In response to the RCRA requ1rements, Governor Straub 1ssued

.-Exeoutlve Orders - in November 1977 -and May 1978 which designated MSD

as the solid waste planning and implementing authority for -the . -
three-county area.- This Executive Order.was informally. reafflrmed
by Governor Atiyeh. .No’ subsequent action has been taken to alter-
that order. When legal responsibilities passed from MSD to Metro,:

,Metro recelved the regional solid waste- plann1ng authorlty.

STt is 1mportant to remember that an Executlve Order ‘can be

,resc1nded unilaterally by action of the Governor.

- C. SCOPE OF .METRO SOLID WASTE PLANNING AUTHORITY

1. Geographlc Reg1on

- As. noted above, Metro was a551gned plannlng authorlty
- for the entire three -county region. .o
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~Subject Areas

ORS .'459 does not define the‘subiect areas for 'a'SWMP,,'_M '
‘but it does define solid waste management. :

"'Solid waste management' means prevention -
or reduction of solid waste; management of
the storage, collection, transportation,
treatment, utilization, processing and = .
final disposal of solid waste; and facili~ -
ties necessary or convenient to such - '
activities." (ORS 459.005) ' '

"S0lid waste management includes collection activities,

which are-outside of Metro's operational authority.

These are_ intended to. be included in. a SWMP,

?NOTE:.‘The-responsibility of the,plan.to address issues

related to collection is reinforced by ORS 459.200.

. That statute states .that local government franchise
authority - is granted for the

purpose of carrying out. .
state law.and the state SWMP. The state plan is, in
turn, "a compilation of documents- and referenced .items

- (e.g., local plan)" (OR Solid,Waste'Management Plan

~ Status Report 1979, DEQ, p. 42).

A plan which is restricted in scope to Metro's
operational system (i.e., disposal and- processing

. facilities) would not serve as a basis for local -

franchise authority. It would be necessary to include
some aspect of collection for the plan to meet the

intent of this statute.

‘.THis_statute'is a stfong'toolehich_is.available'to
. Metro. It could be used to establish broad. policies
-regarding the reqgulation of collection.. However, Metro ..

cannot . directly requlate collection. The boundary. -
between the establishment of policy ‘and .direct requla-

~tion is a matter requiring[carefulApolitical reflection‘
and clear arEiculation.j,,' : A S

The Existing SWMP (COR-MET & 1981 Waste Reduction Plan)

-_The'chrrent planning proceSS'iS'an'updaté-bf the 1974
‘Metropolitan Service District Solid Waste Mana ement

Action Plan, the COR-MET Plan (prepared by CH3M HILL

and Metcalf & Eddy for MSD), .and of the 1981 Waste
Reduction Plan. Those plans satisfy the legal require-
ments for a SWMP ‘and a Waste Reduction Program. DT

' The COR-MET plan covered the full three-codnty'area

plus Columbia County. Columbia County was dealt with
separately from the rest of the region due to its rural

- character.




The COR-MET plan dealt with all aspeots of solid waste

management except that, for reasons of limitations of

- funds, collection was "considered only insofar as it

interfaced with and had impact on transfer, transport,
processing, and disposal." (p. 1-3) The exlstlng
plans, therefore, provide no basis for carrying out

‘collect1on franchise authorlty.

The COR-MET Plan proposed a system of SOlld waste
disposal facilities which is different:in several ways
from the current system and from. that which Metro
subsequently proposed to build (i.e., COR-MET proposed

- materials ‘and RDF recovery while MSD and Metro proposed

to build a mass burner; COR-MET proposed three small
landfills in gravel quarrles while Metro proposed a

B reglonal landf1ll)

'Subsequent Counc1l actions altered these policies. The
- Waste Reduction Plan adopted in January 1981 set the

goal of reducing waste through resource recovery.

' Though the technique was not specified,’ mass burnlng

was selected as the method to be used

.'As Metro proceeded to search for several landfill sites,
_DEQ set a new State policy which prohibited the use of

gravel quarries. . This led Metro to seek a single,
regional landfill through the siting process. Further

- updates were made recently to the Solid Waste Management
Plan to bring it into closer conformity with Metro .
actions. Most notably, in 1984 the first chapters of a

comprehen51ve update of -the.Plan were completed in draft
form and interim policies-were adopted by the Council.
In September, for example, ‘the Council stated the need
for a single, general purpose’ landflll (Resolution No.

'84—506)

" The Waste Reductlon Program,

ORS 459 055 requ1res that a ‘waste reductlon program
(WRP)- be developed by a local government before a .
landfill can be approved for siting in an EFU zone.
ORS 459.005.requires such a program before the issuance

.of Pollution Control Bond monies to a local government.

This- program shall provide for:-

- ~'a commitment.to reduce waste,

- a timetable for implementation; . ‘

- energy efficient and cost-effectlve waste reductlon
approaches; '

- procedures commensurate with. the types of waste; ‘and.

- legal, technical and economic’ feasibility. - (see

. ORS 459.055 and OAR 340- 61 llO)



i

The legal étatus of the waste reduction program is -
enhanced by ORS 459.200 which identifies it as a basis

. which local governments must utilize in establishing
collection service ‘areas. However, since the current
~plan does. not address collection, it does not contain .

guidance for establishing service areas.

The Waste Reduction Program is logically a component of

the SWMP, though it should be separately identified

because of .its distinct authorities and requirements.

It ié‘nowhéfe'directly stated ‘that Metro hasvauthofityA'_
. to-develop a.waste reduction program for the full three-

county ‘area. However, since waste reduction is inherent
in solid waste management by -law, and since EQC rules
establish an interrelationship between the two' (OAR

~ 340-61-110(1) (a))., we assume the Waste Reduction Program
~ to be cote:minous with the SwMP. o S

In addition to, and separate'ffom, the Waste Reduqtion

.Program, ORS 459,180 requires the development of

recycling reports by each wasteshed in the State .as

. defined by EQC. - The'three,country area includes four

wastesheds. No direct reference is made to the Waste

*T,RéductiOn Program in.this section of ORS 459. However,

the subject matter .and intent of the recycling report

-contains majo;vimpliéations for the Program.

"Theﬁfecyclingtrepbrt is'td'be"developed'by all affected

persons (haulers, recyclers, public regulators “(includ--
ing Metro, -etc.) to be coordinated by the cities and = -
counties. DEQ must accept or disapprove the report.
If 'it disapproves, a process can be initiated which .-

could result in an EQC mandated recycling program.

- In consideration of the distinct geographic areas,

powers, and implications of the recycling report, we

.-recommend that the Waste Reduction Program be kept

' separate from the recycling reports. However, the .

prbcess by the wasteshed committees (including Metro)’
in developing the report could be used as a basis for

. reaching an understanding or consensus on elements

which will be incorporated in the Waste Reduction =
Program. S : - g : co

Approval of the SWMP and WRP -

. The first step in the formal adoption of the SWMP is.

its approval by Metro. . However, before any of the ' -
specific authorities of the 'plan can be exercised, it
must be approved by the DEQ. 'DEQ has not defined
standards. for approval of a SWMP. The waste reduction |
program must meet standards defined in EQC Rules (OAR
340-61-100 to 110). A detailed set of submittals are -

. required.



In addition, the Rules appear to require that all local
‘jurisdictions within an area covered by ‘the WRP shall .
sign-off on the commitments made in the program for any
.areas over- which they have implementation authority.
- (OAR -340-61-110(1) (c)). The language here is ambiguous,
stating, "Where more than one local government unit héas
jurisdiction, the statement shall 1nc1ude all such -
;Jurlsdlctlons.

. Our 1nterpretat10n would commlt us to ga1n1ng approval )
- by local jurisdictions for only those ‘statements in the
"plan which directly effect their operat10na1 authority.

. Depending on how detailed the plan is 1n 1ts p011c1es,,
‘this may or may not be an issue.

q6;"Author1ty of the SWMP and WRP

'-Once approved by the DEQ, a SWMP carrles 51gn1f1cant
ﬂauthorlty over- all aspects: of solid waste’ management.
- . No ordinance, order, requlation or contract: adopted by
- va'local government affecting solid waste management
"~ shall conflict w1th the plan. (ORS 459.095) '

'As prev1ously noted, the .plan and the waste reduct1on
program provide, along with state law, the legal basis
~ for local government franchise authority. The WRP must
-also be considered in the establishment of service -

. areas for collectlon.: (ORS 459. 200) -

The Legislature stopped just- short of requ1r1ng all
" jurisdictions to have a SWMP, but it was clearly
intended that a plan should provide the basis for all
1oca1 SOlld waste management activity. -

:_ FUNCTIONAL PLANNING AUTHORITY

ORS 268.390 requires a metfopolitan service district to
prepare and adopt functional.plans. This is a unique

‘ plannlng authority which is separate from solid waste
- planning ‘and land use plannlng. We present it here for
consideration as.an option for an additional authority

within which solid waste planning could be cloaked. Metro

has ‘'used its functional planning powers in the past for

transportation planning, the waste water. plan and the

.Johnson Creek plan.

Functlonal planning is 1ntended for any defined areas and

-activities which have an impact on 1) orderly and responsi-
‘ble development of the area, 2) air quality, 3) water

quality, 4) transportatlon, and 5) other areas selected by |

'the Council.

-Solld ‘waste plannlng seems to meet all criterla. Handllng
the solid waste of the region is part and parcel of . orderly



development. Disposal facilities directly effect air énd

water quality as well as transportation. ‘

- .Subsequent to developing functional plans, the.Metro .

Council may require local governments to make changes to -

their comprehensive land use plans, and actions taken under
them, so that they conform with the functional plan.

- (ORS 268.390(4)) ‘ ‘ '

1. Functional Plan Compliance with Statewide Goals

Neither ORS chapter 197 (Land Use Planning) nor

chapter 268 require Metro functional plans to comply .
‘with the Statewide Land Use Planning Goals and -
Guidelines, nor to be submitted to LCDC for acknow-
ledgement (chapter 197.250 requires compliance only for
comprehensive plans). ’ - :

Presumably then, Metro can prepare and adopt functional
Plans without submitting them to LCDC for acknowledge-
~.ment or review for compliance. The functional plan is
not strictly a land use plan. A solid waste plan would
involve many other types of activities. Requiring
.compliance with land use goals could be problematic for
those parts of the plan not related to land use. C

We conclude that if Metro chooses' to adopt the SWMP as

a _functional plan, it should attempt to comply with the .
. statewide goals and quidelines for those aspects of the
- plan related to land use. - Submission of the entire

Plan for acknowledgement is not required. '

2. Example -- Disposal Facilityféiting'

As .noted, a functional plan's primary authority is over
local land use issues. The primary solid waste issue
effecting land use is disposal facility 'siting. A
functional plan for disposal facility siting could
establish the criteria and standards for evaluating and
selecting -a site. Metro could then enforce local ‘
. government plans to conform with those criteria.

3. Issue: Should'Metro Adopt,the:SWMP as a Functiqna1 Plan

' - The intent of chapter 268 is clearly that Metro use the
functional planning authority. The language of the law
is that a metropolitan service district "shall" develop
functional plans. ‘ - : I

The intent of the law is' that a regional government
first conduct an overview planning process which
~identifies all areas or activities which require a ,
functional plan because they have a significant impact .
on the orderly and responsible development of the . = -

-6 -




metropo11tan'area, on air quality, water guality; or
transportation, or on other aspects of metropolitan .

- area development. Solld waste management would l1kely
meet that test.

Are there advantages to developlng a reg1ona1 functlohal
- plan for SOlld waste°

Solid waste responsibilities and author1t1es are
‘dispersed - throughout the varlous governments in the
'reglon._’ ‘ :

A functional plan ‘for solid waste management, or
specifically for disposal facility siting, could br1ng
“consistency into the planning.context for solid waste
by requiring that local comprehensive plans be con--
51stent w1th the SOlld waste functional plan.

~ On the other hand Metro only has functlonal plannlng
-.authority for theuterrltory within Metro boundaries, -
whereas the solid.waste management authority covers the
entire three-county area. This may impose certain
‘limitations if the count1es chose to challenge the
: author1ty..’ A

" The adoptlon of at least a portlon of the SWMP as- a
. functional plan would add weight to .any requirements
" which were placed by that plan on.local governments.
If Metro decides to play an assertive role in -aspects
of solid waste management which -are under the opera-
. tional authorities of other governments, -then the
".functlonal plannlng tool may be valuable.

' lI. METRO'S SYSTEM PLAN OR A REGIONAL SWMP —= A COMPARISON

‘.“'A.“ THE DIFFERENCES

=

) Is Metro . developlng the SWMP for the three county reglonal-
and. for ‘all aspects of solid waste management as mandated
by state law-—whlch is here called a reglonal plan,

Or-ls Metro developlng a plan.strlctly for the construction -
- of ‘the facilities, programs and policies over. which Metro -
has direct authority-éthat is, a Metro System's.Plan?

_Sol1d waste operatlons authority is divided between many
‘ _jurlsdlctlons in the three-county area. Metro 1s solely
--a551gned the‘plannlng authorr;y

.The current draft of the plan is . t1t1ed the SWMP and
asserts that it will address all the regional issues. -

' However, this is not evident.in the existing chapters. The
Source Reduction and Recycling chapter, as well as the A
forthcomlng public 1nvolvement program, requ1re clar1ty on



Just what the geograph1c and pollcy boundaries of the plan

will be. L . . _ | .

"What are the d1fferences between these two plans‘>

" NOTE: The dlstlnctlons drawn below are not intended to be
- . rigid. The solutlon of ch01ce may involve aspects of each

1; Content leferences

1 A reglonal plan must deal with SOlld waste 1ssues for
- the entire three-county area.

A regional plan must address. all aspects of SOlld ‘waste
management as defined in the law. .Most s1gn1f1cantly,
this includes the collection of solid waste wh1ch is
not now included in the plan. S

In addition, .there are " other | ‘programs ‘and, pol1c1es~"”
"effecting waste management, most espec1ally in waste:
reduction and recycling, which are not within Metro's
.authority. .As an example, the’ promotion and education
;_programs for. implementation of SB 405 will involve
activities by state, regional and local ‘governments, -
private haulers and recyclers. A regional plan would
"address, 'in. some" manner, ‘the full extent of these '
programs, whereas, a Metro plan w1ll address the Metro

programs. ' o o - - ‘

A regional plan would address reglonal policy issues,
as does .the Regional Transportatlon Plan, which involve
values and trade-offs between various components of the
full system. @A Metro plan would deal only with the
spec1f1c methods for the 1mplementat10n of a system.

For example, a regional plan would address reglonw1de
. goals and methods for utilization of the various -
' components of the waste stream. ~The design of -the -

" system as a whole, including reuse, recycling, resource
" recovery, and landf1ll1ng would be addressed. Examples
of region-wide issues are how much the public is ’

w1111ng to pay to achieve the system goals; problems of

- -siting solid waste facilities, including the sizing ‘of
alternative technology facilities and landfills; and
environmental and social costs ‘and beneflts of d1fferent
strategles. : ‘ :

2. - Process D1fferences

A reglonal plan would 1nvolve a sign off by local - .
jurisdictions for those issues’ dlrectly effectlng ‘that ...
Jurisdiction's operational authorit This ‘'is suggested
- though somewhat ambiguously by state. regulatlon.,

(OAR 340-61- 110(1)(c)) -




A regional plan would require a public involvement .
rogram which reaches out to all three counties, either
conducted by Metro or by the local jurisdictions. A
Metro plan would involve only a publidﬂprocess.withinj
Metro's boundaries, conducted by Metro, B SRR S

The public involvement activities would be more - -
‘extensive for a regional plan, due to the need to -make
- system-wide trade-offs and value judgments. ‘The '
- adoption of region-wide policies: and goals would
- require a public process organized for value clari-
fication (e.g., public forums) and hierarchical '
decision-making (e.g., a structure of committees).
Presumably, a Metro plan .could be adopted with a
- straightforward pubLic‘notice.and.hearing process. -

3. An EXample'—; Yard Debris Waste Reduction

A solution to the yard debris problem, to which urgency

has been lent by the burning ban, will involve actions

‘addressing collection, Processing and marketing. Metro

is directly addressing the latter two (i.e., loan . .

programs for capital investment and material purchasing
- for final cover). . Collection is the weak link and must
- be addressed by local governments, . L

.Collection and processing are closely interrelated. = - -
For example, the decision to provide curbside collection
- of yard debris as a recyclable material will impact the
. decision to build drop-off centers for generators
. throughout the region. - = o '

The overall solution could be developed withina .
Planning context in ‘which Metro articulates policy for .
‘the entire effort, develops plans fot'processing.and
- marketing assistance, and establishes standards and .
"makeS'recommendationsAfor collection. The total. - - .
solution would be an integrated system of regional. and -
‘local planning including,actionsjby'both public and - -
private entities. . ' L

- ANALYSIS

A regional plan would provide a solid basis upon which
Metro could build and site facilities. It is a highly
relevant question for us.as. to-whether this solid basis
currently exists. i ' : o

On_thé,OthEr'hand, a regional plan would require a greater
investment of staff resources within our current planning
process. , Co - - '

- A plan strictly for Metro facilities, if'presented,és‘fhei'

region's SWMP, would be assailable that it is not what it

Z o -



purports to be, ‘and on grounds that it does not prov1de the
regional or pub11c context for makmg Metro system o .
dec1s1ons.'v : Co 4 : S :

The~ex1st1ng SWMP chapters are'the logical first components,
as written, of a regional plan. We ‘are now at a decision. -
point concerning the plan since future work requ1res

clarity on this issue. . The waste reduction issues involve
activities from all sectors of the region. 1In addition, a-
-reglonal plan requires a chapter on collection and an

overview chapter which provides the framework for resolutlon.
of the reglonal issues. :

wl,..Alternatlves for Action

'.»a;, Continue - development of the Metro System s Plan for
our solid waste facilities and. programs. This
alternative is d1scussed in Sectlon 2, below.v

‘b, - Ask the reglon what role it wants Metro and local
" jurisdictions to play in plannlng for solid waste
, management.

c. Develop a regional.plan which‘consists of :

a. a direct system s ‘plan. for Metro s respon51-
. bilities; S
b. the definition of a process for all Jur1s-
© dictions in .the reglon to engage in plannlng
. for their local issues; and
“C.' @ Metro-directed process for reglonal issue
vplannlng. (This alternative is dlscussed in
.sectlon 3. below.) :

- d. - Develop a reglonal plan through wh1ch Metro ;
' - .directly plans for all regional  issues and
- responsibilities. This alternative-is not
‘recommended, nor expanded on here, due to. a
. distinct reluctance for Metro to take a dlrect
1nvolvement 1n collection issues.

2. A Metro System's "Plan
| Herein is described Alternative a.

Metro's solid waste operat10na1 authorlty derives
- pr1mar1ly from ORS 268.317 and 268 318 and -includes: -

L= ,constructlon -and operatlon of. dlsposal fac111t1es;
- regulation ‘and franchise of prlvate disposal
facilities; and . . .
- flow control.

- 10 -



‘A System s Plan would address the many. 1ssues 1nvolved
with the disposal of solid waste. The chapters of the- S

plan which are currently in process address these
issues. . The landfill, alternative technology, transfer
statlon, and finance chapters are largely limited to
issues over which Metro has operational "authority. fHhe
Source Reduction and Recycling Chapter, however,

‘h presents the dilemma of whether we should address

ourselves to problems which are. partlally or: wholely
out51de of our author1ty.

To what degree can Metro S exlstlng solld Waste

operational authority provide the ba51s for addres51ng

-some of the regional 1ssues?

VMetro is granted cons1derable operatlonal authorlty
.. which can be.used to effect the entire solid waste

.- system, 1nclud1ng .collection. Specifically, flow .
~control authority allows Metro to direct solid waste to‘
- specific facilities such as transfer statlons or:

. resource recovery plants.

" .An 1mportant questlon is to what degree th1s authorlty
- can be used to control the comp051t10n or characteris~:
‘tics of . the material which is ‘delivered to a disposal

facility. With this authority, Metro would be able to

{achleve ‘some. ‘of the same results as a regional plannlng;
. process.’ U31ng the example above, could Metro requ1re
._commerc1al collection of source separated yard debrls°~

. Th1s is. belng looked at by General Counsel, however, it
. appears that :flow control. authorlty ‘(ORS 268.317(3) &

(4)) refers only to requiring generators and haulers  to
"make use of" specific facilities. It does not appear

© to provide .the means to control the comp051t1on of the

mater1a1 dellvered

fRecommendatlon -~ A Strateglc Plan to Develop a

Reglonal SWMP

ThlS memo recommends adoption of alternatlve C.

'Developlng such -a reglonal plan would 1nclude the

current work being done for the Metro plan .and, in

+ addition, the following activities:

- A reglonal solld waste pol1cy-sett1ng and dec131on-‘

“making process.

- A process . for address1ng add1t10nal subject areas,

for example'

- collectlon, ' ' - Tt
== -non-Metro waste reductlon act1v1t1eS° and/or
-- a reglonal hazardous waste strategy.

- 11 -



o - - A more exten51ve publ1c process,'lnvolv1ng the full
: three-county area. . . S .

‘4_7 The active part1c1pat10n and approval of the local
’ governments.

-'All the existing chapters are essent1a1 units of thxs
regional plan. The in-house and technical review of
those documents would proceed as planned.

~Addre551ng the collection Of‘SOlld waste'ls a particu-
‘larly problematic area due to' the sensitivity of any -
Metro involvement. . .We use it here as ‘an example to
demonstrate the style which Metro could potentlally use -
‘in establlshlng a reg1onal planning process.“, .

- Metro should not attempt to directly regulate ‘the
collection -system. Nor should we attempt.to force

- particular regulatlons upon local governments. Any -
involvement by Metro in planning for collection within

' _the SWMP, other than a simple descrlptlon of the exist-

.. ing system, should be developed: through dlscu551on with
‘the .local. 3ur1sd1ct10ns. : :

iA;valld role'for Metro may be to define and oversee a
planning process. by which local governments could ‘
1dent1fy their issues and address collectlon problems.

" The SWMP would include . the Metro port1ons and would
define goals, procedures and standards for the local
planning process to address. questions such as rate set-
‘ting, planning for franchising or licensing, franchisee

. selection, and implementing SB 405 collection systems.

It would be consistent with our planning authority. to .
~require local governments to prepare and _adopt plans -

for solid waste collection which prov1de for regulatlons
-and actions which protect the.public interest, maximize
efficiencies, and prov1de for effectlve waste reductlon .
act1v1t1es. : _ : . '

The Reglonal SWMP would, in f1na1 form, consist of the»
Metro portions and the plans developed by the local
Jurlsd1ct1ons.

.IN CONCLUSION

This recommended actlon would initiate a several year
cooperatlve process which enfranchlses local Jurlsdlct1ons;
in solid waste planning. - re

It respon81bly addresses the 1ntent and wordlng of Metro s
solld waste plannlng author1ty. :

- 12 -



| It would provide a publlc context for Metro to. make

decisions concerning major additlons to the SOlld waste. .

vmanagement system.

It prov;des a forum for the public air1ng of such issues as
franchiSing, rate settlng, and collection of recyclables.

_It establlshes a process parallel to ‘that which is success-

. fully employed by Metro 1n transportatlon plannlng.

It would stimulate: con81derable public 1nvolvement in SOlld

. waste. problem-solv1ng, and would. take advantage of current

'reglonal SOlld waste planning process.

publlc 1nterest in the area.

" We conclude that there is considerable mer1t to establlsh1n a
_________________________________________________________jL_.

'.-wa/srs

3281C/412-4
05/07/85
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Legislative Counsel
SB 662A-14

(LC 1363)

6/12/85 (1lb)

PﬁOPOSED AMENDMENTS TO A-ENGROSSED SENATE BILL 662
On page 1 of the printed A-engrossed bill, line 2, delete "and"
and insert "appropriating money; and".

Delete lines 4 through 16 and pages 2 through 5 and insert:

"SECTION 1. Sections 2 to 9 of this Act are added to and made

a part of ORS 459.005 to 459.285.

"SECTION 2. (1) The Legislative Assembly finds that the siting

and establishment of a disposal site for the disposal of solid
waste within or for Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington Counties is
necessary to protect the health, safety and welfare of the
residents of those counties.

"(2) It is the intent of the Legislative Assembly that the
Environmental Quality Commission and Department of Environmental
Quality, in locating and establishing a disposal site within
Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington Counties give due consideration
to:

"(a) Except as provided in subsections (3) and (4) of section 5
cf this 1985 Act, the state-wide planning goals adopted under ORS
197.005 to 197.430 and the acknowledged comprehensive plans and
land use regulations of affected counties.

"(b) Information received during consultation with local
governments.

"(c) Information received from public comment and hearings.

"(d) Any other factors the commission or department considers

relevant.

"SECTION 3. (1) The Department of Environmental Quality shall

conduct a study, including a survey of possible and appropriate

" . < o s -
- *



0 T N R SR

0o N o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

sites, to determine the preferred and apprdpriate disposal sites
for disposal of solid waste within or for Clackamas, Multnomah and
Washington; Counties. |

"(2) The_study required under this section shall be completed
not laterhéhgn July 1, 1986. Upon completion of the study, the
department shall recommend to the commission preferred locafions
for disposal sites within or for Clackamas, Multnomah and-
Washington Counties. The department mayrrecommend a location for a
disposal site that is outside those three counties, but only if the
city or county that has jurisdiction over the site approves the
site and the method of solid waste disposal recommended for the
site. The recommendation of préferred locations for disposal sites
under this subsection shall be made not later than January 1, 1987.

"SECTION 4. (1) Subject to subsections (3) and (4) of section

5 of this 1985 Act, the Environmental Quality Commission may
locate and order the establishment of a disposal site under this
1985 Act in any area, iﬁcluding an area of forest land designated
for protection under the state-~wide planning goals, in which the
commission finds that the following cohditions exist:

"(a) The disposal site will comply with applicable state
statutes, ruies of the commission and applicable federal
regulations;

"(b) The size of the disposal site is sufficiently large to
allow buffering for mitigation of any adverse effects by natural or
artificial barriers; Sigd"“fcml'”‘( Co.dﬂ-;lm‘fc To0

"(c) Projected traffic will not[éreafé]dangerous intersections

or traffic congestion, considering road design capacities, existing

Proposed Amendments
SB 662A-14 (LC 1363) 6/12/85 Page 2
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Qnd projected traffic counts, speed limits and number of turning
points;

"(d) Facilities necessary to serve the disposal site can be
available or planned for the area; and

"(e) ?ﬁe-proposed disposal site is designed and operated to the
extent practicable so as to mitigate conflicts with surrounding
uses. Such conflicts with surrounding uses may include, but are
not limited to:

"(A) Visual appearance, including lighting and surrounding
property.

"(B) Site screening. -

"(C) Odors.

"(D) Safety and security risks.

"(E) Noise levels.

"(F) Dust and other air pollution.

"(G) Bird and vector problems.

"(H) Damage to fish and wildlife habitats.

"(2) When appropriate, the conditions listed in this section
may be satisfied by a written agreement between the Department of
Environmental Quality ‘and the appropriate government agency under
which the agéncy agrees to provide facilities as necessary to
prevent impermissible conflict with surrounding uses. If such an
agreement is relied on to satisfy any approval criteria, a
condition shall be imposed to guarantee the performance of the
actions specified.

"SECTION 5. (1) The commission, not later than July 1, 1987,

shall issue an order directing the Department of Environmental

Quality to establish a disposal site under this 1985 Act within

Proposed Amendments
SB 662A-14 (LC 1363) 6/12/85 Page 3



W

o 9 o U b»

10
11
12
13
14

15

17
i8
1S
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

'IFB

Q}ackamas, Multnomah or Washington County or, subject to éubsection
(2) of section 3 of this 1985 Act, within another county.

"(2) I?'selecting a disposal site under this seétion, the
commission sball review the study conductedvunder section 3 of this
1985 Act q;d.the locations for disposal sites recommended by the
department under section 3 of this 1985 Act.

"(3$i?hen findings are issued by the department under
subsection (4) of this section, the commission in selecting a
disposal site under this 1985 ActAmust comply with the state-wide
planning goals adopted under ORS 197.005 to 197.430 and with the
acknowledged comprehensivevplan and land use regulations of the
local government unit with jurisdiction over the area in which the
disposal site is locaungﬁzowever, when findings are not issued
under subsection (4) of this section, the standards established by
section 4 of this 1985 Act take precedence over provisions in the
comprehensive plan or land use regulations of the affected local
government unit, and the commission may select a disposal site in
accordance with those standards instead of, and without regard to,
any provisions for locating and establishing disposal sites that
are contained in the comprehensive plan or land use regulations of
the affected local government unit. Any provision in a
comprehensive plan or land use regulation that prevents the
location and establishment of a disposal site that can be located
and established under the standards set forth in section 4 of this
1985 Act shall not apply to the selection of a disposal site under
this 1985 Act.

"(4) The department, not later than July 1, 1986, may determine
whether the acknowledged comprehensiye plans and land use

Proposed Amendments
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regulations of the counties in which possible disposal sites being
considered by the department are situated contain standards for

determining the location of land disposal sites that are identical
to or consistent with the standards specified in section 4 of this

-

1985 Act. ?If the standards contained in the comprehensive plan and
land use regulations of a county are identical to or consistent
with the standards specified in section 4 of this 1985 Act, the
department shall issue written findings to that effect and shall
submit the findings to the commission. |

"(5) When selecting a disposal site under this 1985 Act, the
commission may attach limitations or tonditions to the development,
operation or maintenance of the'disposal site, including but not
limited to, setbacks, screening and landscaping, off~street parking
and loading, access, performance bonds, noise or illumination
controls, structure height and location limits, construction
standards and periods of operation.

"(6) If the Environmental Quality Commission directs the
Department of Environmental Quality to establish or complete the
establishment of a‘disposal site under this section, the department
shall establish the site subject only to the approval of the
commission. .Notwithstanding any city, county or other local
government charter or ordinance to the contrary, the Department of
Environmental Quality may establish a disposal site under this
section without obtaining any license, permit, franchise or other
form of approval from a local government unit.

"(7) The department shall identify conflicts with surrounding

uses for any disposal site established under this 1985 and, to the
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extent practicable, shall mitigate or require the operator of the
site to mitigate those conflicts.

"SECTION 6. (1) Notwithstanding ORS 183.400, 183.482 and

183.484, exclusive jurisdiction for review of any rules adopted or
decision m;dé by the Environmental Quality Commission under this
section relating to the establishment or siting of a disposal site,
any order to the Department of Environmental Quality to establish
or complete such a site or any findings made by the department
under section 5 of this 1985 Act is conferred upon the Supreme
Court.

"(2) Proceedings for review shall be instituted when any person
adversely affected or aggrieved by the ordef of the commission
files a petition with the Supreme Court. The petition shall be
filed within 30 days following the date on which the order upon
which the petition is based is served. The petition shall state
the nature of the order or decision the petitioner desires reviewed
and shali, by supporting affidavit, state the facts showing how the
petitioner is adversely affected or aggrieved. Copies of the
petition shall be served by registered or certified mail upon the
commission. Within 30 days after service of the petition, the
commission shall transmit to the Supreme Court the original or a
certified copy of the entire record of the proceeding under review.
Review undér this section shall be confined to the record, and the
court shall not substitute its judgment for that of the commission
as to any issue of fact or agency disc:etion. Upon review, the
Supreme Court may affirm, reverse or remand the order of the
commission if the court finds that the order is not supported by
substantial evidence in the record or is unconstitutional.

Proposed Amendments
SB 662A-14 (LC 1363) 6/12/85 Page 6



(52 Y S S B V]

v 00 N o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

Proceedings for review under this section shall be given priority
over all other matters before the Supreme Court.

"(3) Notwithstanding ORS 197.850, jurisdiction for judicial
review of a final order of the Land Use Board of Appeals issued in
any proceg&ing arising under this 1985 Act is conferred upon the
Supreme Court.. The procedure for judicial review of a final order
under this subsection shall be as provided in subsection (2) of
this'section.

"SECTION 7. (1) Subject to policy direction by the commission

in carrying out sections 3 and 5 of this 1985 Act, the department
may: -

"(a) By mutual agreement, return all or part of the
responsibility for development of the site to a local government
unit, or contract with a local government unit to establish the
site.

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

"(c) Lease and dispose of real or personal property.

"(d) At reasonable times and after reasonable notice, enter
upon land to perform necessary surveys or tests.

"(e) Acquire, modify, expand or build landfill or resource
recovery site facilities.

"(£) Subject to any limitations in ORS 468.195 to 468.260, use
money from the Pollution Control Fund created in ORS 468.215 for

the purposes of carrying out section 5 of this 1985 Act.
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"(g) Enter into contracts or other agreements Qith any local
government unit or private person for the purposes stated in ORS
459.065 (1).

"(h) Accept gifts, donations or contributions from any source
to carry q&t-the provisions of sections 3 and 5 of this 1985 Act.

"(i) Establish a system of fees or user charges to reimburse
the department for costs incurred under this 1985 Act and to allow
repayment of moneys borrowed from the Pollution Control Fund.

"(2) The metropolitan service district shall have the
responsibility for the operation of the disposal sites established

under this 1985 Act.

"SECTION 8. (1) The metropolitan service district organized

under ORS chapter 268 shall prepare a solid waste reduction
program. Such program shall provide for:

"(a) A commitment by the district to substantially reduce the
volume of solid waste that would otherwise be disposed of in land
disposal sites through téchniques including,‘but not limited to,
rate structures, source reduction; recycling, reuse and resource
recovery;

"(b) A timetable for implementing each portion of the solid
waste reduction program;

"(c) Energy efficient, cost-effective approaches for solid
waste reduction that are legally, technically and economically
feasible and that carry out the public policy described in ORS
459.015 (2); and

"(q) Procedures commensurate with the type and volume of.solid

waste generated within the district.

Proposed Amendments
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"(2) Not later than January 1, 1986, the metropolitan service
district shall submit its solid waste reduction program to the
Environmental Quality Commission for review and approval. The

commission shall approve the pfogram if the commission finds that:

"(a) Tﬂe proposed program presents effective and appropriate
methods for reducing dependence on land disposal sites for disposal
of solid wastes; |

"(b) The proposed program will substantially reduce the amount
of solid waste that must be disposed of in land disposal sites;

"(c) At least a part of the proposed program can be implemented
immediately; and -

"(d) The proposed program is legally, technically and
economically feasible under current conditions.

"(3) After review of the solid waste reduction program, if the
commission does not approve the program as submitted, the
comﬁission shall allow the metropolitan service district not more
than 90 days in which to modify the program to meet the
commission's objections.

"(4) Notwithstanding ORS 268.310 (2) and 268.317, if the
commission does not approve the solid waste reduction program
submitted by the metropolitan service district after any period
allowed for modification under subsection (3) of this section, all
the duties, functions and powers of the metropolitan service
district relating to solid waste disposal are imposed upon,
transferred to and vested in the Department of Environmental
Quality and no part of such duties, functions and powers shall
remain in the metropolitan service district. The transfer of
duties, functions and powers to the department under this section

Proposed Amendments
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shall take effect on July 1, 1986. Notwithstanding such transfer
of duties, functions and powers, the lawfully adopted ordinances
and other'?ules of the district in effect on July 1, 1986, shall
continue i? effect until 1awfuily superseded or repealed by rules
of the coq&i;sion.

"(5) If the solid waste reduction program is approved by the
commission, a copy of the program shall be submitted to the Sixty-

fourth Legislative Assembly not later than February 1, 1987.

"SECTION 9. (1) The metropolitan service district shall

apportion an amount of the service or user charges collected for
solid waste disposal at each general purpose landfill within or for
the district and dedicate and use the moneys obtained for
rehabilitation and enhancement of the area in and around the

Prom whicl Tle fee }s collecTed
landfillA} That portion of the service and user charges set aside
by the district for the purposes of this subsection shall be 50
cents for each ton of solid waste.

"(2) The metropolitah service district, commencing on the
effective date of this 1985 Act, shall apportion an amount of the
service or user charges collected for solid waste. disposal and
shall transfef the moneys obtained to the Department of
Environmental Quality. That portion of the service andAuser
charges set aside by the district for the purposes of this
subsection shall be $1 for each ton of solid waste. Moneys
transferred to the department under this section shall be paid into
the Land Disposal Mitigation Account in the General Fund of the
State Treasury, which is hereby established. All moneys in the
account are continuously appropriated to the department and shall
be used for carrying out the department's functions and duties

Proposed Amendments
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ﬁﬂaer this 1985 Act. The department shall keep a record of all
moneys deposited in the account. The record shall indicate by
cumulative;accounts the source from which the moneys are derived

and the indiyidual activity or‘program against which each
withdrawa{?ig charged. Apportionment of moneys under this
subsection shall cease when the department is reimbursed for all
costs incurred by it under this 1985 Act.

"(3) The metropolitan service district shall adjust the amount
of the service and user charges collected by the district for solid
waste disposal to reflect the loss of those duties and functions
relating to solid waste disposal that: are transferred.to the
commission and department under this 1985 Act. Moneys no longer
necessary for such duties and functions shall be expended to
implement the solid waste reduction program submitted under section
8 of this 1985 Act. The metropolitan service district shall submit
a statement of proposed adjustments and changes in expenditures

under this subsection to the department for review.

"SECTION 10. ORS 459.049 does not apply to a disposal site

established under this Act.

"SECTION 11. This Act being necessary for the immediate

preservation of the public peace, health and safety, an emergency

is declared to exist, and this Act takes effect on its passage.".

dhkkhkhkik
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SOLID WASTE CONTROL

459.005

SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT
(General Provisions)

459.005 Definitions for ORS 459.005
to 459.285. As used in ORS 459.005 to
459.285, unless the context requires otherwise:

(1) “Affected person” means a person or
entity involved in the solid waste collection
service process including but not limited to a
recycling collection service, disposal site permit-
tee or owner, city, county and metropolitan
service district.

(2) “Area of the state” means any city or
county or combination or portion thereof or
other geographical area of the state as may be
designated by the commission. '

(3) “Board of county commissioners” or
“board” includes county court.

(4) “Collection franchise” means a franchise,
certificate, contract or license issued by a city or
county authorizing a person to provide collection
service.

(5) “Collection service” means a service that
provides for collection of solid waste or recycla-
ble material or both.

(6) “Commission” means the Environmental
Quality Commission.

(7) “Department” means the Department of
Environmental Quality.

(8) “Disposal site” means land and facilities
used for the disposal, handling or transfer of or
resource recovery from solid wastes, including
but not limited to dumps, landfills, sludge la-
goons, sludge treatment facilities, disposal sites
for septic tank pumping or cesspool cleaning
. service, transfer stations, resource recovery
facilities, incinerators for solid waste delivered
by the public or by a solid waste collection ser-
vice, composting plants and land and facilities
previously used for solid waste disposal at a land
disposal site; but the term does not include a
facility subject to the permit requirements of
ORS 468.740; a landfill site which is used by the
owner or person in control of the premises to
dispose of soil, rock, concrete or other similar
nondecomposable material, unless the site is
used by the public either directly or through a
solid waste collection service; or a site licensed
pursuant to ORS 481.345.

(9) “Land disposal site” means a disposal site
in which the method of disposing of solid waste
is by landfill, dump, pit, pond or lagoon.

{10) “Land reclamation” means the restora-
tion of land to a better or more useful state.

(11) “Local government unit” means a city,
county, metropolitan service district formed
under ORS chapter 268, sanitary district or
sanitary authority formed under ORS chapter
450, county service district formed under ORS
chapter 451, regional air quality control authori-
ty formed under ORS 468.500 to 468.530 and
468.540 to 468.575 or any other local government
unit responsible for solid waste management.

(12) “Metropolitan service district” means a
district organized under ORS chapter 268 and
exercising solid waste authority granted to such
district under ORS chapters 268 and 459.

(13) “Permit” includes, but is not limited to,
a conditional permit.

(14) “Person” means the state or a public or
private corporation, local government unit,
public agency, individual, partnership, associa-
tion, firm, trust, estate or any other legal entity.

(15) “Recyclable material” means any mate-
rial or group of materials that can be collected
and sold for recycling at a net cost equal to or
less than the cost of collection and disposal of
the same material.

(16) “Resource recovery” means the process
of obtaining useful material or energy resources
from solid waste and includes:

(a) “Energy recovery,” which medns recovery
in which all or a part of the solid waste materials
are processed to utilize the heat content, or other
forms of energy, of or from the material.

(b) “Material recovery,” which means any
process of obtaining from solid waste, by pre- -
segregation or otherwise, materials which still
have useful physical or chemical properties after
serving a specific purpose and can, therefore, be
reused or recycled for the same or other purpose.

(c) “Recycling,” which means any process by
which solid waste materials are transformed into
new products in such a manner that the original
products may lose their identity.

(d) “Reuse,” which means the return of a
commodity into the economic stream for use in
the same kind of application as before without
change in its identity.

(17) “Solid waste collection service” or “ser-
vice” means the collection, transportation or
disposal of or resource recovery from solid wastes
but does not include that part. of a business
licensed under ORS 481.345.

(18) “Solid waste” means all putrescible and
nonputrescible wastes, including but not limited
to garbage, rubbish, refuse, ashes, waste paper
and cardboard; sewage sludge, septic tank and
cesspool pumpings or other sludge; commercial,
industrial, demolition and construction wastes;
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459.015

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

discarded or abandoned vehicles or parts thereof;
discarded home and industrial appliances; ma-
nure, vegetable or animal solid and semisolid
wastes, dead animals and other wastes; but the
term does not include:

(a) Hazardous wastes as defined in ORS
459.410.

(b) Materials used for fertilizer or for other
productive purposes or which are salvageable as
such materials are used on land in agricultural
operations and the growing or harvesting of
crops and the raising of fowls or animals.

(19) “Solid waste management” means pre-
vention or reduction of solid waste; management
of the storage, collection, -transportation, treat-
ment, utilization, processing and final disposal of
solid waste; or resource recovery from solid
waste; and facilities necessary or convenient to
such activities.

(20) “Source separate” means that the per-
son who last uses recyclable material separates
the recyclable material from solid waste.

(21) “Transfer station” means a fixed or
mobile facility normally used, as an adjunct of a
solid waste collection and disposal system or
resource recovery system, between a collection
route and a disposal site, including but not limit-
ed to a large hopper, railroad gondola or barge.

(22) “Waste” means useless or discarded
materials.

(23) “Wasteshed” means an area of the state
having a common solid waste disposal system or
designated by the commission as an appropriate
area of the state within which to develop a com-
mon recycling program. [1971 c.648 §2; 1973 c.811 §1;
1973 ¢.835 §135; 1975 ¢.239 §1; 1977 ¢.867 §21; 1983 ¢.729
§14; 1983 ¢.76€ §5)

459.010 [1967 ¢.428 §2: 1969 ¢.593 §42; repealed by
1971 ¢.648 §33)

459.015 Policy. (1) The Legislative As-
sembly finds and declares that:

(a) The planning, development and opera-
tion of recycling programs is a matter of state-
wide concern.

(b) The opportunity to recycle should be
provided to every person in Oregon.

(c) There is a shortage of appropriate sites
for landfills in Oregon.

(d) It is in the best interests of the people of
Oregon to extend the useful life of existing solid
waste disposal sites by encouraging recycling and
reuse of materials whenever recycling is econom-
ically feasihle.

(2) In the interest of the public health, safety
and welfare and in order to conserve energy and
natural resources, it is the policy of the State of
Oregon to establish a comprehensive state-wide
program for solid waste management which will:

" (a) After consideration of technical and
economic feasibility, establish priority in meth-
ods of managing solid waste in Oregon as follows:

(A) First, to reduce the amount of solid
waste generated;

(B) Second, to reuse material for the purpose
for which it was originally intended;

(C) Third, to recycle material that cannot be
reused;

(D) Fourth, to recover energy from solid
waste that cannot be reused or recycled, so long
as the energy recovery facility preserves the
quality of air, water and land resources; and

(E) Fifth, to dispose of solid waste that
cannot be reused, recycled or from which energy
cannot be recovered by landfilling or other meth-
od approved by the department.

(b) Clearly express the Legislative Assem-
bly’s previous delegation of authority to cities
and counties for collection service franchising
and regulation and the extension of that authori-
ty under the provisions of ORS 459.005, 459.015,
459.035, 459.165 to 459.200, 459.250, 459.992
and 459.995.

(c) Retain primary responsibility for man-
agement of adequate solid waste management
programs with local government units, reserving
to the state those functions necessary to assure
effective programs, cooperation among local
government units and coordination of solid
waste management programs throughout the
state.

(d) Promote research, surveys and demon-
stration projects to encourage resource recovery.

(e) Promote research, surveys and demon-
stration projects to aid in developing more sani-
tary, efficient and economical methods of solid
waste management.

(f) Provide advisory technical assistance and
planning assistance to local government units
and other affected persons in the planning,
development and implementation of solid waste
management programs.

(g) Develop, in coordination with federal,
state and local agencies and other affected per-
sons, long-range plans including regional ap-
proaches to promote reuse, to provide land recla-
mation in sparsely populated areas, and in urban
areas necessary disposal facilities for resource
recovery.
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(h) Provide for the adoption and enforce-
ment of minimum performance standards neces-
sary for safe, economic and proper solid waste
management. . '

(i) Provide authority for counties to estab-
lish a coordinated program for solid waste man-
agement, to regulate solid waste management
and to license or franchise the providing of ser-
vice in the field of solid waste management.

() Encourage utilization of the capabilities
and expertise of private industry in accomplish-
ing the purposes of ORS 459.005 to 459.105,
459.205 to 459.245 and 459.255 to 459.285.

(k) Promote means of preventing or reduc-
ing at the source, materials which otherwise
would constitute solid waste.

(L) Promote application of resource recovery
systems which preserve and enhance the quality
of air, water and land resources. [1971 c.648 §1;
1975 ¢.239 §2; 1983 ¢.729 §15)

459.017 Relationship of state to local
governments in solid waste management.
(1) The Legislative Assembly finds and declares
that:

(a) The planning, location, acquisition,
development and operation of landfill disposal
sites is a matter of state-wide concern.

(b) Local government has the primary re-
sponsibility for planning for solid waste manage-

ment. .

(c) Where the solid waste ment plan
of a local government unit has identified a need
for a landfill disposal site, the state has a respon-
sibility to assist local government and private
persons in establishing such a site. :

(2) It is the intent of the Legislative Assem-
bly that any action taken by the Environmental
Quality Commission to establish a landfill dis-
posal site under ORS 459.049 be recognized as
an extraordinary measure that should be exer-
cised only in the closest cooperation with local
government units that have jurisdiction over the
area affected by the proposed establishment of a
landfill disposal site. [1979 ¢.773 §2]

459.020 [1967 c.248 §1; repealed by 1971 ¢.648 §33]

(State Administration)

459.025 General powers and duties of
department. Subject to policy direction by the
commission, the department:

(1) Shall promote and coordinate research,
studies and demonstration projects on improved
methods and techniques in all phases of solid
waste management.

{(2) May apply to and receive funds from the
Federal Government and from public and private
agencies to carry out studies, research and dem-
onstration projects in the field of solid waste

management.

(3) May enter into agreements with the
Federal Government, state agencies, local gov-
ernment units and private persons to carry out
ORS 459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to 459.245 and
459.255 to 459.285. (1971 c.648 §4; 1973 c.835 §136)

459.030 [1967 c.428 §3; 1969 ¢.593 §43; repealed by
1971 c.648 §33] .

469.035 Assistance in development
and implementation of solid waste man-
agement plans and practices and recy-
cling programs. Consistent with ORS
459.015 (2)(c), the department shall provide to
state agencies, local government units and per-
sons providing solid waste collection service,
advisory technical and planning assistance in
development and implementation of effective
solid waste ment plans and practices,
implementation of recycling programs under

ORS 459.165 to 459.200 and 459.250, and assis-

-tance in training of personnel in solid waste

management. The department shall report to the
Legislative Assembly from time to time on fur-
ther assistance that will be needed to develop,
implement and administer effective solid waste
management programs or recycling programs.
The department shall assist in surveys to locate
potential disposal sites. The department may
request the assistance of other state agencies.
(1971 c.648 §3; 1983 ¢.729 §16)

459.040 [1967 c.428 §4; 1969 ¢.593 §44; repealed by
1971 ¢.648 §33])

459.045 Rules. (1) The commission shall
adopt reasonable and necessary solid waste
management rules governing the:

(a) Accumulation, storage, collection, trans-
portation and disposal of solid wastes to prevent
vector production and sustenance, transmission
of diseases to humans or animals, air pollution,
pollution of surface or ground waters, and haz-
ards to service or disposal workers or to the
public.

(b) Location of disposal sites, giving consid- -
eration to the adaptability of each disposal site
to the population served, topography and geology
of the area and .other characteristics as they
affect protection of ground and surface waters
and air pollution; minimum standards of design,
management and operation of disposal sites; and
open burning and salvage operations at disposal
sites.
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(c) Construction, loading and operation of
vehicles used in performing solid waste collec-
tion service to prevent the contents thereof from
dropping, sifting, leaking or escaping onto public
highways. ’ .

(d) Definition of other “wastes” subject to
regulation pursuant to ORS 459.005 to 459.105,
450.205 to 459.245, 459.255 to 459.285 and
459.992 (1), (2) and (3).

(e) Closure and post-closure maintenance of
land disposal sites.

(2) The commission may by nﬂe:

(a) Exempt a class of land disposal sites from
the requirement to provide financial assurance
under ORS 459.270; or '

(b) Establish criteria which an individual
land disposal site must meet to be exempted
from the requirement to provide financial assur-
ance under ORS 459.270.

(3) The commission shall adopt rules on
other subjects as necessary to carry out ORS
459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to 459.245 and
459.255 to 459.285. ’

(4) The commission shall adopt rules which
have modified or limited application in different
geographic areas of the state when special condi-
tions prevail in specified geographic areas. Spe-
cial conditions that shall be considered include,
but are not limited to, climatic conditions, zone
classification of the area, population characteris-
tics, methods and costs of solid waste manage-
ment, solid waste management plans and other
conditions in the area. Modifications or limita-
tions shall not be unreasonable, arbitrary or
inimical to the policy and purposes of ORS
459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to 459.245 and
459.255 to 459.285. ‘

(5) All rules adopte,d' under this section shall
be adopted after public hearing and in accord-
ance with ORS 183.310 to 183.550.

(6) Unless a rule adopted under this section
is adopted pursuant to the authority granted by
ORS 183.335 (2), the commission shall mail
copies of the proposed rules to all persons who
have requested such copies. The copies shall be
mailed at least 30 days prior to the hearing re-
quired by subsection (5) of this section. [1971
¢.648 §5; 1973 ¢.835 §137; 1981 ¢.709 §2; 1983 ¢.766 §6]

459.047 Landfill assistance from de-
partment; landfill disposal site certificate;

effect of isguance. Upon request by & city or

county[x;eﬁ';ions'iblé “for implementing|a depart-
ment approved solid waste ¢ment plan
which identifies a need for a %ﬁﬁﬂ disposal

gite, and subject to policy direction by the com-

mission, the Department of Enviro
Quality shall:

(1) Assist the local government uni
establishment of the landfill including ¢
in planning, location, acquisitior, deve
and operation of the site.

(2), Site and issue a solid waste
permit pursuant to ORS 459.205 to -
459.255 and 459.265 for a landfiii disp
within the boundaries of the requesti
government unit. Subject to the condit
forth therein, any permit for a landfill
site authorized by the Environmental
Commission under this subsection shall ‘
state and all counties and cities and
subdivisions in this state as to the app
the site and the construction and oper
the proposed facility. Affected state
counties, cities and political subdivisio
issue the appropriate permits, licenses
tificates necessary to construction and
of the landfill disposal site, subject only
tion of the site certificate. Each state
government agency that issues a permit
or certificate shall continue to exercise
ment authority over such permit, li
certificate. [1979 ¢.773 §3]

459.049 Mandated sites in
counties; establishment by state. ('
its own motion or upon the recommen
the department, the Environmental
Commission may determine that a lan
posal site within the counties of Mari
Clackamas, Washington or Multnomsh
established in order to protect the healt
and welfare of the residents of an area f
a local government solid waste e
has identified the need for a lan% dis
In making its determination on the n
landfill disposal site or, where applicabl
location of a landfill disposal site, the
sion shall give due consideration to:

(a) The legislative policy and fi1 -
pressed in ORS 459.015, 459.017 and
and particularly the policy that acti
under this section be exercised in c:
with local government;

(b) The provisions of the solid wa
agement plan or plans for the affected

(c) Applicable local government on
rules, regulations and plans other than
waste management;

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

(e) The need for a landfill disposal s
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(f) The availability and capacity of alterna-
tive disposal sites or resource recovery systems
and facilities;

(g) The time required to establish a landfill
disposal site;

(h) Information received from public com-
ment and hearings; and

(i) Any other factors the commission consid-
ers relevant.

(2) If the commission makes a determina-
tion under subsection (1) of this section that
there is a need for a landfill disposal site within a
plan area, the commission may adopt an order
directing the local government unit responsible
for implementing the plan to establish a landfill
disposal site within a specified period of time.
The order may specify a time schedule for the
completion of the major elements required to
establish the site. A local government unit di-
rected to establish a landfill disposal site under
this section may request assistance from the
department or request that the department
establish the disposal site as provided in ORS
459.047.

(3) If the commission determines that the
establishment of a landfill disposal site ordered
by the commission under subsection (2) of this
section is not being accomplished or that the
completion of major elements has fallen behind
the time schedule specified in the order, the
commission may direct the department to estab-
lish the disposal site or complete the establish-
ment of the disposal site undertaken by the local
government unit. The commission may direct
the department to establish or complete the
establishment of a landfill under this section
only if the commission finds that:

(a) The action is consistent with the state-
wide planning goals relating to solid waste man-
agement adopted under ORS 197.005 to 197.430
and any applicable provisions of a comprehen-
sive plan or plans; and

(b) The responsible local govemment unit is
unable to establish the landfill disposal site
ordered by the commission under subsection (2)
of this section.

(4) If the commission directs the department
to establish or complete the establishment of a
landfill disposal site under subsection (3) of this
section, the department may establish the site
subject only to the approval of the commission
and the provisions of the golid waste manage-
ment plap adopted for the area and in consulta-
tion with all affected local government units.
Notwithstanding any city, county or other local
government charter or ordinance to the con-

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

459.050 [1967 c.428 §5; 1969 c.593 §45 repealed by
1971 ¢.648 §33]

459.051 Procedural rules. In accord-
ance with the requirements of ORS 183.310 to
183.550 and after public hearing, the commission
shall adopt rules:

(1) To establish a procedure for local govern-
ment units to request assistance from the de-
partment in the establishment of landfill dispos-
al sites under ORS 459.047, and to give notice of
such requests.

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

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

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

(1) By mutual agreement, return all or part
of the responsibility for development or opera-
tion of the site to the local government unit
within whose jurisdiction the site is to be estab-
lished, or contract with the local government
unit to establish the site.

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

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

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

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

(6) Subject to any limitations in ORS
468.195 to 468.260, use money from the Pollu-
tion Control Fund created in ORS 468.215 for
the purposes of carrying out ORS 459.047 and
459.049.
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(7) Enter into contracts or other agreements
with any local government unit or private person
for the purposes stated in ORS 459.065 (1).

(8) Accept gifts, donations or contributions
from any source to carry out the provisions of
ORS 459.047 and 459.049.

(9) Establish a system of fees or user charges
to fund the operation and maintenance of a
department owned landfill disposal site and to
repay department costs. [1979 ¢.773 §6; 1983 ¢.826
§22]

459.065 Landfills in farm use areas;
waste reduction programs. (1) Before issu-
ing a permit for a landfill disposal site to be
established after October 3, 1979, in any area
zoned for exclusive farm use, the department
shall determine that the site can and will be
reclaimed for uses permissible in the exclusive
farm use zone. A permit issued for a disposal site

_in such an area shall contain requirements that:

(a) Assure rehabilitation of the site to a
condition comparable to its original use at the
termination of the use for solid waste disposal;

(b) Protect the public health and safety and
the environment; :

(c) Minimize the impact of the facility on
adjacent property;

(d) Minimize traffic; and
(e) Minimize rodent and vector production
and sustenance.

(2) Before issuing a permit for a landfill
disposal site established under ORS 459.047 or
459.049, or for a disposal site established as a
conditional use in an area zoned for exclusive
farm use, the department shall require the local
government unit responsible for solid waste
disposal pursuant to statute or agreement be-
tween governmental units to prepare a waste
reduction program and shall review that program
in the manner provided in subsection (5) of this
section. Such program shall provide for:

(a) A commitment by the local government
unit to reduce the volume of waste that would
otherwise be disposed of in a landfill through
techniques such as source reduction, recycling,
reuse and resource recovery;

(b) A timetable for implementing each por-
tion of the waste reduction program;

(c) Energy efficient, cost-effective ap-
proaches for waste reduction;

(d) Procedures commensurate with the type
ang volume of solid waste generated in the area;
an

(e) Legal, technical and economical feasibili-
ty. .. .

(3) If a local government unit has failed to
implement the waste reduction program required

pursuant to this section, the commission may,
by order, direct such implementation.

(4) The department shall report to each
Legislative Assembly on the use made of this
section, the level of compliance with waste re-
duction programs and recommendations for
further legislation.

(6) A waste reduction program prepared
under subsection (2) of this section shall be
reviewed by the department and shall be accept-
ed by the department if it meets the criteria
prescribed therein.

(6) Notwithstanding ORS 459.245 (1), if the
department fails to act on an application subject
to the requirements of this section within 60
days, the application shall not be considered
granted. [1979 c.773 §8a}

459.057 Department to limit wastes
allowed in landfills in certain counties. (1)
Before issuing a permit for a landfill disposal site
to be established under ORS 459.047 or 459.049
or for a disposal site established as a conditional
use in an area zoned for exclusive farm use with-
in the boundaries of Clackamas, Marion, Mult-
nomah, Polk or Washington County, the depart-
ment shall require that, to the extent legally,
technically and economically feasible only solid
waste from transfer stations or solid waste resi-
dues from resource recovery facilities will be
deposited in the landfill. As used in this section,
“transfer station” means a site established for
the collection and temporary storage of solid
waste pending shipment in a compact and order-
ly manner to a landfill disposal site.

(2) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to prohibit the department from allowing
other solid waste to be deposited in the landfill
in order to protect the public health and safety
or the waters of this state during a temporary
emergency condition. [1979 ¢.773 §86]

458.060 {1967 c.428 §6; 1969 ¢.593 §46; repealed by
1971 c.648 §33]

(Local Administration)

459.065 State preemption; intergov-
ernmental agreements authorized. (1) The
Legislative Assembly finds that solid waste
disposal is a matter of state-wide concern. The
Legislative Assembly finds that carrying out the
provisions of ORS 459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to

s el
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459.243 and 459.255 to 459.% by cities, coun- city. [1971 c.648 §15)
ties and metropolitan service districts is a matter , N
of state-wide concern. In carrying out. the provi. 459.080 [1967 c.428 §8; repealed by 1971 c.648 §33)
sions of ORS 459.005 to 459.105, 459.205 to 469.085 County authority outside
459.245 and 459.255 to 459.285, a county or a cities; effect of annexation; interagency
city, or a metropolitan service district for one of agreements. (1) With respect to areas outside
its authorized functions, may enter into any . of cities, a board of county commissioners may,
agreement which the county, city or metropoli- by ordinance or by regulation or order adopted
tan service district determines is-desirable, for pursuant thereto: o
any period of time, with the department, any ~ (a) Prescribe the quality and character of
local government unit or other person: and rates for solid waste collection service, and
(a) For joint or regional franchising of ser- 'the minimum requirements to guarantee mainte-
vice or the franchising or licensing of disposal nance of service. . :

sites. (b) Divide. the unincorporated area into
(b).For joint preparation or implementation service areas, grant franchises to persons for

of a . solid waste collection service within service
(c) For establishment of a regional solid areas, and establish and collect fees from persons
waste management system. holding franchises.
(d) For cooperative establishment, mainte- (c) Prescribe a procedure for issuance, re-

nance, operation or use of regional disposal sites, newal or denial of a franchise to a person provid-
including but not limited to resource recovery ing or proposing to provide solid waste collection

facilities. service. A

(e) For the employment of persons to oper- - (d) Establish an agency to be responsible for
ate a site owned or leased by the county, city or ‘investigation or inspection of solid waste collec-
metropolitan service district. ‘tion service proposed or provided under a fran-

chise or proposed franchise, such agency to have
. authority to order modifications, additions or
kets for energy and materials from resource extensions to the physical equipment, facilities,

recovery. lan ice s shall be reasonable and neces-
(g) For the establishment of landfill disposal sary i;rt;e:gsgl?:interest. nabvle and neces

sites including site planning, location, acquisi- .
tion, development and placing into operation. {¢) Regulate solid waste management.

2) Authorit ted by ORS 459.005 to (2) With respect to areas outside of cities, a
459.(10)5, 459205 b 459245 and 459.255 to board of county commissioners may adopt ordi-

459.285 to local government units is specific and D2nces to provide for:

is in no way intended to restrict the general (a) The licensing of disposal sites as an
authority granted under ORS 190.010 to alternative to franchising of service.

190.030, 190.1 10, 203.010 to 203-065, 203.111, ) (b) The reg'ulation, licensing 'or franchising
203.145 to 203.810 and ORS chapber 268, and is of salvage businesses or the operation of salvage
in addition to and not in lieu of such authority.  gites where such action is found necessary to
{1971 c.648 §14; 1973 ¢.835 §138; 1975 ¢.239 §3; 1977 ¢.95 §6; implement any part of a solid waste management

(f) For promotion and development of mar-

1979.¢.773 §7] : plan applicable in the county; however, such an

459.070 [1967 ¢.428 §7; 1969 ¢.593 §47; repealed by ~Ordinance shall grant the same authority and

1971 ¢.648 §33] prescribe the same procedures as provided for
other franchises or licenses under this section.

459.075 Acquisition of property for

disposal sites by cities and counties, Sub- ~_ (3)(a) Where a city annexes all or a portion
ject to the requgements of ORS 459.005 to Of aservice area previously franchised by a coun-

459.105, 459.205 to 459.245 and 459.255 to 1V, the city, county and affected persons or local
459.285, a county or a city may acquire real or 80Vernment units providing solid wegte collec-
personal property by lease, purchase, exercise of tion service shall attempt to reaf:h an agreement
the power of eminent domain or otherwise for to protect the extent and quality of service in
the purpose of operating and maintaining dis- A&reas remaining oui.;su!e the city, to protect the
posal sites. With the consent of the city in- quaht.y of service within the city and to protect
volved, a county may acquire property for a site the nghps of affected persons or local govern-
within the limits of a city. With the consent of ment units.

the county having jurisdiction, a city may ac- (b) A city and county may, with permission
quire property for a site outside the limits of the of the city collector, provide by prior agreement
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that an area, or portion of an area, annexed by
the city but previously franchised by the county
shall continue to be served by the county fran-
chisee or shall be transferred to the city collector
with compensation from the city collector to the
county franchisee. .

(c) A city with permission of the city collec-
tor, or a city-regulated collector with permission
of the city, may provide by prior agreement that
an area, or portion of an area, annexed by the
city but previously served by a collector located
in an unfranchised area of the county shall con-
tinue to be served by the county collector or shall
be transferred to the city collector with compen-
sation from the city collector to the county
collector.

(d) Where no agreement has been reached
under paragraph (a), (b) or (c) of this subsection,
upon annexation of territory to a city the
county-franchised collector may continue to
serve the annexed area until:

(A) The county collector is compensated by
the city collector for the collection service in the
annexed area, which compensation shall be the
sum of the fair market value of the service at the
time of the annexation and applicable severance

damages; or

(B) The expiration of the longer of the coun-
ty franchise term or the term of the current city
license, contract or franchise regulating solid
waste collection; provided that term does not
include any renewals or extensions made after
the effective date of the annexation and that the
total term does not exceed 10 years from the
effective date of the annexation.

(e) Nothing in this subsection shall restrict
the right of a county to franchise, license or
regulate solid waste management or any portion
thereof as otherwise provided in subsections (1),
(2) and (4) of this section.

(4) If a county under the authority of ORS
670.210 to 670.240 (1969 Replacement Part)
enacted an ordinance providing for the licensing
of garbage dumps prior to July 1, 1971, the ordi-
nance or that portion of the ordinance dealing
specifically with garbage dumps shall be contin-
ued in full force and effect, and licenses issued
pursuant thereto shall be in full force and effect
until action is taken by the board of county
commissioners under this section to amend or
repeal the ordinance or to suspend or revoke the
license. [1971 c.648 §16; 1977 c.639 §1) '

459.095 Restrictions on authority of
local government units. (1) No ordinance,
order, regulation or contract affecting solid or
liquid waste disposal, resource recovery or solid

waste management shall be adopted by a local
government unit if such ordinance, order, regula-
tion or contract conflicts with regulations adopt-
ed by the commission pursuant to ORS 459.045
or with a solid waste ment plan or pro-
gram adop y a metropolitan service district
and approved by the department or any ordi-
nances or regulations adopted pursuant to such
plan or program. :

(2) Solid waste management regulations
adopted by a sanitary district or sanitary author-
ity shall be limited to regulations supplemental
to the rules adopted by the commission pursuant
to ORS 459.045 and necessary to meet special
local conditions. [1971 c.648 §17; 1973 ¢.835 §139; 1977
¢.95 §7)

459.105 Regulations on use of dispos-
al sites. A local government unit may adopt
regulations for patrons using each disposal site
owned or operated by the local government unit,
governing the volume or type of solid wastes that
will be received at the site and the particular
class or classes of person that may use the site.
[1971 ¢.648 §18)

459.110 [1969 c.509 §1; repealed by 1971 ¢.648 §33)

4598.120 [1969 c.509 §2; 1971 ¢.648 §29; repealed by
1981 c.81 §3]

(Marion County Authority)

459.125 Authority of Marion County
over products or by-products of county
sites. (1) Subject to ORS 459.145 and the re-
quirements of ORS 459.005 to 459.285, the board
of county commissioners of Marion County may:

(a) Sell, enter into short or long-term con-
tracts, solicit bids, enter into direct negotiations,
deal with brokers or use other methods of sale or
disposal for the products or by-products of the
disposal sites of the county.

(b) Require any person or class of persons
who generate solid or liquid wastes to make use
of the disposal, transfer or resource recovery
sites or facilities of the county or disposal, trans-
fer or resource recovery sites or facilities desig-
nated by the county.

(c) Require any person or class of persons
who pick up, collect or transport solid or liquid
wastes to make use of the disposal, transfer or
resource recovery sites or facilities of the county
or disposal, transfer or resource recovery sites or
facilities designated by the county.

(d) Regulate, license, franchise and certify
disposal, transfer and resource recovery sites or
facilities; establish, maintain and amend rates
charged by disposal, transfer and resource recov-
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ery sites or facilities; establish and collect license
or franchise fees; and otherwise control and
regulate the establishment and operation of all
public or private disposal, transfer and resource
recovery sites or facilities located within the
county. Licenses or franchises granted by the
board may be exclusive.

(e) Cause solid wastes received and accepted
at the disposal sites of the county to be pro-
cessed, recycled or reused. .

(2) Contracts and other agreements author-.

ized under subsection (1) of this section may be
for terms not longer than 20 years. (1951 ¢.386 §2)

459.130 [1969 ¢.509 §3; 1971 c.330 §1; 1971 c.648
§30; 1979 c.190 §421; repealed by 1981 c.81 §3)

459.135 Marion County authority
over private facility in county. Subject to
ORS 459.145 and the requirements of ORS
459.005 to 459.285, a public or private disposal,
transfer or resource recovery site or facility shall
not be established, modified or extended in
Marion County without the prior approval of the
board of county commissioners. The board may
deny an application for the establishment, modi-
fication or extension of a site or facility if pur-
suant to its solid waste management plan the
county has either:

(1) Entered into contracts obligating the
county to supply or direct minimum quantities
of solid wastes to sites or facilities designated in
the contract in order that those sites or facilities
will operate economically and generate sufficient
revenues to liquidate any bonded or other in-
debtedness incurred by reason of those sites or
facilities; or .

(2) Adopted a franchise system for the dis-
posal of solid or liquid wastes. [1981 c.386 §3)

459.140 [1969 c.509 §4; 1975 ¢.239 §5: repealed by
1981 c.81 §3}

459.145 Limits on Marion County
authority. ORS 459.125 and 459.135 do not
apply to, or grant to Marion County any authori-
ty over:

(1) Material kept separate from waste mate-
rial for the purpose of recycling or reuse by per-
sons who generate solid waste and which is
handled separately from waste material.

(2) Resource recovery involving the collec-
tion, storage, processing or use of materials kept
separate from waste material for the purpose of
recycling or reuse by persons who generate solid
waste. [1981 ¢.386 §4]

459.150. {1969 c.509 §5; 1975 ¢.239 §6; repealed by
1981 c.81 §3)

459.153 Intent not to discourage
recycling. It is not the intent of the Legislative
Assembly that Marion County, under ORS
459.125 and 459.135, take any action that would
hinder or discourage recycling activities in the
county. {1981 ¢.386 §5]

459.155. [1975 ¢.239 §8; 1979 ¢.772 §23; repealed by
1981 c.81 §3] ’ :

459.160 (1969 ¢.509 §7; repealed by 1971 c.648 §33]

459.165 Definitions for ORS 459.165
to 459.200 and 469.250. (1) As used in
ORS 459.015, 459.165 to 459.200 and 459.250,
the “opportunity to recycle” means at least:

(a) A place for collecting source separated
recyclable material located either at a disposal
site or at another location more convenient to
the population being served and, if a city has a
population of 4,000 or more, collection at least
once a month of source separated recyclable
material from collection service customers with-
in the city’s urban growth boundary or, where
applicable, within the urban growth boundary
established by a metropolitan service district; or

(b) An alternative method which complies
with rules of the commission.

(2) The “opportunity to recycle” defined in
subsection (1) of this section also includes a
public education and promotion program that:

(a) Gives notice to each person of the oppor-
tunity to recycle; and .

(b) Encourages source separation of recycla-
ble material. [1983 c.729 §2)

459.168 Commission duties. The com-
mission shall:

(1) Amend the state solid waste management
plan to conform to the requirements of ORS
459.005, 459.015, 459.035, 459.165 to 459.200,
459.250, 459.992 and 459.995.

(2) Review department reports on compli-
ance with and implementation of ORS 459.005,
459.015, 459.035, 459.165 to 459.200, 459.250,
459.992 and 459.995.

(3) Submit a report to each regular session of
the Legislative Assembly regarding compliance
with and implementation of the provisions of
ORS 459.005, 459.015, 459.035, 459.165 to -
459.200, 459.250, 459.992 and 459.995. [1983 ¢.729
§9]

459.170 Commission to adopt rules
regarding waste disposal and recycling.
(1) By January 1, 1985, and according to the
requirements of ORS 183.310 to 183.550, the
commission shall adopt rules and guidelines
necessary to carry out the provisions of ORS
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459.005, 459.015, 459.035, 459.165 to 459.200,
459.250, 459.992 and 459.995, including but not
limited to:

(a) Acceptable alternative methods for pro-
viding the opportunity to recycle;

(b) Education, promotion and notice re-
quirements, which requirements may be differ-
ent for disposal sites and collection systems;

(c) Identification of the wastesheds within

_ the state;

(d) Identification of the principal recyclable
material in each wasteshed;

(e) Guidelines for local governménts and
other persons responsible for implementing the
provisions of ORS 459.005, 459.015, 459.035,
459.165 to 459.200, 459.250, 459.992 and
459.995; :

(f) Standards for the joint submission of the
recycling report required under ORS 459.180 (1);
and

(g) Subject to prior approval of the appropri-
ate legislative agency, the amount of an annual
or permit fee or both under ORS 459.235,
459.245 and 468.065 necessary to carry out the
provisions of ORS 459.005, 459.015, 459.035,
459.165 to 459.200, 459.250, 459.992 and
459.995.

(2) In adopting rules or guidelines under this
section, the commission shall consider:

(a) The purposes and policy stated in ORS
459.015.

(b) Systems and techniques available for
recycling, including but not limited to existing
recycling programs. .

(c) Availability of markets for recyclable
material. ’

(d) Costs of collecting, storing, transporting
and marketing recyclable material.

(e) Avoided costs of disposal.

(f) Density and characteristics of the popula-
tion to be served. - I

(g) Composition and quantity of solid waste
generated and - potential recyclable material
found in each wasteshed. [1983 c.729 §3)

459.175 Notice to affected person in
wasteshed; appeal; request for modifica-
Jtion or variance. (1) After the commission
identifies a wasteshed, the department shall
notify each affected person to the extent such
affected persons are known to the department, of
the following: .

(a) That the affected person is within the
wasteshed; and

(b) The recyclable material for which affect-
ed persons within the wasteshed must provide
the opportunity to recycle in all or part of that
wasteshed.

(2) Any affected person may:

(a) Appeal to the commission the inclusion
of all or part of a city, county or local govern-
ment unit in a wasteshed;

(b) Request the commission to modify the

_recyclable material for which the commission

determines the opportunity to recycle must be
provided; or '

(c) Request a variance under ORS 459.185
(8). (1983 c.729 §5] .

459.180 Recycling report; implemen-
tation of opportunity to recycle. (1) Upon
final determination of the wasteshed and identi-
fication of recyclable material and any variance,
the cities and counties within the wasteshed
shall coordinate with all other affected persons
in the wasteshed to jointly develop a recycling
report to submit to the department. The report
to the department shall explain how the affected
persons within the wasteshed are implementing
the opportunity to recycle.

(2) Unless extended by the commission upon
application under ORS 459.185 after the affected
persons show good cause for an extension, the
affected persons within the wasteshed shall
implement the opportunity to recycle and sub-
mit the recycling report to the department not
later than July 1, 1986. [1983 ¢.729 §6]

459.185 Approval, disapproval of
recycling report; effect of disapproval. (1)
The department shall review a recycling report
submitted under ORS 459.180 to determine
whether the opportunity to recycle is being
provided within all of the affected portion of the
wasteshed.

(2) The department shall notify the affected
persons who participated in preparing the report
of acceptance or disapproval of the recycling
report based on written findings.

(3) If the department disapproves a recycling
report:

(a) An affected person may:

(A) Request a meeting with the department
to review the department’s findings, which meet-

ing may include all or some of the affected per-
sons who prepared the report; or

(B) Correct the deficiencies that the depart-
ment found in the report.
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(b) The department may grant a reasonable
extension of time for the affected persons to
correct deficiencies in the recycling report.

(c) The affected persons submitting the
report shall notify the department of any action

_taken to correct a cited deficiency.

4) In the event of disapproval and after a
reasonable extension of time to correct deficien-
cies in the opportunity to recycle, the director of
the department shall notify the commission that
the affected persons within a wasteshed have
failed to implement the opportunity or submit a
recycling report.

(5) Upon notification under subsection (4) of
this section, the commission shall hold a public
:he:;ing within the affected area of the waste-

(6) If, after the public hearing and based on
the department’s findings on review of the recy-
cling report and the hearing record, the commis-
sion determines that all or part of the opportuni-
ty to recycle is not being provided, the commis-
sion shall by order require the opportunity to
recycle ‘to be provided. The commission order
may include, but need not be limited to:

(a) The materials which are recyclable;

(b) The manner in which recyclable material
is to be collected;

(c) The responsibility of each person in the
solid waste collection and disposal process for
providing the opportunity to recycle;

(d) A timetable for development or imple-
mentation of the opportunity to recycle;

(e) Methods for providing the public educa-
tion and promotion program;

(f) A requirement that as part of the recy-
cling program a city or county franchise to pro-
vide for collection service; and

(g) Minimum standards for the mandatory
franchising.

(7) If a recycling program is ordered under
this section, the department shall work with
affected persons and designate the responsibili-
ties of each of them.

(8)(a) Upon written application by an affect-

ed person, the commission may, to accommodate
special conditions in the wasteshed or a portion
thereof, grant a variance from specific require-
ments of the rules or guidelines adopted under
ORS 459.170 or a recycling program ordered by
the commission under subsection (6) of this
section.

(b) The commission may grant all or part of
a variance under this section.

(c) Upon granting a variance, the commis-
sion may attach any condition the commission
considers necessary to carry out the provisions of
ORS 459.015, 459.165 to 459.200 and 459.250.

(d) In granting a variance, the commission
must find that: '

(A) Conditions exist that are beyond the
control of the applicant; -

(B) Special conditons exist that render
compliance unreasonable or impractical; or

(C) Compliance may result in a reduction in
recycling.

(9) An affected person may apply to the
commission to extend the time permitted under
ORS 459.005, 459.015, 459.035, 459.165 to
459.200, 459.250, 459.992 and 459.995 for pro-
viding for all or a part of the opportunity to
recycle or submitting a recycling report to the
department. The commission may:

(a) Grant an extension upon a showing of
good cause; h

(b) Impose any necessary conditions on the
extension; or

(c) Deny the application in whole or in part.
[1983 ¢.729 §7]

459.188 Mandatory participation in
recycling. (1) Upon findings made under sub-
section (3) of this section, the commission may
require one or more classes of solid waste genera-
tors within all or part of a wasteshed to source
separate identified recyclable material from
other solid waste and make the material avail-
able for recycling.

(2) In determining which materials are
recyclable for purposes of mandatory participa-
tion, the cost of recycling from commercial or
industrial sources shall include the generator’s
cost of source separating and making the materi-
al available for recycling or reuse.

(3) Before requiring solid waste generators to
participate in recycling under this section, the
commission must find, after a public hearing,
that:

(a) The opportunity to recycle has been
provided for a reasonable period of time and the
level of participation by generators does not
fulfill the purposes of ORS 459.015;

(b) The mandatory participation prograxﬂ is
economically feasible within the affected waste-
shed or portion of the wasteshed; and

(c) The mandatory participation program is

the only practical alternative to carry out the
purposes of ORS 459.015.
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(4) After a mandatory participation program
is established for a class of generators of solid
waste, no person within the identified class of
generators shall put solid waste out to be collect-
ed nor dispose of solid waste at a disposal site
unless the person has separated the identified
recyclable material according to the require-
ments of the mandatory participation program
and made the recyclable material available for

recycling. [1983 ¢.729 §8]

459.190 Limitation on amount
charged person who source separates
recyclable material. A collection service or
disposal site may charge a*person who source
separates recyclable material and makes it avail-
able for reuse or recycling less, but not more, for
collection and disposal of solid waste and collec-
tion of recyclable material than the collection
service charges a person who does not source
separate recyclable material. (1983 ¢.729 §11)

459.192 Exemptions. Nothing in ORS
459.005, 459.015, 459.035, 459.165 to 459.200,
459.250, 459.992 and 459.995 applies to recycla-
ble material which is:

(1) Source separated by the generator; and

(2) Purchased from or exchanged by the
generator for fair market value for recycling or
reuse. {1983 c.729 §12]

459.195 Prohibitions against remov-
ing or mixing recyclable material. A per-
son may not:

(1) Without the permission of the owner or
generator of recyclable material, take recyclable
material set out to be collected by a person au-
thorized by a city or county to provide collection
service for that recyclable material.

(2) Remove any recyclable material from a
container, box, collection vehicle, depot or other
receptacle for the accumulation or storage of
recyclable material without permission of the
owner of the receptacle.

(3) Mix source separated recyclable material
with solid waste in any vehicle, box, container or
receptacle used in solid waste collection or dis-
posal. [1983 c.729 §13)

459.200 City, county authority to
issue collection service franchises; oppor-
tunity to recycle; rates. (1) The Legislative
Assembly finds that providing for collection
service including but not limited to the collec-
tion of recyclable material as part of the oppor-
tunity to recycle is a matter of state-wide con-
cern,

(2) The exercise of the authority granted by
this section is subject to ORS 221.735 and
459.085 (3).

(3) It is the intent of the Legislative Assem-
bly that a city or county may displace competi-
tion with a system of regulated collection service
by issuing franchises which may be exclusive if
service areas are allocated. The city or county
may recognize an existing collection service. A
city or county may award or renew a franchise
for collection service with or without bids or
requests for proposals.

(4) In carrying out the authority granted by
this section, a city or county acts for and on
behalf of the State of Oregon to carry out:

(a) The purposes of ORS 459.015;

(b) The requirements of ORS 459.005,
459.016, 459.035, 459.165 to 459.200, 459.250,
459.992 and 459.995;

(c) Waste reduction programs; and
(d) The state solid waste management plan.

(5) After October 15, 1983, a city or a county
may continue, extend or renew an existing fran-
chise or grant a new franchise for collection
service. If a city or county, in furtherance of
ORS 459.005 to 459.285, has granted a collection
service franchise before October 15, 1983, it may
treat the franchise as if adopted under this sec-
tion.

(6)(a) If a collection service franchise is
continued, extended, renewed or granted on or
after October 15, 1983, the opportunity to recy-
cle shall be provided to a franchise holder’s cus-
tomers no later than July 1, 1986. This subsec-
tion does not apply to that portion of the oppor-
tunity to recycle provided at or in connection
with a disposal site under ORS 459.250.

(b) The opportunity to recycle may be pro-
vided by:

(A) The person holding the franchise;

(B) Another person who provides the oppor-
tunity to recycle to the franchise holder’s cus-
tomers; or

(C) A person who is granted a separate fran-
chise from the city or county solely for the pur-
pose of providing the opportunity to recycle.

(c) In determining who shall provide the
opportunity to recycle, a city or county shall first-
give due consideration to any person lawfully
providing recycling or collection service on June
1, 1983, if the person continues to provide the
service until the date the determination is made
and the person has not discontinued the service
for a period of 90 days or more between June 1,
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1983, and the date the city or county makes the
determination. ‘

(7) In granting a collection service franchise,
the city or county may:

(a) Prescribe the quality and character of
and rates for collection service and the minimum
requirements to guarantee maintenance of ser-
vice, determine level of service, select persons to
provide collection service and establish a system
to pay for collection service.

(b) Divide the regulated area into service
areas, grant franchises to persons for collection
service within the service areas and collect fees
from persons holding such franchises.

(8) The rates established under this section
shall be just and reasonable and adequate to
provide necessary collection service. The rates
established by the city or county shall allow the
person holding the franchise to recover any
additional costs of providing the opportunity to
recycle at the minimum level required by this
1983 Act or at a higher level of recycling required
by or permitted by the city or county. The rates
shall also allow the person to recover the costs of
education, promotion and notice of the opportu-
nity to recycle provided by a person holding a
franchise.

(9) Instead of providing funding for the
opportunity to recycle through rates established
pursuant to subsection (8) of this section, a city
or county may provide an alternative method of
funding all or part of the opportunity to recycle.

(10) In establishing service areas, the city or
county shall consider:

(a) The policies contained in ORS 459.015;

(b) The requirements of ORS 459.165 to
459.200 and 459.250;

(c) Any applicable local or regional solid
waste management plan approved by the depart-
ment;

(d) Any applicable waste reduction plan
approved by the department; and

(e) The need to conserve energy, increase
efficiency, provide the opportunity to recycle,
reduce truck traffic and improve safety.

an A city or county may further restrict
competition by permitting one or more collec-
tion service franchise holders to cooperate to
provide the opportunity to recycle if the city or
county finds that such cooperation will:

(a) Improve collection service efficiency;

(b) Guarantee an adequate volume of materi-
al to improve the feasibility and effectiveness of
recycling; ’

(c) Increase the stability of recycling mar-

‘kets; or

(d) Fncourage joint marketing of materials
or joint education and promotion efforts.

(12) The provisions of this section are in
addition to and not in lieu of any other authority
granted to a city or county. A city or county’s
exercise of authority under this section is not
intended to create any presumption regarding an
activity of the local government unit not ad-
dressed in this section. This section shall not be
construed to mean that it is the policy of Oregon
that other local government activities may not
be exercised in a manner that supplants or limits
economic competition. [1983 ¢.729 §10)

(Disposal Sites)

459.206 Permit required. (1) Except as
provided by ORS 459.215, a disposal site shall
not be established, operated, maintained or.
substantially altered, expanded or improved, and
a change shall not be made in the method or type
of disposal at a disposal site, until the person
owning or controlling the disposal site obtains a
permit therefor from the department as provided
in ORS 459.235.

(2) The person who holds or last held the
permit issued under subsection (1) of this sec-
tion, or, if that person fails to comply, then the
person owning or controlling a land disposal site
that is closed and no longer receiving solid waste
after January 1, 1980, must continue or renew
the permit required under subsection (1) of this
section after the site is closed for the duration of
the period in which the department continues to
actively supervise the site, even though solid
waste is no longer received at the site. [1971 c.648
§6; 1983 c.766 §7) -

459.210 [1969 ¢.90 §2; repealed by 1971 ¢.648 §33)

4659.215 Exclusion of certain sites
from permit requirement. (1) By rule and
after public hearing, the commission may pre-
scribe criteria and conditions for excluding
classes of disposal sites from the permit require-
ments of ORS 459.205. Disposal sites so exclud-
ed shall be limited to those which, because of the
nature or volume of solid waste handled, are not
likely to create a public nuisance, health hazard,
air or water pollution, or other serious problem.
Facilities operated under a permit issued under
ORS 468.740 are not required to obtain a permit
from the department pursuant to ORS 459.205.
However, exclusion from the permit require-
ments of ORS 459.205 does not relieve any per-
son from compliance with other requirements of
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(4) Assurance of employment to persons
employed by the mass transportation system
acquired and priority of reemployment to per-
sons previously employed. {1969 ¢.700 §29a]

POWERS

268.300 Existence, status and general
powers of district; where vested. (1) A
district shall constitute a municipal corporation
of this state, and a public body, corporate and
politic, exercising public power. It shall have full
power to carry out the objectives of its formation
and to that end may have and use a seal, have
perpetual succession, sue and be sued in its own
name, and enter into contracts.

(2) For purposes of its authorized functions,
a district may contract with the United States or
with any county, city, state or public body, or
any of their departments or agencies..

(3) Except as this chapter provides to the
contrary, the powers of the district shall be
vested in the governing body of the district. [1969
¢.700 §§8, 26; 1977 ¢.95 §1]

268.310 Powers of district. A district
may, to carry out the purposes of this chapter:

(1) Acquire, construct, alter, maintain and
operate interceptor, trunk and outfall sewers and
pumping stations and facilities for treatment
and disposal of sewage as defined in ORS
468.700 and engage in local aspects of sewerage
transferred to the district by agreement with
other public corporations, cities or counties in
accordance with this chapter.

(2) 'Subject to the requirements of ORS
459.005 to 459.045, 459.065 to 459.105, 459.205
to 459.245, 459.255 to 459.285 and 459.992 (1) to
(3), dispose, and provide facilities for disposal, of
solid and liquid wastes.

(3) Control the flow, and provide for the
drainage, of surface water, by means of dams,
dikes, ditches, canals and other necessary im-
provements or by enlarging, improving, cleaning
or maintaining any natural or artificial waterway
or by requiring property owners to install and
maintain water control or retention systems.

(4) Provide public transportation and termi-
nal facilities for public transportation, including
local aspects thereof transferred to the district
by one or more other public corporations, cities
or counties through agreements in accordance
with this chapter.

(5) Acquire, construct, alter, maintain, ad-
minister and operate metropolitan zoo facilities.

(6) Subject to specific approval by the elec-
tors of the district of the financing of such activ-
ities, acquire, construct, alter, maintain, admin-
ister and operate major cultural, convention,
exhibition, sports and entertainment facilities.

(7) Notwithstanding ORS 268.312, provide
planning for metropolitan and local aspects of
criminal and juvenile justice. Funds derived from
municipal corporations under ORS 268.513 may
be used as matching funds to obtain federal or
state grants for those planning purposes. [1969
¢.700 §10; 1971 c.648 §22; 1975 ¢.510 §2; 1977 ¢.95 §17; 1977
¢.665 §10; 1977 ¢.782 §5; 1979 ¢.804 §4]

268.312 Additional powers of district;
preconditions. If either a tax base or income
tax has been authorized the district by its elec-
tors under ORS 268.315 or 268.505 a district
may also:

(1) Acquire, develop, construct, alter, main-
tain and operate metropolitan aspects of water
supply and distribution systems including local
aspects of systems of persons, public corpora-
tions, cities or counties transferred to the dis-
trict by agreement in accordance with this chap-
ter.

(2) Plan, coordinate and evaluate the provid-
ing of human services, including but not limited
to, programs for the aging, health care, manpow-
er, mental health and children and youth.

(3) Acquire, develop, maintain and operate a
system of parks, open space, and recreational
facilities of metropolitan significance.

(4) Provide facilities for metropolitan as-
pects of criminal and juvenile detention and
programs for metropolitan aspects of adult and
juvenile justice and, by agreement, local aspects
of jails, corrections programs and juvenile justice
in accordance with this chapter.

(5) Provide metropolitan aspects of library
activities including, but not limited to, book
acquisition and technical assistance for local
libraries. {1977 c.665 §10a (enacted in lieu of 268.200);
1977 ¢.782 §6]

268.315 Authority of district to levy
ad valorem tax. For the purpose of perform-
ing the functions set forth in subsection (5) of
ORS 268.310, the district, when authorized at
any properly called election held for such pur-
pose, shall have the power to levy an ad valorem
tax on all taxable property within its boundaries
not to exceed in any one year one-half of one
percent (.005) of the true cash value of all taxa-
ble property within the boundaries of such dis-
trict, computed in accordance with ORS
308.207. {1975 ¢.510 §3]
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Note: 268.315 was enacted into law by the Legislative
Assembly but was not added to or made a part of ORS
chapter 268 or any series therein by legislative action. See
Preface to Oregon Revised Statutes for further explanation.

268.317 Solid and liquid waste dispos-
al powers. For purposes of solid and liquid
waste disposal, a district may:

(1) Build, construct, acquire, lease, improve,
operate and maintain landfills, transfer facilities,
resource recovery facilities and other improve-
ments, facilities or equipment necessary or desir-
able for the solid and liquid waste disposal sys-
tem of the district. Leases authorized by this
section include lease-purchase agreements wher-
eunder the district may acquire ownership of the
leased property at a nominal price. Such leases
and lease-purchase agreements may be for a term
of up to 30 years.

(2) Sell, enter into short or long-term con-
tracts, solicit bids, enter into direct negotiations,
deal with brokers or use other methods of sale or
disposal for the products or by-products of the
district’s facilities.

(3) Require any person or class of persons
who generate solid or liquid wastes to make use
of the disposal, transfer or resource recovery
sites or facilities of the district or disposal, trans-
fer or resource recovery sites or facilities desig-
nated by the district.

(4) Require any person or class of persons
who pick up, collect or transport solid or liquid
wastes to make use of the disposal, transfer or
resource recovery sites or facilities of the district
or disposal, transfer or resource recovery sites or
facilities designated by the district.

(5) Regulate, license, franchise and certify
disposal, transfer and resource recovery sites or
facilities; establish, maintain and amend rates
charged by disposal, transfer and resource recov-
ery sites or facilities; establish and collect license
or franchise fees; and otherwise control and
regulate the establishment and operation of all
public or private disposal, transfer and resource
recovery sites or facilities located within the
district. Licenses or franchises granted by the
district may be exclusive. Existing landfills
authorized to accept food wastes which, on

"March 1, 1979, are either franchised by a county
or owned by a city are exempt from the district’s
franchising and rate regulation.

(6) Prescribe a procedure for the issuance,
administration, renewal or denial of contracts,

licenses or franchises granted under subsection

(5) of this section.

(7) Regulate the service or services provided
by contract, license or franchise and order modi-
fications, additions or extensions to the equip-

ment, facilities, plan or services as shall be in the
public interest.

(8) Receive, accept, process, recycle, reuse
and transport solid and liquid wastes. [1977 c.95
§3; 1979 ¢.531 §4]

268.318 Council approval required
for disposal, transfer or resource recov-
ery site or facility; criteria. (1) No public
or private disposal, transfer or resource recovery
site or facility in the district shall be established,
modified or extended without the prior approval
of the council. The council may deny an applica-
tion for the establishment, modification or ex-
tension of a site or facility if pursuant to its solid

waste management plan the district has either:

(a) Entered into contracts obligating the
district to supply or direct minimum quantities
of solid wastes to sites or facilities designated in
the contract in order that those sites or facilities
will operate economically and generate sufficient
revenues to liquidate any bonded or other in-
debtedness incurred by reason of those sites or
facilities; or

(b) Adopted a franchise system for the dis-
posal of solid or liquid wastes.

(2) In considering an application for the
establishment, modification or extension of a
site or facility, the council may take into account
the location and number of existing sites or
facilities and their remaining capacities, whether
the proposed establishment, modification or
extension complies with the district’s solid waste
management plan and whether the applicant has
complied with all other applicable regulatory
requirements. [1979 ¢.531 §2}

268.320 Elector approval of district
actions; assumption of local aspects of
functions. (1) The electors of a district may,
from time to time, and in exercise of their power
of the initiative, or by approving a proposition
referred to them by the governing body of the
district, authorize the district to assume addi-
tional functions and determine the number,
qualifications and manner of selecting members
of the governing body of the district.

(2) Local aspects of the functions authorized
by subsection (1) of this section may be assumed
only on the basis of agreements between the
district and other public corporations, cities or
counties.

(3) The electors of a district may, in exercise
of their power of initiative, or by approving a
proposition referred to them by the governing
body of the district, authorize a transfer of all
the duties, functions and powers of the boundary
commission formed within the metropolitan area
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under ORS 199.410 to 199.519 to the district.
[1969 ¢.700 §11; 1977 .95 §18; 1977 ¢.665 §11)

268.330 Powers when providing local
aspects of service; powers for public
transportation; tax refunds. (1) To provide
a local aspect of a public service the district may
take over facilities and functions of another
public corporation, city or county, and may
exercise powers of the corporation, city or coun-
ty, in accordance with the agreement by which
the district assumes the functions of the other
corporation, city or county.

(2) For purposes of public transportation, a
district may:

(a) Contract with the United States or with
any county, city or state, or any of their depart-
ments or agencies, for the construction, preser-
vation, improvement, operation or maintenance
of any mass transit system.

(b) Build, construct, purchase, improve,
operate and maintain, subject to other applicable
provisions of law, all improvements, facilities or
equipment necessary or desirable for the mass
transit system of the district.

(c) Enter into contracts and employ agents,
engineers, attorneys and other persons and fix
their compensation.

(d) Fix and collect charges for the use of the
transit system and other district facilities.

(e) Construct, acquire, maintain and operate
passenger terminal facilities and motor vehicle
parking facilities in connection with the mass
transit system within or outside the district.

(f) Use a public thoroughfare in a manner
mutually agreed to by the governing bodies of
the district and of the thoroughfare or, if they
cannot so agree upon how the district may use
the thoroughfare, in a manner determined by an
arbitrator appointed by the Governor.

(8) Do such other acts or things as may be
necessary or convenient for the proper exercise
of the powers granted to a district by this chap-
ter.

(3) A district shall be entitled to tax refunds
under ORS 319.831, as if the district were a city.
(1969 ¢.700 §12; 1979 ¢.344 §3; 1983 ¢.740 §69]

268.335 Authority to establish service
districts. (1) A metropolitan service district
may establish service districts as provided by
ORS chapter 451 and this chapter. For the pur-
poses of ORS chapter 451, a metropolitan service
district shall be considered a county and the
district council created by ORS 268.150 shall be
considered a county court.

(2) Notwithstanding those districts author-
ized under ORS 451.010, a metropolitan service
district may create service districts only for
purposes authorized by this chapter. [1977 c.665
§21)

268.340 Acquisition of property; con-
demnation procedure; authority to lease
and dispose of property; right of entry to
survey lands. (1) To the extent necessary to
provide a metropolitan aspect of a public service,
a district may acquire by purchase, condemna-
tion, devise, gift or grant real and personal prop-
erty or any interest therein within and without
the district, including property of other public
corporations. In so doing the district may pro-
ceed under ORS chapter 35.

(2) A district may lease and dispose of prop-
erty in accordance with ORS 271.300 to 271.370.

(3) For purposes of surveys necessary for its
proper functioning, a district may enter upon
land, after giving the owner thereof reasonable
advance notice of the entry. [1969 c.700 §§13, 14, 15;
1979 ¢.804 §5)

268.342 Acquisition of water rights.
(1) A district may appropriate and acquire water
and water rights within and without the district
for the purpose of providing metropolitan as-
pects of water supply and distribution.

(2) Subsection (1) of this section is not to be
construed to affect or impair the vested rights of
any person, public corporation, city or county to
the use of water or rights in the use of water.
(1977 c.665 §23]

268.345 Limitation on condemnation
power for certain facilities. Notwithstand-
ing any power of condemnation, the district shall
not acquire existent major cultural, convention,
exhibition, sports or entertainment facilities
owned by a public or municipal corporation
without the consent of the governing body of
that corporation. (1977 ¢.782 §2]

268.350 Contracts of district. A district
may contract with any public or private agency
for the agency to operate any facility or perform
any function that the district is authorized to
operate or perform. By contract the district may
assume any function of any public corporation,
city or county in the district that the district has
power to assume under this chapter. [1969 ¢.700
§23)

268.356 Limited participation by local
government in Washington in council
deliberations; contract. (1) Notwithstanding
any other law, a district council may contract
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with any local government outside this state
which shares a common boundary with the
district for the participation of that local govern-
ment in the council’s deliberations.

(2) No contract under subsection (1) of this
section shall ailow a local government jurisdic-
tion outside the State of Oregon a vote on a
district council. A contract may grant the partic-
ipating local government the limited right to
object to a measure before a council insofar as
that measure directly affects the participating
local government. The contract may provide that
when an objection is made by the participating
local government to a measure the measure shall
not apply to the participating local government
unless it receives a not less than two-thirds
affirmative vote of the members of the council.

(3) A contract under subsection (1) of this
section may require a participating local govern-
ment to pay assessments in the manner provided
under ORS 268.513. [1979 ¢.804 §3)

268.360 Authority to exercise police
power; ordinances; enforcement. (1) For
purposes of its authorized functions a district
may exercise police power and in so doing adopt
such ordinances as a majority of the members of
its governing body considers necessary for the
proper functioning of the district. All legislative
acts shall be by ordinance and all such ordi-
nances shall be adopted in the manner provided
in ORS chapter 198, except where in conflict
with this section.

(2) Unless otherwise specified by the govern-
ing body in the ordinance, an ordinance shall
become effective upon its adoption. If the coun-
cil refers an ordinance to the electors or if a
proper referral petition containing the appropri-
ate number of valid signatures is filed, except
ordinances making appropriations or effecting
an annual tax levy, the ordinance shall become
inoperative and the effective date shall be sus-
pended. An ordinance referred by the council or
by action of the electors shall become effective
when approved by a majority of the electors
voting on the question.

(3) In addition to the provisions of ORS
268.990, violation of the district’s ordinances
may be enjoined by the district upon suit in a
court of competent jurisdiction.

(4) In addition to any other penalty provided
by law, any person who violates any ordinances
or order of the district pertaining to one or more
of its authorized functions shall incur a civil
penalty not to exceed $500 a day for each day of
violation.

(5) The civil penalty authorized by subsec-
tion (4) of this section shall be established, im-
posed and collected in the same manner as civil
penalties are established, imposed and collected
under ORS chapter 468. [1969 c.700 §24; 1977 .95
§4; 1977 c.665 §12; 1981 ¢.173 §41; 1981 ¢.353 §4; 1983 ¢.350
§132]

268.370 Authority to take over tran-
sit system of mass transit district; effect
of transfer order. When a metropolitan
service district organized under this chapter
functions in a mass transit district organized
under ORS 267.010 to 267.390, the governing
body of the metropolitan district may at any
time order transfer of the transit system of the
transit district to the metropolitan district,
whereupon:

(1) The governing body of the transit district
shall transfer title to, and possession of, the
transit system and of all books, records, files,
documents, and other property of the district to
the metropolitan district.

(2) The metropolitan district shall be re-
sponsible for all the liabilities and obligations
imposed upon or assumed by the transit district.

(3) For purposes of mass transit the metro-
politan district shall have all the rights, powers,
privileges, and immunities, and be subject to all
the duties and obligations, of a mass transit
district under ORS 267.010 to 267.390, insofar as
those rights, powers, privileges, immunities,
duties, and obligations are consistent with this
chapter.

(4) The boundaries of the metropolitan
district shall, for purposes of mass transit, be
extended to encompass all the territory of the
transit district.

(5) The transit district shall be dissolved and
the offices of its directors terminated. [1969 c.700
§32]

268.380 Land-use planning goals and
activities; coordination; review of local
plans. A district council shall:

(1) Adopt land-use planning goals and objec-
tives for the district consistent with goals adopt-
ed under ORS 197.005 to 197.430;

(2) Review the comprehensive plans in effect
on January 1, 1979, or subsequently adopted by
the cities and counties within the district and
recommend or require cities and counties, as it
considers necessary, to make changes in any plan
to assure that the plan conforms to the district’s
metropolitan area goals and objectives and the
state-wide goals;
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(3) Coordinate the land-use planning activi-
ties of that portion of the cities and counties
within the district; and

(4) Coordinate its activities and the related
activities of the cities and counties within the
district with the land-use planning development
activities of the Federal Government, other local
governmental bodies situated within this state or
within any other state and any agency of this
state or another state. [1977 c.665 §17; 1979 ¢.804 §11]

268.385 District as regional planning
coordinator. (1) For the purposes of ORS
197.190, the district formed under this chapter
shall exercise within the district the review,
advisory and coordinative functions assigned
under ORS 197.190 (1) to each county and city
that is within the district.

(2) ORS 197.190 (3) and (4) shall not apply
to a district formed under this chapter. [1977 c.665
§19]

268.390 Planning for activities and
areas with metropolitan impact; review of
local plans; urban growth boundary. A
district council shall:

(1) Define and apply a planning procedure
which identifies and designates areas and activi-
ties having significant impact upon the orderly
and responsible development of the metropolitan
area, including, but not limited to, impact on:

(a) Air quality;
(b) Water quality; and
(c) Transportation.

(2) Prepare and adopt functional plans for
those areas designated under subsection (1) of
this section to control metropolitan area impact
on air and water quality, transportation and
other aspects of metropolitan area development
the council may identify.

~ (3) Adopt an urban growth boundary for the
district in- compliance with applicable goals
adopted under ORS 197.005 to 197.430.

(4) Review the comprehensive plans in effect
on January 1, 1979, or subsequently adopted by
the cities and counties within the district which
affect areas designated by the council under
subsection (1) of this section or the urban
growth boundary adopted under subsection (3)
of this section and recommend or require cities
and counties, as it considers necessary, to make
changes in any plan to assure that the plan and
any actions taken under it conform to the dis-
trict’s functional plans adopted under subsection
(2) of this section and its urban growth boundary
adopted under subsection (3) of this section.
{1977 .665 §18; 1979 c.402 §1; 1983 ¢.827 §53]

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT
DISTRICTS

268.460 Notice of intent to establish
special assessment district; contents. (1)
Before construction or acquisition of a facility or
the furnishing of a service which the district is
authorized to furnish and for which facility or
service the district intends to establish a special
assessment district, the governing body of the
district shall adopt an ordinance that:

(a) Describes the facility to be constructed or
acquired or the service to be furnished and the
part of the work to be undertaken immediately;

(b) Contains a preliminary estimate of the
probable cost of the facility or service;

(c) Determines the manner of financing the
construction or acquisition of the facility or the
furnishing of the service. The governing body
may provide that the cost of such construction,
acquisition or service shall be paid in part by
assessments against the property directly bene-
fited or property contributing to the problem
that the construction, acquisition or service is
designed to correct and in part out of general
funds, ad valorem tax levies, the proceeds of the
sale of bonds, service charges or any combina-
tion of such sources. The determination of the
governing body as to the proportion of cost
allocation shall be based on its sound discretion;

(d) Describes one or more assessment dis-
tricts containing the properties against which
the cost of the facility or service will be assessed:
and

(e) Contains provision for notices to be
mailed to affected property owners announcing
the intention of the governing body of the dis-
trict to construct or acquire the facility or to
furnish the service and to assess benefited prop-
erty or property contributing to the problem that
the construction, acquisition or service is de-
signed to correct for a part or all of the cost.

(2) The ordinance may also:

(a) Provide that notices mailed under this
subsection shall be sent with response cards so
that the affected property owners can indicate
approval of, or opposition to, the proposed facili-
ty or service;

(b) Provide for a hearing not sooner than 20
days after the mailing of the notices described in
paragraph (e) of subsection (1) of this section at
which affected property owners may appear to
support or object to the implementation of the
proposed facility or service and return their
response cards; and
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ALTERNATIVE TECHNOLOGY SYMPOSIUM

PURPOSE OF SYMPOSIUM:

The symposium shall gather, before an impartial panel,
general technical information (not vendor-specific) pertinent to
system operation and reliability of resource recovery technolo-
gies. This technical information will be employed to objectively
assess the relative viability of the technologies, as merits of
each method are examined by the panel.

PANEL FOR SYMPOSIUM:

a nine member panel; composition as follows:

two Metro Council members, appointed by the presiding officer

a DEQ staff member with technical experience, appointed by the

director of DEQ

* six members, appointed by the Executive Officer:

- two engineers with expertise in materials processing,
chemistry and energy generation

- an individual technically knowledgable in "appropriate
technologies™”

- an individual with expertise in venture financing

- two citizen members.

The charge of the panel is to ascertain technical viability
of alternative technologies. Criteria upon which to base these
assessments will be developed before the date of the symposium.

The panel shall be asked to provide to staff and to the Council
the following:

1) Recommendations of which technologies are suitable for
further consideration, and which are the most promising

2) Recommendations of additional research which should be
conducted to fully evaluate the desirability of implementing each
technology.

INVITATION FOR PRESENTATIONS:

Those in receipt of the draft chapter "Alternate Technol-
ogies" of the Solid Waste Management Plan will be invited to
submit brief papers describing the technology they wish to
promote. Technical information about technologies, and not
proposals for implementation, will be accepted. Staff will
review the papers and make recomendations to the panel concerning
presentors. The panel shall select presentors to be invited to
the symposium based upon the ability of the proposed technology
to address the solid waste problem, and the need to obtain
additional information to assess its feasibility.



PROPOSED TIMETABLE:

The proposed date for the symposium is Friday, July 26
and, if needed, Saturday July 27, 1985. Presentations will
commence at 1:00 PM, lasting no longer than 45 minutes each.
Question and answer periods at the pleasure of the panel will
follow.

Invitations will be mailed before June 21, 1985, with papers
to be submitted no later than July 5, 1985. Selections will be
made, and presenters notified of the specific time for the
delivery of their paper no later than July 12, 1985. The panel
will report to the Council on August 22.



' METHOPOLH’AN SERVICE DISTRICT 527 S.W HALL ST, PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 503 221- 1646
.Prov'dmg Zoo, Transpodatron Solid Waste andomerRogional Services

COUNCI#'MEETING

- Date: Junhe 13, 1985
. Da;y; ThurSday

Place: Council Chamber

CONSENT AGENDA

"The following business items have been reviewed by the staff
and an officer of the Council. 1In my opinion, these items
‘meet with the Consent Agénda Criteria established by the
Rules and Procedures of the Council. -The Council is

‘ requested to approve the recommendatlons presented on these
items. B _

6.1 Approval 6f.ninu£es Of'the,MeetinQ of May 9, 1985

6.2 Consideration of Resolution No. 85-573, for the
Purpose of Amendlng the Classification and Pay Plans
for the Metropolitan Service District (Personnel
Officer; Data Processing Manager and Informatlon .
Systems Analyst)

Rick Gustafson:
- Executive Officer

RG:amn.



METRO PREQUALIFICATION FORM SUMMARY

Our Form GS Form Other Source
® :
2 4
3 5
4 6
5 Portland regarding equipment availability -
6 statutory

General information regarding 7 and 8 similar

to GS 13

10 7

11 10

12 Portland 2 regarding personnel experience -
statutory

13 11

14 12

1" 15 13

16 14

17 15

18 10 C&D Portland 12; E Attorney General's opinion
allows - all statutory

19 17

Omitted State Questions

1. Irrelevent types of work; we limited to sanitary landfills
which the state does not list.

2. Related to equipment and personnel availability; we
covered in other ways, plus bond.

3. Minority business information; not necessary due to our
DBE requirements.

. ESB:amn

6/13/85




To

From

STOEL, RIVES, BOLEY, FRASER & WYSE
LAW OFFICES

900 SW Fifth Avenue
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204
(503) 224-3380

Metro Council Date June 13, 1985

Mr. John F. Brada 7>-l ) Subject Metro Prequalification
J Procedure - St. Johns

Landfill

We have reviewed the prequalification process used by
Metro in connectin with the contract for operation of the St.
Johns Landfill. This memorandum summarizes our research and
observations regarding the validity of the process and Metro's
ability to allow Roadway to bid, despite the late submittal of
Roadway's Prequalification Application.

1. Metro's Prequalification Process May Be Invalid.

Competltlon is an important factor in evaluating the
ability of Metro's prequallflcatlon process to withstand a legal
challenge. 1In Manson Construction and Engineering Company V.
State of Washington, 24 Wash App 185, 600 P2d 643 (1979), the

court invalidated a State Department of Transportation prequali-
fication process which exceeded the bases for prequalification
mandated by Washington statute. The following excerpt from the
court's discussion has some application here as well:

"We begin our analysis of this appeal by
reasserting this jurisdiction's strong public
policy that, except as permitted by legislation,
public contracts shall be let only after
competitive bidding procedures have been complied
with. Miller v. State, 73 Wash.2d 790, 440 P.2d4
840 (1968); Savage v. State, 75 Wash.2d 618, 453
P.2d 613 (1969). Prequalification standards,
as authorized by RCW 47.28.070, tend to limit
the extent of competitive bidding. It is the
function of the legislature, not the judiciary
or an administrative agency, to circumscribe
competitive bidding. When, as in. the case at
bench, the leglslature has already defined
those limits, courts will be wary of interpreting

" the legislatively mandated standards so as to
further circumscribe the competitive bidding
policy. Accordingly, we are not inclined to
view favorably an administrative agency's attempt
to extend its authority by asserting prequalifi-
cation standards in excess of those specifically
provided by statute." (Emphasis added.)
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We are confident that a similar approach would be
applied by an Oregon court reviewing the expansive inquiry
embodied in Metro's Prequalification Application form. This
seems all the more likely in light of the requirement of ORS
279.039(1) that the prequalification application be "in writing
on a standard form prescribed by the director." Metro's
Resolution No. 85-564 seeks to circumvent this requirement by
referencing ORS 279.037(2), which allows the public contracting
agency to make such inquiry as is necessary to determine whether
a person is qualified. This subsection does not allow Metro to
override the stated requirement for a standard form of applica-
tion prescribed by the Director of the State's Department of
General Services. If this had been the Legislature's intent,
it certainly could have so provided. In fact, the determina-
tion of the standard prequalification application form is one of
the few functions specifically excepted from the authority of a
local contract review board (such as the Metro Council) by ORS
279.055(4).

While the Metro prequalification form states that dis-
gualification will be based on the statutory criteria set forth
in ORS 279.037, the form itself requires a wide range of informa-
tion on financial resources, commercial relationships and solid
waste landfill experience, which are not required by the standard
Department of General Services form. ORS 279.037(1)(a) presumes
financial ability to perform based solely on the ability to bond.
Metro's inquiry should not have exceeded the scope of the statute.

While Metro has taken great pains to state that disquali-
fication criteria are limited to those stated in ORS 279.037, we
find in the April 25, 1985 Council minutes a troublesome reference
to a statement by Mr. Wietting. Mr. Wietting apparently reported
that, while the prequalification criteria published in the request
for bids would be in the language of the statute, "[tlhe evaluation
committee would use a more specialized set of criteria also based
on state law." This procedure is objectionable on two grounds.
First, bidders have no notice of the criteria upon which their
submittals will be judged and, second, more specialized criteria
necessarily exceed the permissible scope of prequalification under
the Manson case, supra, and adversely affect competition for the
contract.

The short time frame for qualification may also operate
to invalidate the process, since it necessarily reduced competition
for this contract. Who knows how many firms chose not to seek
prequalification, because they could not get their information
together in time to meet Metro's submittal deadline? Metro's own
June 6, 1985 staff report recognizes that prospective bidders
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were having difficulty meeting the deadline. Metro staff denied
two bidders' requests to extend the deadline on May 29, 1985.
There is real reason to question whether this administrative
inflexibility is consistent with the competitive bid system and
the Legislature's stated policy favoring competition. An analogous
situation was held to violate the New Jersey competitive bidding
statute in Waste Disposal v. Mayor & Council of Roselle Park, 145
NJ Super 217, 367 A2d 449 (1976).

Any reduction of competition very probably will result
in a higher cost to local taxpayers, including Roadway and related
companies. Metro, as a custodian of public money, is held to a
strict standard of care in the application of those moneys.
secretary of State v. Hanover Insurance Company, 240 Or 541, 547,
211 P2d 89 (1966). The restrictions imposed on competition by
Metro's prequalification process arguably do not meet that
standard.

2. Strong State Policies Favoring Competition and
Local Businesses Support Allowing Roadway to Bid.

The Oregon Legislature has stated a strong policy
favoring competition in public contracting. ORS 279.065 requires
that public contracts be based upon competitive bids, except in
very limited circumstances, none of which apply here. The
Legislature has also stated, as affirmative policy, that public
improvements shall be obtained at the "least cost to the public
agency," in ORS 279.023. The legislative preference for competi-
tion to protect the public interests is also evidenced in many
other sections of the Oregon Revised Statutes, including, the
provisions of ORS 261.335, 273.201, 274.530, 275,340, 275,294 and
381.270. This fundamental policy will be substantially undercut
if Roadway is not allowed to bid on the operation of the St. Johns
Landfill. Roadway, as a well-qualified local contractor, is
positioned to be a strong competitor for this work. Its involve- ,

"ment should have a salutary effect on the bids of other bidders.

It is also important to note that in ORS 279.021(1), the
Legislature has stated a strong preference for local companies:

"k** In all public contracts, the public
contracting agency shall prefer goods or services
that have been manufactured or produced in this
state if price, fitness, availability and quality
are otherwise egual."

Unless Roadway is allowed to bid on this work, either
by virture of ORS 279.047 presumption or based on Metro's waiver
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of its late prequalification submission, this policy will be com-
pletely defeated. Roadway is the only prospective local bidder.
Our review of several of the other prequalification statements
filed with Metro indicates that at least some bidders intend to
manage many aspects of this operation from home offices in other
states.

3. Roadway Enjoys a Statutory Presumption of Qualification.

ORS 279.047 provides as follows:

"x**]7f a person is prequalified with
the Department of Transportation to perform
‘contracts, or with the Department of General
Services to perform contracts, that person
is rebuttably presumed qualified with any
other public contracting agency for the same
kind of work. When qualifying for the same
kind of work with another public contracting
agency, that person may submit proof of such
prequalification in lieu of a prequalification
application as required by ORS 279.039(1l) or
as a request for prequalification under
ORS 279.041(1)." (Emphasis added.)

On Roadway's behalf, we are tendering Roadway's current
State of Oregon Department of Transportation prequalification in
lieu of the Metro prequalification requirement. Roadway's pre-
qualification with the State amply demonstrates that Roadway has
the financial ability, equipment and experienced personnel to
perform this contract. The highway, earthwork and drainage
‘experience indicated by the statement qualify Roadway for the
work it will face if it is awarded this contract.

ORS 279.047 rebuttably presumes Roadway's qualification,
unless it is proved to be disqualified. The grounds for disquali-
fication are limited to those stated in ORS 279.037. Roadway
clearly qualifies under these criteria.

It is important to note that Roadway's experience,
particularly in landfill operation, is well known to Metro. KFP,
Inc., Roadway's wholly owned subsidiary, currently operates a
landfill in Northeast Portland under a franchise with Metro. That
franchise application provides, in Metro's own files, much of the
information which Metro seeks in the present prequalification pro-
cess. Recognition of the statutory presumption of qualification
is all the more appropriate in this context.
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4. Metro May Waive Roadway's Late Submittal.

The Board should distinguish the present situation from
the bidding phase, where it is critical that all bids be timely
submitted to avoid any bidder enjoying an unfair advantage. Here,
allowing Roadway to qualify to bid does not unfairly impair any
other bidder's ability to submit its most competitive bid. It
does enhance competition on this procurement to the taxpayer's
benefit, by adding an additional and local competitor.

The nature of the inquiry in the prequalification phase
is bidder responsiblity. As such, it is clear that irregularities
in prequalification submittals may be waived by Metro. There is
no Oregon law directly on point, but it is clear from federal
procurement cases that waiver of the late submittal of prequalifi-
cation information is appropriate. The Comptroller General of
the United States reviewed a similar situation on a General
Services Administration contract, in Matter of Star Electric
Company, B-181042, 74-2 CPD ¥ 1 (August 2, 1974). In Star
Electric, the invitation for bids required submittal of substan-
tial prequalification information nearly a month before bid
opening and provided that failure to submit the information might
result in the rejection of the bidder's bid. The Comptroller
General allowed award to a bidder who did not submit the prequali-
fication information until it submitted its bid, stating:

"We have consistently held that where the
requirement for the submission of data is for
the purpose of determining the capacity or
responsibility of a bidder rather than whether
the property or services offered conform to the
Government's needs as stated in the solicitation,
the failure of the bidder to submit data in
accordance with the solicitation's data submission
requirements, is not fatal to the consideration
of its bid, inasmuch as a bidder's capacity or
responsibility may be determined on the basis
of information submitted after the bid opening.
39 Comp. Gen. 247 (1959): id. 881 (1960):;
41 Comp. Gen. 106 (1961); id. 555 (1962);
48 Comp. Gen. 158 (1968); 49 Comp. Gen. 553
(1970); B-176391, December 4, 1972. Such failure
to submit data concerning bidder responsibility
may be waived even where the solicitation warns
that the failure to conform may result in bid
rejection. 39 Comp. Gen. 88l; 41 Comp. Gen. 106.
In the present case, it is clear that all of the
requested 'prequalification information' concerns
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"bidder capacity or responsibility. Therefore,
we believe GSA acted properly in awarding the
contract to Watson. Accordingly, Starr's protest
is denied." (Emphasis added.) 74-2 CPD at 3.

Waiver in the present circumstance is also justified by
the short time period allowed for submittal of the prequalification
information by Metro's Request for Qualifications. This process
was, according to the Metro staff report, advertised locally,
nationally and regionally. Roadway's copy of the Prequalification
form was received on May 11, 1985, two days after the Council
approved the use of a prequalification process in Resolution No.
85-564. The closing date and time indicated in the Request for
Qualifications package and in Resolution No. 85-564 was 5 p.m.,
May 29, 1985. This left only 12 business days for preparation and
submittal of a fairly detailed presentation by Roadway and all
other bidders. The equipment requirements for the project could
not be fully assessed until the on-site inspection, scheduled by
Metro for May 23, 1985, three business days before the final dead-
line. This short time frame, coupled with the unforeseen illness
of the Roadway employee responsible for this submittal, resulted
in Roadway's failure to meet the published deadline.

5. Summary.

Metro should dispense with the prequalification process
on this contract given the likelihood that it would be held
invalid if challenged. 1In any event, it is clear that Metro has
the authorlty to allow Roadway to bid on this procurement. In
addition, given the Legislature's stated policies favoring
competition and local business and Metro's obligations to its
taxpayers, Metro should exercise its authority by accepting the
rebutable presumptlon of Roadway's qualification based on ORS
279.047, waiving the late filing as a matter of bidder responsi-
bility or, preferably, both. If Metro takes any of these actions,
the taxpayers will benefit by a more competitive process and
presumably a lower contract amount for operation of this landfill.

JFB: jd



March 25, 1985

Roadwvay Constructors Corp.
3500 SW Bond AVenue
Portland, OR 97201
CON 4

Centlemen or Ladies:

You are hereby notified that your prequaliffcatiqnp a -
cation to bid on various classes of work dated glrc T}’ &%E"'
has been approved, subject to the conditions set forth below.

This prequalification pertains only to the submission of
bid proposals and does not cover your financial ability. For
any proposal to be considered responsive for any particular
contract, the proposal must be accompanied with a bid security
in the form set forth in ORS 279.027(3) as evidence of your
ability to obtain a surety bond for the faithful performance of
the contract.

This office must be promptly notified of any substantial
change of conditions or circumstances which would make any
statement in your application untrue or no longer applicable.

This filing expires on March 1, 1986.

I1f you wish to appeal any of the conditions of this pre-
qualification, you must notify this office in writing in accord-
ance with OAR 127-40.090 within three business days after receipt
of this notice. This office will notify the Director of the
Department of General Services of your appeal and the Director
will notify you of the time and place of the hearing.

You will receive all notices and announcements furnished
to contractors and prospective bidders.

CONDITIONS VARYING FROM APPLICATION: None
Sincerely,

Robert W. Gormsen, Manager, Commission Services
Department of Transportation, Highway Division
121 Transportation Building

Salem, OR 97310

- -~ —- @w wes = - - —
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STATE.OF OREGON
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

Salem, Oregon 97310

CONTRACTOR'S
PREQUALIFICATION
APPLICATION

Equipment and Experience Questionnaire
ADOPTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

0447

To DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
121 Transportation Building
Salem, Or. 97310 Phone 378-6526
(Name and Address of Public Contracting Agency)

Application of Roadway Constructors Corp. -~
(Name of Applicant) —
An Individual O A Co-Partnership 0 A Corporationy¥
Joint Venture O Member of Joint Venture O
3500_S.W. Bond Ave., Portland, OR 97201 (503) _22_L-3103’
(Address to which all applicant’s correspondence is to be mailed) Telephone No.
-

Date Application Prepared __March 12, 1985

This Prequalification Application is submitted for the following purpose: (Check one)
EXThis is a prequalification application D This is a prequalification applica-
for such period of time as designated by tion for the

the mandatory prequalification rules

adopted by the Publi —Cﬁntncung______(hj
Ageniy. d ) D F g&ﬁule?‘fn Jﬁm E
i

il (date)
MAR 2 5 1005 I—U/’ MAR 181985
ORI SO " ERRBES

COMMISSION N R URN

P —pp—
~—

| DEPERTIZENT CGF TPENSFORT! 1o,

DEPARTMENT OF TR#NQDORTATION
—prn'
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INSTRUCTIONS

Introductory Statement

In accordance with the statutes of the State of Oregon, every public contracting agency
contemplating receiving bids for and awarding any contract for a public improvement may require any
prospective bidder to submit a full and complete statement concerning his equipment and experience in
constructing public improvements. '

The application and questionnaire forms which are bound herewith comply with the requirements of
Oregon Department of General Services rules and must be used in determining the qualifications of prospective
bidders and in assigning limits as to the size and kinds of projects for which the prospective bidder may '

submit bids.

The 2pplicant should use care and integrity in preparing this information. The public contracting
agency may make independent inquiries concerning the contractor’s past performance and/or capabilities.

Manner of Preparing and Filling in Forms:

This application shall include equipment and experience information for only the specific single
business organization or entity which is applying for prequalification and which would be the signator on a
contract with the public contracting agency.

All answers and other entries on the forms, except signatures, should be filled in on a typewriter or
printed. To make this possible, the forms may be taken apart by removing the staples by which they are
bound. It shall be the responsibility of the applicant to return all pages whether applicable or not. Failure to

do so may be grounds for rejection.
All answers and entries shall be specific and complete in detail.

The prequalification application shall be signed by the applicant and sworn to as the form indicates.
The signatory of the statement guarantees the truth and accuracy of all statements and of all answers to

questions.
Use of Attachments:

Schedules, reports and other forms of prequalification statement may be used as attachments to the
prescribed form, provided that the information contained therein specifically includes the information required
by this form.

Place of Submission:

Prequalification applications shall be submitted to the designated officer of the public contracting
agency.

Time of Submission:

Each Public Contracting Agency may have specific time requirements for filing applications. The
applicant should check with the designated officer of the applicable agency for submission time.

(Instructions continued inside back cover)
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l For Each Claw of Work:

A - Enter the maximum dollar amount of work you are capable of performing.
B - Enter the maximum dollar amount of work you are qualified 1o undertake in other states.
C - Enter the state(s) where qualified for the amount shown in column ‘B°.
D - Enter the number of years of experience in this class of work.

If more space is required. use page 10 of this application or additional sheets.

(Highway, Roads, Streets, Airports)

Class

&q_nd Clearing - }{ighvyays. Roads,
Streets and Airports

Earthwork and
Highways, Roads,
Airport Runways

Drainag e -
Streets, and
Aggregate Crushing

Aggregate Bases - Highways, Roads,
Streets and Airport Runways

Pavement and
Roads, Streets

Asphalt  Concrete
Oiling Highways,
and Airport Runways

Pavement -
Streets and

Portland Cement
Highways, Roads,
Airport Runways

Reinforced Concrete, and Structural
Steel Bridges and Grade Separation
Structures

Painting Steel Bridges and Grade
Separation Structures
Miscellaneous Highway
Appurtenances (Guardrails, Median
Barriers, Curbs, Retaining Walls,
Walks, Fences, Riprap)

Signing - Temporary and/or
permanent for Highways, Streets
and Roads

Illumination - Highways, Streets,
Roads, Airports, Parks and Rest
Areas

Traffic Signals - Highways, Streets

and Roads

Landscaping - Highways, Streets,
Roads, Parks and Rest Areas
(Roadside seeding, lawns, shrubs,

trees, irrigation systems)

Buildings - Highways, R;st Areas,
Parks (Toilets, Bathhouses,
Maintenance, Sand Sheds)

&

A - Max. Dollar B - Qual. Dollar C - State(s) D - Years
Amount Amount Exp.
AK, Az, CA’ CD,
100 mil. 100 mil. ID, MT, NE, NV, 30
NM,_ OR, SD, TX, _
UT, WA
100 mil. 100 mil. Same as above 30
2100 mil, 100 mil, " 30
100 mil. 100 mil. ! 30
100 mil. 100 mil. " 30
100 mil. 100 mil. " 30
100 mil. 100 mil. " 30
10 mil. 10 mil. " 30
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I Continued

For Each Class of Work:

A - Enter the maximum dollar amount of work you are capable of performing.
B - Enter the maximum dollar amount of work you are qualified to undertake in other states.
C - Enter the state(s) where qualified for the amount shown in column *B°.
D - Enter the number of years of experience in this class of work.

(Other Public Improvements)

A - Max. Dollar B - Qual. Dollar C - State(s) D - Year
Cl Amount Amount Exp.
Y A“’ Kz’ cA, CO,

Sewer Construction 50 mil. 50 mil. ID, MT, NE, NV, 30
. NM, OR, SD, TX, UT, WA
Sewage Treatment Plants
Sewage Pumping Stations
Water Lines 20 mil. 20 mil. " 30
Water Reservoirs 100 mil, 00 mil " 30
Water Tanks - Steel, Concrete,
Wooden
Electrical Wiring
Building Construction
Building Alteration and Repair
Demolition and Related Excavation
and Clearing
Painting and Decorating
Plumbing
Heating
Air Conditioning
Roofing ’
Sheet Metal Work

. 100 mil. 100 mil. " 30
Drainage
- .
Well Dritling
Municipal Street Construction 100 mil. 100 mil. " 30
Other (Railroad/Transit)__100 mil. 100 mi) " 30




:n “. 2'lndicate the total mo@of work, expressed in dollars, which the applicant believes it is capable of

undertaking at any one time: . . ......... et eenn c et e tecee et s 200,000,000

‘ . 3 BID AND PERFORMANCE SURETY BONDS:

If the contracts for which this prequalification Is sought require bid and pdonnince bonds, the applicant shall
state the name of the agent and name, sddress and telephone number of the surety company spplicant expects
to provide the bonds.

Corroon & Black of Oreqon

i 1600 S.W. Fourth
Portland, OR 96207

(503) 224-4155 - Mr. Jim Darby

4 If an Oregon corporation, answer this: 5 If a co-partnership, answer this:
1984 Date of organization
When Incorporated State whether partnership is general, limited or association.

Robert Westermann, Sr.

President

If :throreign co-partnership or persons engaging in business

. . ] P it in this state under an assumed business name, but not
1st Vice President Robert Pyritz domiciled within this state, state whether or not such part-
nership or business organization has been registered as may
be required in compliance with Chapter 648, Oregon Revised
Statutes.

Name and Address of Partners

Secretary Robert Westermann, Sr.

Treasurer 5 €99 Richmond

What officers are authorized to

. execute contracts _Robert Westermann, Bbr.

Robert Pyritz

6 It a foreign corporation, answer this: Name and address of registered agent in Oregon:

When incorporated

In what state

Date of authorization to transact -
business in the State of Oregon

Has applicant filed with the Department of Revenue
forms required by ORS 279.0217

Yes O No O

President

1st Vice President

Secretary

What officers are suthorized to

. execute contracts
'
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' BIDDER'S EQUIPMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

YO ORT i P IR T o - P A

7 Plants and equipment owned by the applicant: List only major items. Lump together smn.ll equipment and tools.

Quantity, Description and Capacity of Items

Age in
Yeoars

Condition

Please see attached equipment Iist

6,000,000

Total market value of equipment . ..... ... ... ...... .. ... ...

Does applicant intend to rent equipment?

If so, provide a general description

We rent equipment on an "as needed" basis

for each project and its individual needs.

Where available?




8 List major proj'ects applicant has undertaken in last five years.

BIDDER'S EXPERIENCE QUESTIONNAIRE

(List most recent projects first)

Name and Address
of Owner

Name of Project

Class of
Work

Contract
Amount

Please see attached

work history.

10

12

13

14

15

- 16

17

18

19

20

21

22

- memoww VS



BIDDER'S EXPERIENCE QUESTIONNAIRE — Continued

9 List the following additional information for projects listed under item 8.
(Use same line No. as in opposite page)

Surety Company Architects or *°
if Project Bonded . Engineering Firms

Date of Completion

(if completed) Location of Work .

Please|see attached work|history.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

¢ Indicate whether: (P) Prime Contractor, (JV) Joint Venture, (Sub) Subcontractor
s¢ Indicste name, address and phone number including area code.




Bl@:'s EXPERIENCE QUESTIONNAIRE - Cgiuad

Io A. How many years has applicant been in business under present name? One

B How many years experience in construction work has applicant had:

(2) As s prime contractor?

30

(b) As a subcontractor?

30

' I What is the construction expenience of all owners, officers, partners and principal individuals in applicant’s organization? Also list
any other individual or organization who, in any way and to any extent, controls or influences the bidding.

Individual's’ Present Position Years of Magnitude and In What
Name or Office Const. Exp. Type of Work Capacity
. Earthwork Engineering &
Bob Westermann President 30 Structures Proj. Mgmt®
] Earthwork & Engineering &
Bob Pyritz Exec. VP 15 pgﬁinq to somil Prgj. Mgmt?
Financial Controller
Gregg Richmond|Treasurer 10 Management
Sewer, pipelinqgs, Eng. & Prjoj.
Pat Tate Operations Mgr. 10 Pav., Grdg.to X5mil Mgmt .
Gradi & Pav-| Enqgi i &
Gordon Mathern|Manager 7 i;g igglg mil. p?gﬁ?eﬁgég?
Dave Jones Project Engr. 18 g?ggg:ﬁgzs&to Dmiz. "
RR & Transat Proj. Mgr.
Bill Hobart General Supt. 25  |gonct. io%iomil. Gend Supt.
1" 1"
Dave Peal Project Mgr. 35 (Rsphall, Conery i1

'2 Indicate type of all contractors licenses held as required by Oregon statutes. (e.g. Landscape Contractor)

None

13 Following space may be used for general remarks and explanations pertaining to the foregoing
prequalification statements: (Also explain here any experience claimed which is that of a business organization
or entity, other than the applicant, including a business entity superseded by the applicant.)
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]4Don applicant want the material submitted herein deemed to be a trade secret pursuant to paragraphs (b)

and (e) of subsection (1) of ORS 192.500?
(Check one) & Yes

'5 Ownenship and Contro!

(a) List any orgunization, owned or controlied
the firm. or in which the applicant was or i

state.

D No

Cobb Rock, Inc. (100%); KFD, Inc. (100%); AFAB, Inc.

by the applicant, its officers, directors, partners and anyone owning at least 109% interest in
s an officer, director or partner, doing business in Oregon under another name. If none, so

(50%),

Sea Coast Towing (50%)

(b) List those individuals, companies or corporations owning 10% or more of applicant’s firm.

Riedel Resources, Inc. (100%)

(c) List ull other personnel in applicant’s organization who have a financial interest in or serve as officers or partners in another firm
prequalified to bid in this or another state.

Individual's

Present Position
or Office

Other Firm Position in
or Firms Other FirnXs)

State of
Other Firm

NONE

Il

16 Check the appropriate block or blocks identifying applicant.

O Woman
O Black

C\’llspanic

O Asian American

O American Indian

O Alaskan Native
({Eskimo or Aleut)

X Non Minority
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l 7 Have you ever been denied prequalification in this or any other state? If yes, explain.

No

Have you ever been debarred from bidding on contracts in this or any other state under any State Law or Federal Law? If yes, explain.

No
. 18 AFFIDAVIT:
STATE OF OREGON )

)
County M-Multnomah)

being first sworn, state that I am

Bob Pyritz

I
Executive Vice President of the applicant herein and that the statements made in
Title
this application are true and | acknowledge that any false, deceptive or fraudulent statements on the application or at a hearing will
result in the denial of prequalification: that should there be any subsequent material reduction in‘applicant’s ability to camry out  ~
any project for which applicant desires to submit a bid applicant will give written notice of such change to the designated officer to

whom this application is submitted at least ten days prior to the bid opening; and thatitisu tood that such notice may change

the cligibility of applicant to submit the bid.

(Title)

- TH ,
Subscribed and sworn to before me this /S =  day of M AR C4f , 19 89

‘ .
_Mﬁ,ég%_
Notary Public 195_

My commission expires Y-15-




INSTRUCTION S -Continued
Appeal Due to Denial or Revocation of Prequalification:

In case a comtractor’s application for prequalification is denied or in case an existing prequalification
is revoked, the contractor may appeal the denial or revocation in accordance with the rules adopted by the

Department of General Services.
Notification of Action Taken:

The applicant will be notified, in writing, of the action on his application. He will then be allowed
to bid on such projects as are within the limits of size and kind of work for which he has been declared

qualified.

Period During Which a2 Qualified Bidder Remains Qualified:

A prospective bidder who has been notified of prequalification for projects of a given size and kind
will uvsually remain qualified until the date specified in the notification. The public contracting agency may
limit prequalification approval to individual public improvement projects. Unless such bidder is otherwise
notified by the public body he will be permitted to submit bids for any and all projects of said kind and
size for which bids are to be received. The public body may from time to time require new or revised
prequalification applications and have them approved prior to allowing a bid.

Requirement of Continuving Prequalification:

Prospective bidders who have once been qualified with an agency requiring prequalification and who
desire to maintain an uninterrupted prequalification standing are required to submit a new application
periodically as required by such agency. Uninterrupted prequalification is contingent upon favorable action on
the application. A prequalification may be revoked under the provisions of ORS 279.039.

Changes:

Requests for revision of the prequalification standing of any prospective bidder will be considered
whenever the bidder can make a showing of materially improved ability, but not more often than once in
three months. Each such request must be accompanied by a new prequalification application.

With or without a request from the prequalified bidder, the prequalification limitation on class of
work or size of project may be reviewed and increased or decreased as found appropriate. The prequalified
prospective bidder will be notified in writing of any such revision.

Confidentia! Information:

The information furnished in the prequalification application will be treated as confidential
information if so requested by the applicant. If so requested in item 14 of the application, contents of the
application will not be disclosed to the public except upon the written order of the person or persons
furnishing the same or upon an appropriate order of a court of competent jurisdiction.

Joint Venture:

A public contracting agency may adopt special requirements concerning joint ventures. Before
submitting a joint venture application, a prospective bidder should ascertain if special instructions are
applicable and obtain them from the designated public officer.
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ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORPORATION January, 1985
RECENT MAJOR PROJECTS Page [1)
PROJECT NAME WORK PERFORMED coMP.
OWNER & LOCATION AND VALUE SCOPE  DATE

California Dept. of Transportation
fFrom 1.0 mi. E. of Strobridge Ave.
UC near Castro Valley to 0.1 mi. E.
of 167th Ave. UC near San Leandro
San Leandro, California

Oregon State Highway Division

S. Tigard Interchange to Willamette
Section of I-5

Washington & Clackamas Counties, OR
Engr: 0ODOT

Oregon State Highway Division
Beaverton/Tigard Highway Interchange
Beaverton, Oregon
Engr: O0DOT

Walt Bartel

Civil Const & Trackwork Inst.
Line Section 2B
Tri-Met, Portland, Oregon
Engr: Bechtel Civil & Minerals, Inc.
Const. Mgr: Tri-Met '
John R. Post -
(503) 239-6466

Civil Const. & Trackwork Inst.
Line Section 4B
Tri-Met, Portland, Oregon
Engr: Bechtel Civil & Minerals, Inc.
Const. Mgr: Tri-Met
John R. Post
(503) 239-6466

~

Construct freeway and interchange 1989 Jv
15 structures with assoclated grading,
paving, utilities, sound walls, etc.

Value: $44,000,000

Reconstruct & rehabilitate portions 1985 Jv
of 8 miles of freeway and structuresRiver Br.,

Value: $1,000,000

Reconstruct-freeway and interchange 1986 av
3 structures .w/associated grading,
paving, utilities, sound walls, etc.

value: $6,200,000

31,000 T.F. CM transit construction 1985 Jv
in city streets w/3 turnouts, 3 cross-

overs, 15 road crossings and complete
reconstruction of city streets, side-

walks and utilities.

Value: $9,200,000

12,000 T.F. highly speclalized 1985 Jv
elastomeric transit construction

fn city streets w/2 crossovers &

complete reconstruction of city

streets, sidewalks and utilities.

Value: $21,000,000



&

ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORPORATION

/

January, 1985

RECENT MAJOR PROJECTS Page [2]
PROJECT NAME WORK PERFORMED CoMP,
OWNER & LOCATION AND VALUE SCOPE DATE
Civil Const. & Trackwork Inst. LRT at grade transit work,
LS-4A Holladay St. Segment complete street reconstruction 1985 JV
Tri-Met, Portland, Oregon & trackwork in concrete and
Engr: Bechtel Civil & Minerals, Inc. elastomeric envelope; 7100 T.F.
Const. Mgr.: Tri-Met 9 turnouts, 1 crossing
John R. Post
(503) 239-6466 value: $ 5,600,000
Oregon State Highway Division Remove & reconstruct 2,000 T.F.,
N.W. Nicolail Street, Portland, Ore. 7 turnouts & 1 crossing in city
Prime: Copenhagen Utilities & streets, with 1,050 T.F. rubber
Construction, Inc. road crossings including crossing
Bob Heibert (503) 654-3104 of turnout & diamond crossing.
value: $ 1,000,000 1984 Sub
Star Lake Project New Coal Spur into Lee 47 mi. 1984 Sub
SFCC Coal Spur Ranch Mine, 47mi. 119#
Engr: Santa Fe Railroad CWR w/5-#14 & 2-#20 Turnouts
Prime: Gilbert Western Corp.
Dick Hall Value: $13,700,000
(801) 264-8592
Naval Weapons Station Remove & Reconstruct 13 mi., 1984 Sub
Seal Beach, Ca. 13 mi. & 93 No. 8 Turnouts
Engr: Moffat & Nichol
ROICC: Bob Sherrill Value: S 4,500,000
(213) 594-7500
Civil Construction & Trackwork New transit trackwork and 5Smi. 1984 Prime

Installation
Line Section 1
Tri-Met, Portland, Oregon
Engr: Bechtel Civil & Minerals, Inc.
Const. Mgr.: Tri-Met
John R. Post
(503) 239-6466

new transit yard tracks
(26,000 T.F. & 33 turnouts)
bridges, station platforms,

‘weld 6,300 N.T. 115 RE into

CWR stockpile.

value: $ 4,900,000
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ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORPORATION

&

January, 1985

RECENT MAJOR PROJECTS Page [3)
PROJECT NAME WORK PERFORMED CoMP.
OWNER & LOCATION AND VALUE SCOPE DATE
Rehab of Cable Car Trackway Rehab. of Cable Car system 1984 Jv
MR-829 on Washington/Jackson/Hyde
City & County of San Francisco, Ca. streets
Public Utilities Commission
Engr: 0'Brien, Kreitzberg & Assoc. vValue: $5,300,000
San Francisco, Ca.
Clay Baldwin (&415) 552-1690
Rehab of Cable Car Trackway Rehab. of Cable Car system 1984 Jv
MR-831 on Mason/Columbus/Taylor Sts.
City & County of San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission vValue: $5,800,000
Engr: O0'Brien, Kreitzberg & Assoc. .
San Francisco, Ca.
Clay Baldwin (&15) 552-1690
R.R. Trackwork-Mini Marshalling Yd. Construct Mini Yard 7 mi. 1983 Prime
Leaf River Forest Products
New Augusta, Ms. Value: S 230,000
Engr: Brown & Root
New Augusta, Ms.
Ed Icenogle
(713) 679-3403
Ruby Junction Maintenance Fac. Construct Maint. Fac. track S mi. 1983 Sub
Tri-Met ‘ Remove 1,400 ft., install
Portland, Or. 2,350 ft. track
Prime: Marion Construction
Salem, Or. value: $ 220,000
Dale Petersen
(503) 581-1920
Pacific Coal Project Construct 2,000 ft. S mi., 1983 Sub

Riedel International
Portland, Or.
Prime: Riedel International
J.H. Dastur
(503) 285-9111

Stacker /Reclaimer track

vValue: S 240,000



ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORPORATION

RECENT MAJOR PROJECTS

PROJECT NAME
OWNER & LOCATION

January, 1985

Page [&]
WORK PERFORMED coMP,
AND VALUE - SCOPE DATE

Massey Coal Terminal
Massey Coal Company
Newport News, Va.
Engr: Dravo Engineers
Pittsburgh, Pa.
W. F. Alimena
(412) 777-5108

Navajo Mine Area 11

Utah International

Fruitland, NM.

Engr: L.K. Comstock Engrg. Co.
Pleasant Hill, Ca.
John Ziebarth
(415) 827-5588

TW-8/WHATA
Washington Metro Transit Auth.
Washington, D.C.
Engr: Bechtel Systems
Bethesda, Md.
Rich Lynt
(301) 656-2000

Idaho National Energy Lab.
Idaho Falls, Idaho
Engr: Jelcom
Salt Lake City, Ut.
H.L. Bauman
(801) 537-8u444

Independence Steam Electric Station

Arkansas Power & Light
Newark, Arkansas
Engr: C. T. Main
Mgr.: Arkansas Power & Light
Jerry Brown
(501) 799-8601

New unloading loop trackage 6 mi.
for coal trans shipping
facility w/9 turnouts.

value $1,600,000

Track installation with 8 mi.
6 turnouts

value: $ 650,000

Heavy Rail Transit, 3rd Rail 8 mi.
Direct Fixation Tunnel Work

Value: $3,930,000

4,000 feet of track
Value: S 150,000

Construct new unloading loop 6 mi.
trackage for power station
w/10 turnouts.

Value: $1,700,000

1982

1982

1982

1982

1981

Prim.

Prime

Prime

Sub

Prime
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ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CGS0RATION

&

January, 1985

Portland General Electric
Boardman, Or.
Engr: Bechtel Power Group
Hank Danies
(509) 377-2828

spur into Power Plant

Value: $1,000,000

..« +RECENT MAJOR PROJCTS Page [5]
' PROJECT NAME WORK PERFORMED cone,
‘ OWNER & LOCATION AND VALUE SCOPE DATE
Special Trackwork Installation Special track installation 1981 Prime
Chicago Transit Authority of crossovers under traffic
Chicago, Illinois with live 3rd rail
Engr: Chicago Transit Authority
Mike Wisbrod Value: $ 500,000
(312) 664-7200
Track Removal Track removal-Warden to 45 mi. 1980 Prim¢
Milwaukee Railroad Marcellus, Washington :
Marcellus, Washington
Engr: Milwaukee Road R.R. value: $1,000,000
H.E. Hurst
(206) 627-6854
Fort Polk Rail Rehabilitation Rehabilitate track 7.8 mi, 1979 Prime
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and bridge work
Fort Polk, La. ’
Engr: Army Corps of Engineers Value: $2,000,000
Col. D. Palladino
(817) 334-2363
Lamoille Valley R.R. Rehabilitation Relay 52 miles, surface 100 mi. 1979 Jv
Vermont Dept. of Transportation 100 mi., change out 30,000
Morrisville, Vt. crossties, reconstruct 78
Engr: St. of Vermont " road crossings
Robert Merchant '
(802) 828-2363 Value: $6,500,000
*M" Line Project Reconstruct "M" Line 3mi. 1978 Prime
San Francisco MUNI 19th Ave.-Junipero Serra
San Francisco, Ca. Blvd. to St. Francis Circle
Engr: San Francisco MUNI
Rino Bel value: $1,200,000
(415) 558-2801
Boardman Coal Fired Plant Construct new 11 mile 11 mi. 1977 Prime
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ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORP.
EQUIPMENT LIST
PERIOD ENDING 09/01/84

CATAGORY 1.D. DESCRIPTION SERIAL NUMBER

. 100-105 1980 Volvo &4dr, Wine ¥C24445A1-501020
100-107 1981 Volvo 4dr, Silver : YV1BX4544B81112475
100-108 .- 1981 Chev Citation 161AX68X1B56189996
100-109 A 1981 Chev Malibu Py 1G1AT69K5BK462198
100-110 ©t 1981 Chev Malibu EY 1G1AT693280438288
100-111 1981 Chev Citation, Blue 161AX68X886301533
100-112 1982 Volvo Station Wagon GLT 5A4
100-114 1982 Chev Celebrity 1G1AW19X1CG135646
100-116 1981 Chev Citation, Lt. Blue 161AX685187202391
100-117 1981 Chev Citation, Maroon 161AX68578T201813
100-119 1984 Chev Caprice 2G1AN6999E9214811 -
110-100 1980 Chev Luv Pickup CLW14A8263262
110-101 1981 Chev Luv Pickup . J8ZBL14N3B8205661
110-102 1981 Chev Luv Pickup J8ZCL14N4B8225597
110-103 1982 6MC 1/2 Ton ) 16TBS14A1C8512321
110-104 1984 Chev S10 Blazer 168CT18BXE8153262

. 120-162 1980 3/4 Ton Chev Pickup CCM24A1143055
120-163 1980 3/4 Ton Chev Pickup CCM24A1143107
120-165 1980 3/4 Ton Chev Pickup CCM24A1143072
120-166 1980 3/4 Ton Chev Pickup CCM24A1143123
120-167 1981 1/2 Ton Pickup 16CEC14HIBZ120651
120-168 1981 Chev Diesel Pickup 26CDC1476B1166781
120-169 1981 1/2 Ton 6MC Pickup 16TCC1460BUS12422
120-170 1981 1/2 Ton GMC Pickup 16TCC146983512189
120-172 1981 3/4 Ton Chev Pickup 16C6C24M3BJ167089
120-173 1981 1/2 Ton Chev Pickup 16C0C14D38J163881
120-174 1981 Chev Pickup 16CDC14G4BF392308
120-175 1984 Chev S10 Pickup 16CCS148BXE8172277
120-176 1984 Chev S10 Pickup 16CCS14B6EB172597
120-177 1984 Chev S10 Pickup 16CCS14BXE8172604
122-127 1977 1 Ton Chev Flatbed Truck CCL3372103770
122-128 1977 1 Ton Chev Flatbed Truck CCL3372155315
122-129 1981 2 Ton Ford Flatbed w/Hoist 1FDPN70H5BVJ04030
124-124 2 Ton Fuel & Lube Truck 10672DHA49389
124-126 3/4 Ton Mechanics Truck CCL3362119430
150-131 Tractor w/Pitman Crane 76052pP
150-132 Tractor w/Pitman Crane 77355P
150-133 Tractor w/Pitman Crane 83963P
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ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORP.
EQUIPMENT LIST

. PERIOD ENDING 09/01/84
PAGE 2

CATAGORY I.D. ' DESCRIPTION SERIJAL NUMBER
160-117 35 Ft. Flatbed Trailer $691519C
160-118 40 Ft. Flatbed Trailer $744825
160-119 40 Ft. Flatbed Trailer $737989
- 160-120 Lowboy w/removable gooseneck 1756

162-106 30 Ft. Tool Van Trailer u-s936
162-107 40 Ft. Tool Van Trailer U-5638
162-109 1981 Tool Van Model #PS-1 04044
162-110 1979 Trailco 8 x 10 Office Traijler 0M820S
164-110 10 x 55 Office Trailer 1136898 -
210-402 2 CY Front End Loader 2907
210-403 2 CY Front End Loader 2884
210-404 Case Loader Backhoe 8950820 \
210-405 Case Loader Backhoe 9868609 ‘
220-100 HED Hydraulic Breaker 0391 -
220-101 HED Hydraulic Compactor 1059

@ 310-220 1968 Pettibone Speedswing 3302725
310-222 1973 Pettibone Speedswing 1876
310-223 1974 Pettibone Speedswing 1996
320-400 1976 Kershaw Tie Crane 12-367
340-224 1967 8 Ton Clark Forklift 63649265
340-226 1948 1.5 Ton Towmotor Forklift F162-11273
410-234 10 CY Ballast Spreader HB-804
410-236 1981 Luttig Lo Railer 101817
420-232 1974 Fairmont Ballast Regulator 50347201
420-239 1972 Fairmont Ballast Regulator 235830
420-240 1976 Tamper Ballast Regulator 1772826
420-241 " 1979 Canron Ballast Regulator 1773719
430-215 1975 JRA-JD Electromatic Tamper 674935
430-217 1974 Electromatic Tamper 2776049
430-218 1979 Canron Tamper 477559
430-219 1981 Tamper §380061
430-220 1980 Plasser Roadmaster Special 1457
430-236 1974 Jackson 2300 Tamper 123203

. 440-642 1966 Fairmont Ballast Cribber 1B70
515-244 1974 Fairmont Track Liner 238567
515-245 1975 Fairmont Track Liner 239707
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ROADMAY CONSTRUCTORS CORP.

EQUIPMENT LIST
PERIOD ENDING 09/01/84

PAGE 3

CATAGORY 1.D. DESCRIPTION SERIAL NUMBER
§20-610 1976 Safetran Bolt Machine 7104-7
§20-614 Safetran Bolt Machine 4463
520-620 1981 Stumac Power Torque Wrench 21037
520-621 1981 Stumac Power Torque Wrench 21038
525-614 1975 Racor Dual Spiker 4463
625-615 1975 Racor Dual Spiker 4462
525-616 1969 Racor Dual Spiker 4250
525-617 1969 Racor Dual Spiker 4245
530-643 1974 Nordberg Tie Adzer 3849
540-665 1971 Racine Anchor Applicator AF433
540-666 1971 Racine Anchor Applicator AF473
545-667 Woolery Rail Heater

550-690 1975 Nordberg Rail Grinder ] 733 i
550-692 1974 Nordberg Rail Grinder 716
550-693 1974 Nordberg Rail &rinder 740
550-694 Stumec Rail Grinder 3529
550-695 Stumec Rail Grinder 3976
560-708 Fairmont Motor Car

610-301 125 CFM Hirail Compressor 488716
610-306 85 CFM Compressor UL8BR-S125
610-307 175 CFM Ingersoll Rand Compressor

620-302 150 CFM Lindsay Air Compressor

620-305 175 CFM Compressor 32384
630-303 365 CFM Hirail Compressor RC18972
650-100 1981 Jumbo Drill 1

655-100 1981 Target Groover 14GR0000-8178
710-711 1974 225 AMP Lincoln Welder A754550
710-712 1977 225 AMP Lincoln Welder A818798
710-713 200 AMP Miller Welder -HJ154473
710-714 1981 Lincoln Welder SA-250
720-730 Electro-Magnet w/generator 12708
720-735 Electro-Magnet w/generator 78E23

725-100 6ST-SE Gilson Mixer 1110J1-588
725-101 Hydraulic Power Pack 78E23




ROADWAY CONSTRUCTORS CORP.

EQUIPMENT LIST
PERIOD ENDING 09/01/84

PAGE 4

CATAGORY 1.D. DESCRIPTION SERIAL NUMBER
730-100 Fairmont Push Cars (10)

730-110 1981 Nolan Foldup Cart Ts-1
730-111 ) 1981 Nolan Foldup Cart 78-1
730-112 1981 Nolan Foldup Cart Ts-1
730-113 1981 Nolan Foldup Cart TS-1
730-120 1981 Nolan Push Cart, 10,0004 PC-105
730-121 1981 Nolan Push Cark, 10,0004 PC-105
730-600 Geismar Rail Heater

730-700 1969 Jackson Hand Tamper Set 114712
730-702 1981 Jackson Hand Tamper Set 138734
730-703 1981 Jackson Hand Tamper Set 138737
730-706 1975 Water Tank Push Car WT2501/Scrap
730-708 1975 Front End Push Car FE3250
730-740 1978 Rail Cropper, Rail Mounted HC4601
730-741 Mechanics Push Car

730-750 1979 Fairmont Rail Lifter 246216
730-751 Nordberg Power Jack 02-03-81
730-760 Rail Tearup Sled 730760
730-761 Rail Tearup Sled 730761
740-010 Fafrmont Push Car

740-011 Fairmont Push Car

740-012. Fairmont Push Car

740-020 Welding Jig

740-021 Welding Jig

740-030 Rail Stretcher

740-031 Rail Stretcher

740-032 Simplex Rail Puller

740-039 Stumec Rail Drill 1072
740-040 Nordberg Rail Drill 4279
740-041 Nordberg Rail Drill 5§551A
740-042 Nordberg Rail Drill 4923 -
740-043 Racine Rafl Drill 1567
740-044 Racine Rail Drill 2039
740-045 Racine Rail Drill 1566
740-046 Stumec Rail Drill

740-047 Stumec Rail Drill 1881
740-048 Stumec Rail Drill 8768
740-049 Stumec Rail Drill 8185
740-051 Racine Rail Saw 7521
740-052 Racine Rail Saw 6357
740-053 Racine Rail Saw 6793
740-054 Racine Rail Saw 6858
740-055 Racine Rail Saw 435
740-056 McCullock Abrasion Saw 12-18345
740-057 Stumec Abrasion Saw 9620185
740-058 Stumec Abrasion Saw 2751
740-059 Bosch Hammer ATH-37
740-060 PB6 Hammer 150399617
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ROADWMAY CONSTRUCTORS CORP.

EQUIPMENT LIST
PERIOD ENDING 09/01/84
PAGE 5
CATAGORY 1.D. DESCRIPTION SERIAL NUMBER
740-061 “BR40S Hammer TP604552
740-062 CP123 Hammer 6182
740-063 BR40S Breaker TP621711
740-064 BR40OS Hammer TP603573
740-065 BR40S Hammer TP603572
740-066 CP124 Breaker 5072
740-067 Breaker Hammer ATH-29
740-068 Bosch Hammer : _ ATH-20
740-069 Bosch Hammer ATH-36
740-070 - Air Drill 35240
740-071 Air Drill A4450
740-072 Air Drill 367056
740-081 Rail Bender
740-089 1981 Geismar Tie Borer 5059

© 740-090 Stumec Ptls Tie Boring Machine 3711
740-091 Stunec Ptls Tie Boring Machine | . 3712
740-100 1981 Geismar Abrasive Saw 6172
740-101 1981 Geismar Abrasive Saw o 6170
740-102 Stumac Abrasive Rail Saw :
740-110 Racine Rail Saw 9387
740-120 1981 Racine Rail Saw RD6266
740-121 Racine Air Drill 6355
740-160 BR40S Hammer
740-161 BR40S Hammer
740-162 Bosch Hammer 144033
740-163 Bosch Hammer ATH-30
740-164 Bosch Hammer ' ATH-31
740-165 Bosch Hammer ATH-32

740-200 Concrete Bucket



AFAD LYULITRR]L

| 03/05/85
DESCRIPTION

COMPANY

NUMBER |Year MAKE/MANUFACTURER HODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER

10-118 | 85 |Ford Station [Car 1FABP4033F G186337

Wagon ‘

11-121 | 82 [Chevy Diesel Pickup 1GCFC24C3CF346403

11-122 | 83 [Chevy Diesel Pickup 2GCGC2435D01137532

11-123 | 79 |Ford F-350  |Pickup F35JREA7S527

11-126 | 80 |Ford F-150  |Pickup F15FRCA2571

11-125 | 79 |Ford F-250 Pickup F2SHREG5949

11-126 | 79 |Ford F-150 . [Pickup F15CREET747

11-127 56 |Ford Pickup-3/& Ton S070EVV09868

11-128 | 84 |[Chevy Diesel Pickup | 26CCC2532£1127350

11-130 | 82-|chev Diesel Pickup - 3/& Ton 2GCGC2431C1154620

11-131 82 |Chev Diesel Pickup - 3/4 Ton 2GCFC24C1D1122040

11-132 | 82 [Chev Diesel Pickup - 3/4 Ton IGCFC24C3CF346398

11-133 83 |Chev Diesel Pickup - 3/& Ton 2GCFC24C001144207

11-13% 83 [Chev Diesel Pickup - 3/4 Ton 2GCF24C901143346

11-135 | 83 [Chev Diesel Pickup - 3/4 Ton 2GFC24C4D1145893 |

11-150 | 77 [Chev Suburban CCL267F227147

11-151 | 8% [Chev Van zccscz(%sszoz :

11-152 | 77 [chev Van cqg\)anzwos T
\ ol
WO

® - ° .
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03/05/83
DESCRIPTION

COMPANY -
NUMBER (Year MAKE /MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER
12-120 | 79 |Ford Truck - 1 Ton F37SRDE3375
12-132 | 75 {Peterbilt Tractor w/Pittman 77355P
12-138 | 78 |Ford F-600 Flatbed (Fuel Truck) N61DVAJS55421
12-139 | 76 |Ford F-350 Flatbed F35JRC33292
12-1'_00 79 |Ford F-350 Service Truck F37SPEJ7598
12-181 80 {Mack RL68B6LST |Dump Truck RS686LST51119
12-182 | 68 |Mack - Water Truck DM60754685
12-183 75. |Ford C-700 Tack Truck C70eVY09868
12-146 Cat 769 Off Hwy. Truck 991233
12-185 Cat 769 Off Hwy. Truck 9¥1236
12-186 | 79 | Boom Truck T17089V624608
12-147 | 78 |KW - Water Truck - 4m Gal. 1587685
12-148 7% (KW -CSOO Water Truck - 4m Gal. 1457985
12-149 Kw Service Truck 134377
12-150 84 |Chev Service Truck - 1 Ton 1G8JC34J3EV125430
12-151 | 80 |International Sign Truck AA185KHA12088
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03/05/85
DESCRIPTION

COMPANY
NUMBER |Year MAKE /MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER
16-118 7% |Brown 40' Flat Bed Traller 5744825
16-121 Utility 40* Van 6U92720002
16-122 Gen. Eng. 21TA Tilt Deck Trailer 21TA7810-5
16-123 MacMillion Trailer TRL61355
16-12% Utllity 40* Van 21355
16-125 Trallmobile 40' Van 229320330
16-126 | 66 |Freuhauf 40" Van FWF408905
16-127 66 |Freuhauf 40* Van FWF&466010
16-128 | 77 |[Seibert Lowboy- 50 Ton SIE771019
18-101 79 |Custom Craft 12'x60* ([Offlce Trailer Cw 20126
18-102 80 |Custom Craft 12'x60' {Office Traller 2461
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03/05/85

DESCRIPTION
COMPANY '
NUMBER |Year " MAKE/MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER
20-101 Cat 6138 Scraper 36W6328 J
20-109 |'7% |Flat-Allls 460C Scraper 13005757 "
20-110 |'7& | " " 460C L 13005717 J'
20-111 ' l® 460C " 13005564 _;
20-mz At " 460C " 13005563 J' f
& o v |- - 460C " T460C5105 I3
20-188 |7 | = " 460C . T460C5107 : 3‘;_:
20-189 ' | ® 1560C " 82M05016 '| :
20-190 |'76 |Flat-Allls 460C  |Scraper 82405017 J ;
20-191 '] " ‘ 260C - | 82405013 ‘
21-406 Clark 175 Rubber Tired Loader 4270203 %
21-407 Cat . 988 . e w 87A7866 }
21-408 Int - 560 " - » 1282
Gy 21-409 Case 580C S 89831483198
21-410 Cat 955 Crawler Loader 13X1708 ’}
21-411 | 81 |John Deere 510 Backhoe 364302
21-512 John Deere 1 510 Backhoe 323826
21-513 Cat 966D Rubber Tired Loader 99Y1872

Lo o= AL o ol
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AFAB EQUIPHENT

03/05/85
DESCRIPTION
COMPANY
NUMBER |Year MAKE/MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER
22-008 | 79 [Dynapac CC42A Roller 42CL376
22-005 | 79 |Dynapac ccio Roller 549
22-006 Hyster 330A Roller A158C16814
22-007 Ingersoll lRand DA4O Roller 5203-S
22-008 Hyster 610 Roller 2254
AO-ned by Hatch Hystel.'. 530A Roller A903593€
22-110 5x5 Dble. Drum Sheeps
Foot Roller »
22-111 Rex SP-848 Vibratory Roller 85HX713
22-112 Rex SP-848 Vibratory Roller 85HX718
23-001 78 {Caterplillar 12G Motor Grader 6146313
23-002 Cat 150C Motor Grader 72V5350
25-002 International TD-8E Crawler Dozer 4007925
Q@- 24-003 International TD-8E Cramler Dozer 5007407
T 20-108 | 78 [cat D6C Crawler Dozer 10K10576
24-105 Cat 07G Crawler Dozer 92vV10689
26-901 Cat 09G W/U Dozer&2 BBL Ripper 66A6724
28-902 Cat O9H W/C Dozer & Ripper 90V5144




A AY LQLITR NI

03/05/85%
DESCRIPTION

COMPANY .
NUMBER |[Year MAKE/MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER
25-001 Insley 1500 Excavator H7837-C
25-101 82 |Cat 225 Excv. 36" Bkt. 5104692
25-201 | Cat 235 Excv. w/Thumb 54" Bkt. 32K3134
25-202 Cat - 235 Excv. 32K2155
26-‘!92 Allled 88 Hydro Hammer 2919
26-103 Allied 87008 Ho-Pac 3928
26-104 Allied 87008 Ho-Pac
27-101 Drott 5550 Rough Ter. Crane 357 6243002
27-102 Drott 2000 Rough Ter. Crane 207 6232325
27-103 . Drott 2000 Rough Ter. Crane 20T 6231947
27-106 78 |Clark Lima ] 990 Truck Crane 90T 751A156
27-105 P&t 650 Truck Crane 60T 41197

~ 27-106 Bucyrus-Erle Truck Crane 60T 131838
35-101 Diesel Storage Tank-10m Gal.
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> ‘ AFAB EQUIPHENT

03/05/85
DESCRIPTION

COMPANY
NUMBER |Year MAKE /MANUF ACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM - SERIAL NUMBER
61-308 Ingersoll Rand P100WW Alr Compressor 112-228
62-009 Alr Sweep AS Power Broom 569
62-110 Broce Broom 1607
62-11 Mobil HOL-2 Sweeper - 3 Wheel
71-721 Lincoln LN-7 Wire Feed 75092
71-720 Miller Wire Feed JD699347
71-715 Miller 400 AMP (Welder/Diesel S-TA50202
71-716 Miller : AEAD20OLE |Welder/Diesel
71-717 Lincoln R3S 325 |Welder/Electric AC 5112%
71-718 Miller Welder/Gas HK 241628
71-719 Miller 400 AMP |[Welder/Electric Us04239
74-301 Racine . VPC160K |[Plate Compactor . GP 1834
78-302 Kohler N K917 Plate Compactor 325881
74-303 Wacker Plate Compactor _ 236805546
76304 Makita : 2414 Cutoff Saw 28610
76-010 Gradeline . |Laser 29634
76-011 K & E Level ¥/Tripod 54513

anw
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03/05/85
DESCRIPTION !
COMPANY
NUMBER |Year MAKE/MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER j
85-001 Ploneer 28x54  |Jaw Crusher 2854-109 f
85-002 Ploneer " 10x36  |daw Crusher CC-3756
85-003 Pioneer 40x30 Rolls Crusher AOBO-RT-IZG;
85-004 Spokane 82 Spokane Crusher 820G139
85-005 Ploneer Wet Screen 516-232-BG-664
§&F 8s-006 Ploneer Reject Screen 516-232-8G-896
85-007 Pioneer No. 2 Screen - 516-232-BG-895
85-008 E1-Jay |Fintsh screen 35€ 1578
85-009 Highway Trlr. Ind. Switch Van 698275-8%4
85-010 . Ploneer 50"x20" |Vib. Plate Feeder 50-V5-346
85-011 Eriez Electromagnet
QS-O!Z . |Torgenson Sand Screw 8393
85-013 § | - EMPCO  [Control House ,
(§3:05-01 3 Each 99 Feet 24" Conveyors 1]
85'015, ) 19 Each 755 Feet 30" Conveyors
85-016 3 Each 77 Feet 36" Conveyors
85-017 1 Each 35 Feet 40" Conveyors :
Water Pump ‘ 6"x8"%
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03/05/85
DESCRIPTION
COMPANY
NUMBER |Year MAKE/MANUFACTURER MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER
Hydraulic Pump Feeder

Feed Hopper

e

=
S Y WO WD S WURAAASA Y VP ST CVT R TP Wr—-— et




e,
i
-

L *'-‘?‘.ﬁ .
A e ] -ﬁ" .

LRI

03/05/8)>
DESCRIPTION

COMPANY '

NUMBER |Year MAKE/MANUFACTURER. MODEL TYPE OF ITEM SERIAL NUMBER

87-001 Fab. Inc. Feed Hopper 80-03

87-002 Fab. Inc. Pugmill 80-01

87-003 Load Out Bunker

87-004 Fab. Inc. Cement Silo 80-02

87-00% Conveyors

87-006 Ramsey Belt Scales 2 Each

87-007 Compressor

87-008 Blend Hopper

87-00% Yater Meter

88-001 oa PR-425 |Cold Feed 134

88-002 od RB-125 |Recycle Bin 107

68-00) a PC-207 |[Incllne Conveyor 170
PC-205% 161

68-000 ol PD-125% Oreg Conveyor 168

8-00) ou UW 1200 [Orum Mixer 105

64-008 od P-102) Sllo

06-307 g OfF-TH Asphalt Tank 175
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STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 6.2

Meeting Date June 13, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-573 AMENDING
THE CLASSIFICATION AND PAY PLANS

Date: May 29, 1985 Presented by: Jennifer Sims

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

It has been proposed that improvements be made to the Finance
and Administration Department in the areas of Personnel and Data
Processing. Specifically, the proposal is to create and fill
positions for three new classifications: Personnel Officer, Data
Processing Manager, and Information Systems Analyst. A report
detailing the needs and rationale is attached. This was first
presented to the Council Management Committee at its February 21,
1985, meeting. It was decided then that the recommended changes
should be considered in the FY 1985-86 budget process. The Budget
Review Committee supported the proposal and the Council included the
necessary funding in the Approved Budget. :

Under the Personnel. Rules, the Council must approve new
classifications. Therefore, a supportive recommendation is sought
on Resolution No. 85-573 establishing these three new '
classifications and amending the Pay Plan to include them.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

Recommend approval of Resolution No. 85-573 to the Council.

COUNCIL MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE'S RECOMMENDATION

The Council Management Committee recommended adoption of
Resolution No. 85-573 at their meeting of May 23, 1985.

JS/qgl
3619C/411-3
05/29/85



COMPARATIVE SALARIES
'FOR
PERSONNEL OFFICER

»Metro Proposal

Personnel Offlcer ($29 307- -$36, 712) _
Superv1ses 2 people, up to 300 employees. :

Gresham ,'

’,_Personnel Dlrector ($36 276-546,296)
' Superv1ses 2.5 people, 200 employees.

: Lake Osweg_

'A551stant City Manager/Flnance & Admlnlstratlon Manager-

1 ($33,204-5$42,972)

' ~ Has ‘Personnel department superv1sory respon51b111ty along w1th

. other functional .areas of responsibility. Not totally S
comparable to Metro's Personnel Offlcer position, 350 employees.

Beaverton

3Personne1 D1rector ($31 404~ $40 080) . :

, Supervises 4 people. Also has other functlonal areas of
responsibility such as mun1c1pa1 court and cler1cal workers,
250 employees.

‘ C1ty of Portland

,Personnel Analyst 2 ($27 914 $30, 389) .

- Professional level with duties in recruitment, selection,:
" 'classification, Affirmative Action, training and safety. No
' superv1sory respon81b111t1es..' -

A581stant Personnel D1rector ($36, 920 $40, 394) ‘
Deputy D1rector for the C1ty s Personnel Offlce.

JJS/srs .
.3619C/411-2
-05/21/85




COMPARATIVE SALARIES
FOR
DATA PROCESSING MANAGER

Metro Proposal

Data Proces51ng Manager - ($32 302 $4l 434)
‘ Superv1ses 1.75 people.

Gresham

Data Proce551ng Manaqer - ($34 560 $44 088)
Superv1ses 3. 5 people.

Clty of Portland

Systems and Proqrammlng Manager - ($34 320 $39 395) : -
Coordinates systems with bureaus,.plans and directs the des1gn,"
- programming, operat1on and- maintenance of a major -system or
systems. Superv1ses programmers and clerlcal staff.

Computer Serv1ces D1rector (S46, 300 flat rate)
) Head of the C1ty s Bureau of Computer Serv1ces.‘

ﬁPort of Portland

”Systems Development Manager (s28, 900 $47,400)

.8ystems Operation Manager

' Under Data Processing Manager, respon81b1e for computer systems
planning, design and/or operatlon. Some supervisory
respon51b111t1es.' : . _

"3s/srs

~3619C/411-2
105/21/85 .



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE )

CLASSIFICATION AND PAY PLANS FOR ) . . : R _
THE METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT ) Introduced by the
- _— ‘ ' ') " Executive Officer

RESOLUTION NO. 85-573

WHEREAS, Ordlnance No. 81- 116 adopted Personnel Rules of the

"ﬂ Metropol1tan Serv1ce DlStrlCt (Metro) whlch requ1res the establlshment

and,malntenance of ‘a Class1flcatlon Plan’ and Pay Plan, and
T WHEREAS The need has been establlshed for the new class1f1-
cat1on ‘and pos1t10ns of Personnel Offlcer, Data Proce851ng Manager,
and Informatlon Systems Analyst, now, therefore,_ |
' BE IT RESOLVED, . .
| l. That - pursuant to Sectlons 24 & 26 of the Personnel
| Rules, the Class1flcat10n Plan is amended effectlve June 1, 1985 toA
include the cla551f1catlon spec1f1catlons attached hereto as
Attachment "B.," A j
'f,2.. That’fable A of theiéay Plan is amended to.lnclude the.v
clas51f1cat1ons of Personnel Offioer at-salary.range lZ.S, pata :
: Process1ng Manager at salary tange 13;5;hand lnformation SYstéms» f
“,. Analyst ‘at salary range 9 0. | . B o |
' 3. That posltlons.in:these olassiflcations shall he exempt“
'fot purposes of overtlme compensation pursuant to ORS 279.340 and

279,342,

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service‘Dist:iot

this . day of __ ., 1985.

?

B}

- JS/ql
3580C/411-2

Ernie Bonner, Presiding Officer



Metro - o . -,-Establlshed°
Classification No.: 091 3 . .Revised: .’
AA:~ Off1c1al/Manager-

Y

" DATA PROCESSING MANAGER . -

_ MISSION.STATEMENT

:Under ‘géneral direction to plan, organize and direct the:activities

- of .the automated information systems for use by and between depart-'
ments of Metro. . To provide oversight for the maintenance of existing
systems -and- for 1mprovements as needed -and as appropriate; to prov1de
needs assessment services and recommendations for the- 1mplementat10n
of new information systems based on .state of the art hardware and '
software technology.

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS

" This is an adm1nlstrat1ve and. profe551ona1 p051t10n d1rect1ng the
" activities of a division. An employee in.this class has direct
responsibility for recommending courses of actlon for ex1st1ng "and
~new systems, .establishing strategles to put-data processing tech-
niques to better use for the organization and conductlng spécial
studies as needed. The primary responsibility is systems develop-
.ment, including work- plan preparation -and directing a: staff ‘in
performing problem deflnltlon,'systems analysis and .design, documen-:
_tation, forms de31gn, preparing program specifications, and design
-innovations to 1mprove ‘'or extend the capab111t1es of existing data
systems. D1rect10n is recelved from Metro's Deputy Executlve ’
Offlcer. : . . .

;PRINCIPAL FUNCTIONS

’Dutles 1nclude but are not 11m1ted to.

ii l;l‘System Plannlng and Development

-'Typlcal Act1v1t1es-

':A— Evaluates new technolog1es and develops strategles to take
o advantage of .their: correspondlng benefits. - . . .

‘= Defines scope of system to be. developed delineates tasks,.
~ and subsystem breakdowns. '
. - Coordinates and monitors all aspects of s01101t1ng, review-
 ing,. selecting, hiring..and monitoring performance of vendors
- 7 providing automated program or equipment services. e
- Initiates, directs and monitors d1v1s1on efforts in problem
: deflnltlon, system analysis and design, . documentatlon, forms
des1gn, and preparatlon of program spec1f1cat10ns.



Work Direction

..Ty'pical Activities: L o ' S :' S ‘

Exercises direct supervision over information processing - .

technical, programming and development staff. © - - RERN
' Conducts regularly scheduled and issue-centered staff meet~
'ings relative to existing or develqping.automatgd.program’-

improvements.: - = . . R :
Initiates ‘and directs performance appraisals. .

. Directs the organization, coordination and implementation'bf‘

hiring, promoting’and assigningAsubordinate'staff.in,accor—

" "dance with Metro adopted EEO. and personnel policies.

‘Consultation and Evaluation

" Typical Activities:

Consults with department heads and supervisors regarding
information processing needs.: ' S T L
Develops training and information services to appropriate

management staff to assist in decision-making, implementa-

“tion and operations of computerized functions.

Advises appropriate staff on the impact of information pro-
cessing applications on organizational structure and on

individual positions. . L S
May negotiate. contracts for, and does direct activities of,
equipment acguisition and installation,‘scheduling,_testing
and facility suitability. - : e L

Evaluates  the feasibility of developing systems, determines

- priorities for application and correllates decisions with
. Metro capabilities. T - ' o

Administration

. Typical Activities:

' Prepares and submits budget, and mbhitors'expeﬁditures
relative to performance indicators. R :

Maintains direct control of system and data processing

.activities involving a significant risk- of operational or
financial difficulties. S :

Responsibility.and'aCCOuntability in developing staff wbrk',
plans, program logic, coding, testing and debugging, docu-

mentation and implementation of the system of programs.

Identifies costs-for work performed by staff and use of

g equipment, and provides monthly :até/expenditure/budgeting
“'reports accordingly. - = : J

Establishes and applies policiés, standards'and rationalef
for users and Executive Management and provides report as
required. ' ' . ' : L




'REQUIRED KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS

-SubStantial'Knowledge Of:

'Management practices and principles as applied to direction of a
data processing staff;‘financial management{and~analysis and
project management techniques. B IS

.»Considerable,Knowlédge Of:

-softwafé applicatibné’to operating-syStéms; data base syétems;
data ‘communications systems; system utilities and components;
language systems; report and g:aphic’writers. o

" .skill To:

- Develop structured methodologies, backup/recovery procedures,
" - data security measures, and interactive system operation; - analyse
' organizational needs and develop operational and strategic plan-
" ning improvements; communicate effectively both orally and in
"writing. to'a variety of people representing various levels of .
understanding and responsibility; prepare and present-entity.
~diagrams, dataflow diagrams, program specifications and applic-
able short- and long-range associated costs. - ' ‘ E

Ability To: .

- Become familiar with Metro staff, procedures, policies and
 existing automated data systems; review technical, organization
.and economic aspects of data systems and effectively relate to

and interpret for user management the status and potential =
improvements of systems; establish and maintain effective work=
ing relationships with subordinates. o ' o

'WORKING CONDITIONS
" Duties are per formed primarily indoorsvandfaré'of a sedentary nature.
DK/srs | ”

2944C/377-3
05/21/85 =



Metro -~ . ' ' 'Established:
‘Classification No.: 070 . e Revised::

. e : - . 'EEO: . . R _
AA: Professional

. PERSONNEL 'OFFICER

qMISSION STATEMENT '

»_Under general d1rect10n to develop and - conduct various human
‘resources and personnel administration programs and services; to'”"
perform -and present complex studies, surveys, and special projects;
- to provide work. d1rect10n to a551stants- and to do other ‘work as .
requ1red ' :

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS

.The Personnel Offlcer class1f1cat10n is a seasoned profe551ona1
.class that is respons1ble for providing the .full’ range of personnel/
" human resources services to Metro.: .Functions  include:. recruitment,
i’Afflrmatlve Act1on, classification/job evaluation, compensation

. administration, benefits administration, and ‘employee/labor ‘rela- -
tions. .This- class differs from the lower level Personnel Analyst.
which requ1res more. superv151on and dlrectlon, and has more 11m1ted,
narrower work a551gnments requ1r1ng less experlence.

'PRINCIPAL FUNCTIONS

‘Duties inclnde¢bnt are not limited to:
' 1. RECRUITING

Typ1ca1 Act1v1t1e5°'

L --‘.~ Confers" with managers to determlne stafflng needs ‘and
o ',recrultlng strategles- develops: selectlon cr1ter1a ‘and .-
issues job announcements, conforming to agency guldellnes,
Affirmative Action p011c1es, etc.» -

- Reviews and screens appllcants accordlng to selection
,gu1de11nes, pertlnent laws, and agency policies.

oL - ‘Formally notifies all cand1dates of recrultment results,

: . .. serves as'initial contact for compla1nts regard1ng recrult—
ing problems, issues, etc.; serves as the agency s official
contact regarding formal Afflrmatlve Actlon ‘or’ alleged
.d1scr1m1nat10n complalnts.



CLASSIFICATION/JOE'EVALUATION

"Typlcal Act1v1t1eS°-

Conducts c1a551f1cat10n studies; gathers and analyzes

' pertlnent supportlng documentatlon.

Evaluates,. wrltes new/revised jObS according to 1nternal
value and equity criteria; .recommends salary ranges based
upon the job evaluation methodology..

rOversees, coordlnates any appeals based upon percelved

classification. errors, misunderstanding; notifies affected’

vemployees of flnal dec151ons, salary 1mp11cat1ons, etc.
'_Conducts salary surveys to assure competitiveness and
. allgnment with Metro's compensatlon phllosophy and overall
, m1s51on, admlnlsters Metro's pay plan. :
| AFFIRMATIVE ACTION |

‘Typlcal Act1v1t1es.._

ﬂ dServes as Metro s Afflrmatlve Actlon Offlcer."

Develops Metro s Afflrmatlve Actlon Plan, goals and

- policies; monitors, reports on’ agency's progress and

efforts; recommends changes. in strategy regardlng EEO/AA .
efforts and results. : , . , .

l.ADMlNISTRATIVE FUNCTIONS

Typ1ca1 Activities:

Oversees and coordlnates benefits contracts and programs,_;.
including Workers Compensatlon. ;

. Provides work direction‘and tra1n1ng ‘to other staff in

technical. personnel/human resources ass1gnments and

'.prOJects."

f Monltors and prepares budget 1nformatlon for the personnel

un1t as needed. .

"Analyzes ‘and recommends changes to personnel p011c1es as .
- needed or requested. ' : .

- Oversees off101al personnel records, rev1ews and processes

transactlons.

Superv1ses and evaluates employees of the Personnel Office.

: Coordlnates agency safety program, ass1sts in compllance , ‘I’

act1v1t1es.



; ‘ . 5.  EMPLOYEE/LABOR RELATIONS

pypical Activities:

- = Reviews, interprets the intent of .labor contracts personnel:
~ rules, and human resources policies. o <

-  May provide short-term counseling to troubied,ehployeeSff
. refers serious matters to trained professionals. - -

- Collects, prepares wage and salary data studies, benefité

‘studies as needed or requested.
= ,Partigipates-in labor negotiations and contract analysis.

REQU IRED . KNOWLEDGE AND SKI LLS

Working'knowléége-df: _

Principles of public personnel "administration -and contemporary
human resources issues, practices; principles, .concepts, and
- practices relating to merit system policy with respect to o
“employment issues (recruiting, promotion, ‘training, etc.);
principles, practices and laws pertaining to collective bargain-
.ing; research and analysis techniques, methodologies; principles
o . and concepts of job.evaluation systems, salary administration
. . - practices, and related .issues; effective employee .relations - |
‘ ~ practices. Current laws-and regulations pertaining to Workers'
" Compensation, Affirmative Action, employee benefits and
personnel administration. . '

'Skill Tb;-

' ‘Collect,. organize and analyze data, and formulate/develop
recommendations based upon findings and analysis; communicate

" effectively in writing, verbally, and through formal presenta-
‘tions; conduct investigations, research problems, etc. to o
‘resolve or. prevent formal complaints,  litigation, appeals, etc.;
‘act as a strategic resource to both management ‘and employees in
_ improving Metro's personnel services; establish, maintain
.effective working relationships with a variety of people,
including the public. S S o

" WORKING CONDITIONS

.The majority of duties are performed indoors and are of a sedentary
nature. ’ - - ' :

' 5JS/srs
- 3591c/377-3
. .05/21/85



Metro

" Established:.

Classification No.: 634 SR R Revised:. -
i : o : ' ~ ' EEO:

.. BA:- ‘Admin. Support-‘-'
 INFORMATION SYSTEMS ANALYST . '

MISSION STATEMENT

"Under direction exercises skilled work in developing, coding and
' testing computer programs ‘in a variety of fields, such as management,
.personnel, budget'ahd~other‘agency.information;systems. : =

 DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS

The analyst is primarily focused on assisting program analysts or a
cations and other data inputting for construction of standard. _
programs for processing data of chart results.: This position differs
from -an entry-level training position in that, due to experience;,

‘program manager in establishing job requirements, processing specifi-

close supervision is not required.

" PRINCIPAL FUNCTIONS

‘1. Program Development

Duties include but are not limited to:

Typical Activities:
54 , Prepa;es and analyies detailed fIOW‘chartS~for proéramé
o ‘representingfeagh;10gi¢a1 step in the solution of a problem.
- - Translates detailed flow charts,inﬁo computer;p:ograms..f
'~ Prepares and  codes instrUétiqnslusihg’one 6f'Severallproéfam
languages; ’ e ' S e '
.- Documents programs for use by others by developing such items
e as ‘charts, written listings, and. formats :for input and
output. - : ' : :

-".Presehts ptéposedasystem to uéer departments.

2. Program Operation.

Typical Activities:

- ' Assists in analysis of job execution ptoblems.

- - Recommends - scheduling or program changes and'equipment’f’*
upgrade. :



- ‘A531sts in- mon1tor1ng productlon work flow . and Job executlon
for teleprocessing and batch act1v1t1es. :

- Malntalns adequate supply . 1nventory.

- 'Instructs agency personnel on operatlonal procedures. . ¢<,'

= Coordlnates w1th appropr1ate manufacturers the resolutlon of
Toperatlon problemsh

- Assists in wr1t1ng procedures for 1mplementat1on and use of
system programs. : . . _

- _,Recelves contlnued tra1n1ng in programmlng to rema1n current
; '1n the f1eld e

- A551sts w1th computer capac1ty ana1y51s.:n~‘

REQUIRED KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS

Worklng Knowledge Of-'

3 Computer programmlng technlques, languages and bas1c equlpment,
" block dlagrammlng, flow charting and card and. form design.-
_Knowledge of: “documentation, scheduling, teleproce591ng,~and the
. operatlons and capab111t1es of modern data proces51ng equ1pment.-

Sk111 To'

Interpret and follow complex oral and ‘written 1nstruct10ns "and
'gu1de11nes- analyze and 1nterpret operatlonal and schedullng ;
problems in data proces31ng. : S -

fAb111ty to. establlsh and ma1nta1n effectlve worklng relatlon-
ships with data processing users, employees and other’ technicians
© in- the . fleld, write clear.reports and logs on computer operations
and product1v1ty, qu1ckly learn procedures and" requ1rements of
the organlzatlon. . ) : ‘ _.

?.WORKING CONDITIONS

Dutles are performed prlmarlly 1ndoors and are of a sedentary nature.

DK/srs ~
3570C/377-3"
05/21/85




' REVISED JANUARY 31, 1985
' TABLE A

: NON—UNION SALARY RANGE TABLE S ,
"~ (Metro Downtown, Gatehonse Sites) -

WO UIe BWWN N PO

."— v' . N
oOWwwo

. lv'l ’ ~ "'.4'—":.—
BWWhHRD
.

D R sl
oy U

‘3alary ~ ~ Beginning . . Entry ' Maximum . Maximum
" ' Range.. Salary Rate '~ '~ Merit Rate Merit Rate - - Incentive Rate**
Iumber "Annual Hourly Annual Hourly Annual . -Hourly Annual’ Hourly
'0 0 7,529 3.62 - 7,883 3.79 9,152  4.40 . 9,443 - 4.54
0.5 - 9,090 ‘4,37 . 9,547 . 4,59 11,211 ° 5.39 11,565 - - 5.56
.0 . 9,672 - 4.65 - 10,150 4.88 ° 11,690 5.62 12,022. = 5,78
.5 - 10,130 . 4.87 10,629 5.11 - 12,251  5.89 ,12,626" 6.07
.0 -10,566 5.08- - 11,066 5.32. 12,813 . 6.16 . .13,187. . 6.34
.5 11,107 5.34 11,794  5.67 .13,437 . 6.46 13,853  6.66
.0 11,690 - 5.62 - 12,272 ‘5,90 14,040 6.75 - 14,477 ~ 6.96
5 12,251 5.89° -12,854 . 6.18 14,830 7.13. 15,267  7.34
.0 . 12,813 6.16 13,458 . 6.47 15,558 7.48 16,037 7.71
.5 13,437 6.46 14,102 6.78 16,349 . ' 7.86 16, 890 . 8.12
.0 " -14,040 6.75 14,747 . 7.09 17,181 = 8.26 17,701 . 8.51
.5 14,830 - 7.13° 15,558 ~ 7.48 18,054 - " 8.68 _18,616 © 8.95
.0 15,558  7.48 ' 16,328 -7.85 18,949  9.11' .19,490° 9.37
.5 16,349 . 7.86 17,180 -8.26 19,864 ° '9.55 20,467 - 9.84
.0 17,180 8.26 18,054 8.68 20,654 "9.93 21,3200 10.25
.5- 18,054 . 8.68 °18,970 - 9,12 21,819. 10.49 22,464_'{10,80
.0 18,949 "9.11 19,885 " - 9.56 22,922 11.02 23,629 11.36
.5 - 19,864 9.55 - 20,862 10,03 24,128 ° 11.60 24,835 11;94_
.0 .20,550 - 9.88 21,590 ° 10.38 25,314 12.17 . - 26,083 - 12.54
.5 '21,819. 10.49 22,901 " 11.01 26,562 12,77 - 27,352. 13.15
.0 22,922 11.02 24,066 ' 11.57 27,810 13.37 28,642 13.77
.5 24,128 : 11.60 25,334 . 12.18 29,307 14.09 30,181 14.51
.0 25,293  .12.16 26,562 12.77 - 30,784 . '14.80 - 31,740. " 15.26
.5 ~ 26,562 12.77.:. 27,872 - 13.40 32,302 15.53 33,280 - 16.00
0. 27,810 - 13.37. 29,203 . 14.04 33,800 16.25 34,819 16.74"
.5 29,307 14.09 30,763 14.79 35,630 . 17.13 36,712 17.65
.0 --"30,784 14.80 32,323 .. 15.54 37,440 18.00 - 38,563 -.18.54
.5 - 32,302  15.53 33,925 16.31 . 40,227 19.34 41,434 .19.92
.0~ 33,800 ' 16.25 35,485 '17.06 41,184 19.80 42,411ﬂf920j39
.5 - 35,422 -17.03 37,190 17.88 43,202 20.77 44,891 21,39
.0 . -37,170 © 17.87 39,042 - 18.77 45, 427 21.84 46,779  22.49
.g" 39,562 -.19.02 41:,517 19.96 47,923 ©23.04. . 49,400 23.75

41,538 19.97. . 43,618 Azo.97¢1>54_oep_ﬁ'zs,oo"_Ss,jog.“26,78~

_ Range 0.0 is- adjusted annually in January with other ranges a381gned to‘
\; seasonal position classifications.

;'f ‘Cost of living adgustments for employees 1n the incentive range are
: computed on maximum merit rate.

'459C/397-4
12/07 /85




TABLE A

. o | ° METRO PAY PLAN. |
Salary S I A . S ~ Maximum

Range - - ' . T " . Beginning Entry ) Maximum - Incéntive
Number - . Classification : ~ Salary . Merit Rate Merit Rate Rate .5(
8.5 030 Support Services éupervieor' 19,864 20,862 - 24,128 24,835

069 Personnel Analyst - - 9.55 ' 10.03 - 11.60 - 11.94
. 332 ' Development Analyst , : ' L : . o
" 334 ‘Analyst 2
362 Graphics Coordinator

j910f,307"Engineer Planner 2 .= 20,550 21 590 25,314 26,083

: 634 Tngonmation Systems Analyst 9.88 0 10.38 . 12,17 12.54
10.0 059;-Sehior Accountant < . 22,922 . 24,066 . 27,810 ' . 28,642
- . . 076" Research Coordinator o 11.02 © . 11.57. o 13.37 - 13770
335 Analyst 3- . S , . e

10.5 '308 Engineer Planner 3 . - 24,128 ° 25,334 29,307 .° 30,181

' 635 Data Processing Ope:. Analyst 11,60 . . 12,18 14.09 - .- 14.51
11.0 073 Managedent Analyst - 25,203 - 26,562° . 30,784 . 31,740
" 636 .Data.Processing Systems Analyst 12.16 . 12,77 14.89 15.26
11,5 033 ‘Council Assistant  ~ . 26,562 ..27,872.. 32,302 33,280
: 103 .Legal Counsel  ~ ' ... 12,77 . 13.40 - . . 15.53 = = 16.00

321 Waste Reduction Manager. - . ) - T 4 L
336 Senior Analyst : L ~ S : : o _ ,

12.5. 311 ,Engineer/Analysis Manager _" 29,307 - i30,763 .. 35,630 - '36,712

070 pehbonnez OéﬂLcen L 14,09 S 14,79 17.13 17.65
13.0 '082 Director of Criminal Justice . 30,784 32,323 . . 37,440 . 38,563
o Planning = = .. . 14.80 ©15.54 -~ 18.00 © 18.54

13.5 092 Director of Legislative Services 32,302 - 33,925 40,227 41,434

091 ‘,‘Data P)wceéung Manage)n oo 1583 ¢ L1631 19.34 19.92

14.0 071 Manager of Accounting ©° 33,800 35,485 .41;184 T 42,411‘

090- Technical Manager . ‘ - -16.25 © - 17.06 . 19.80 - - 20.39°

320 80116 Waste Operations Manager K A o
' 14.5 081 Public Affairs Director -~ 35,422 © . 37,190 - 43,202 . 44,491

083 : Director of Budget and 17.03 - 17.88 - 20.77 .. = 21.39
. Administrative Services . S ' Co

085 Director of Development Services

105 General Counsel :

15.0 079 Administrator - IRC - 37,170 39,042 45,427 - 46,779

1089 Director of Transportation ' 17.87 . 18.77 . ' 21.84 22 49
» ~Planning ' ' S A coe '

’095 ~Deputy Executive Officer

. . ) - o , o S
2459C/397-10 © - - . e o . ) )
02/07/85 . o L . o AU L



BUDGET & ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DIVISION

Table 1

PERSONAL SERVICES 'BUDGET
" CURRENT 1984-85 & PROPOSED 1985- 86

CURRENT BUDGET 1984-85 1

CURRENT BUDGET-PHASE I PROPOSAL

. PROPOSED 1985-86 BUDGET 2

(4/1/85) A .

_ o DIVISION "'PERSONNEU DIVISION PERSONNEL DIVISION PERSONNEL
PERSONAL SERVICES | AMOUNT FTE | AMOUNT | FTE AMOUNT .| FTE AMOUNT | FTE | AMOUNT | FTE | AMOUNT | FIE
Deputy Exec. Off. 7,646 | 17 | - L 7,646 | .17 . | 821 v _
Manager, B&AS . - | 39,410 | 1.00 [ ‘9,853 | .25 39,410 { 1.00 | 9,853 .25 | 40,607 | 1.00 8,121 .20
Analyst 3 23,954'| . 1.00 - L ‘23,054 | 1,00 |7 . [ '] 24,065 | 1.00 '

.Personnel Analyst | 21,302°| 1.00 {21,302 1.00 15,977 . 15,977 | . - ¢ ’ ‘
Personnel Officer | . =~ |. . 7,540 100 7,540 | .1.00 |.31,387 [.1.00 31,387 | 1.00
Support Svc. Supr.’ 7,945| 1.00 7,945 | 1.Q0 ’ " 20,259 | 1.00

Print Operator 18,126 | 1.00 18,126 | 1.00 - 18,480. 1.00

Lead Word Proc.0Opr] 18,403 [ ° 1.00. 18,403 | 1.00 19,344 | 1.00

Word Proc. Oper. | 15,714 | 1.00 | 15,714 [ 1,00 | . . -| 8,089 .50 | ,
Admin. Asst. | 19,915 ‘1.00 | 11,623 | 1.00 | 19,015| 1.00 | 11,623| 1.00 | 20,5097 1.00 | 20,509 | 1.00
Secretary 6,986 .50 | ‘6,086 | .50 6,986 | 50 6,986 [ .50 | 18,633 | 1.25 14,384 | 1.00
Maintensnce Aide |* 6,432 .50 ' 6,432 | ..50 |-. ‘ 6,510 | .50

Temporary 2,633 ' " 2,633 ' _

Overtime 200 200 200

Merit .12 S 112 Lo - 8,640 2,976

Fringe . 56,373 ) 15,096 58,162 16,077 . 69,702 23,987 ‘
Total 245,151 | 9.17' | 64,860 | '2.75 | 249,155 '9.17 68,056 | 2.75 | 204,506 [ 9.42.°| 101,364 | 3.20

1 As proposed in mid-year budget adjustments

.2

. Includes 2% Pay Plan catch up and 1% increase in- fringe costs




PRI

. Taﬁle 2
DATA PROCESSING DIVISION
PERSONAL SERVICES BUDGET

CURRENT 1984~ 85 &- PROPOSED 1984- 86

| * CURRENT BUDGET 1| CURRENT BUDGET | PROPOSED BUDGET 2
o . . 1984-85 - | (PHASE I (4/1/85) 1985-86
DERSONAL SERVICES = | AMOUNT | FTE | AMOUNT | ~FTE = | AMOUNT | FTE
Deputy Exec, Officer | 7,197 | .16 | 7,197 | = .16 | 7,634 | .16
Tech. Services Mgr. 12,504 | - .80 | 9.378 | . [ - |
‘Manager - Data Proc. | .. | 8,252 | 1.00 133,000 1.00
Systems Analyst ~ ~ 14,338 | .50 | 14,338 L5071 R
Operations Analyst | 28,740 .|° 1,00 | 28,740 1.00-| 30,783 | 1.00
Programmer - = S o o - 1] 10,400 .50
Secretary - 1-3,493°| .25 | 3,493 | .25.| 3,760 | ..25
Merit . 2,782 | 2,752 B 3,423 .| -
Fringe 2,675 | . |22,213 | | 27,590
Total | 89,699 2.21 | 96,363 | 2.91 |116,500 | 2.91

As proposed in mid-year budget adjustments

Includes 2% Péy Plan_catcﬁ~up and 1% Incréasé in fringé.pqéts




‘ P | | R E .Flgur'eq v
DEPARTMENT OF FlNANCE & ADMlNlSTRATlON
CURRENT STRUCTURE & STAFF

18 8 FI'E
DEO
.5
DATA PROCESSING  ~ - .. . - ACCOUNTING B BUDGET&ADMINIS1RATIVE ssnvrces .
"2.05FTE .. . 7.25 FTE - S 9 OFTE ,
_MANAGER | -manAGER.
1.0 1.0
SENIOR| .~ - T - | .SENDR CONT. /| . SUPPORT | -
ACCT. | . : .| AceT. GRANTS - |SERVICES
1.0 . ' 1.0 SPEC.. , SuP.
0 . L 1.0 1.0
: - . : [CEAD
, : ADMIN. . MAINT. - .
QLERK 2| | Gepk 2] - C|aErRR2) ey S BVt PRINTER | |WORD
1.0 - 1.0 _ 1.0 e , 5 1.0 PROC. | -
' = : 1 L= : N 0pP. 1.0
* .7 FTE BUDGETED .IN IRC FUND -
** 5 FTE BUDGETED IN IRC FUND - C o
SUR ' , S o 'CLERKl-
POSITIONS PROPOSED, TO BE CHANGED. 1.0




Flgure 2

)

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION
o PROPOSED STRUCTURE & STAFF o

19 5 FTE
- DED
5
DATA PROCESSING - ACCOUNTING " . MANAGEMENT SERVICES
2.75 F 7.0 FTE  9.25FTE
MANAGER sec. |- MANAGER | MANAGER CSEC. | T
| 1.0 .25 FTE . 1.0 1.0 .25
PROGR.  [orer. |- [Tsenror SENIDR PERSON, | | QONT./ SUPPORT
5 * ANALYST ACCT.. ACCT. OFFICER GRANTS SERVICES| -
~ | 1.0 1.0 - 1.0 [. - |10 SPEC.- SuP.
. g _ -1.0 1.0
— . ; ' 1 [CER
' ADMIN. MAINT.
CLERK 2 QLERK 2 - a.enxz | Ao MAIN PRINTER [ | WORD
1.0 ERK 2| 110 : D 1.0 PROC.
: | R : 0p. 1.0
* .5 FTE TO BE BUDGETED IN IRC FUND I )
e . . SEC. - | procESs.
CALERK 1] 1.0 - OPER.
S .5




'I'AX SUI’ERVISING & CONSERVATION' COMMISSION

) Multnomah County, Oregon
ISIO Porﬂand Bullding . IIZO S.\W. Fifth Avenue

Porﬂand Oregon 97204-1950 ’ 503/248-3054
' ‘May ‘28, 1985

. bBoard of Directors = |
-Metropolitan Service District

527 S.W. Hall -

‘ Portland Oregon 97201
Dear Council Members.g

LThe Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission has - reviewed, given. .
careful consideration to and on May 22, 1985 met to discuss and conduct
a public hearing on a Supplemental Budget for 1984-85. The budget is -
"hereby certified with the objections and recommendations as noted and
is based on. the following estimates. :

General Fund -~ B . $ 346,009 -
_ " (revised 1984-85 ‘budget $2,871 594) e T
'Intergovernmental Resource Center Fund =~ $ 44,144
(revised 1984-85 budget. $1, 765,209) : m :
Solid Waste Operating Fund - $ 900,000“

(revised 1984-85 budget $10 745 680)

An. objection is filed with regard to the proposed $737 876 fund balance
increase in the Solid Waste Fund because the proposed action does not..

~ meet any one of. the five conditions’ specified in ORS 294, 480 for which
usupplemental budgets may be made. ) .

'The other actions included in this submittal for adjustments to the Zoo -

. _Operating Fund, Zoo Capital Fund and St. Johns Improvement Fund do not

require certification and may be accomplished as directed by Board

.-_b'resolution.



Board of Directors ' T Hay 28, 1985
Metropolitan Service District S 4 Page 2

We recommend that beginning with 1985-86 a11 activities related to ' :

operation and maintenance;of building space be accounted for. in an Enter-,

prise Fund. A A .

Please file a copy of the resolution adopting this supplemental action. :
_Yours very truly,- |

. TAX SUPERVISING & CONSERVATION COMMISSION

 Thomas K. Hatfleld, Chair .

Cynthia L. Barrett, Commissioner

Oliver I. Norville, Conmissioner'

Chet McRobert, Jr., Commissioner

© GJG:pj




b"APPPOPPIATIONq AND ADOPTING A

- BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
* METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF,AMENDING ORDINANCE-NO.-85;186

| )
- ORDINANCE NO. 84-172 AMENDING ~ )
)

)

Introduced by the -

SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET . Execut1ve Offlcer'

| WHERFAS The need exlsts to approprlate funds not

ant1c1pated in the FY 1984 85 budget as adopted ‘on June 28 1984- and

4  WHEREAS, Condltlons wh1ch were not ascertalned at the t1me
f,of the preparatlon of the current year budget requ1re'a change_1nv
uflnanc1a1 plann1ng and | | R o '_ |
| WFFRFAS Such actlon requlres a supplemental budget,
';bursuant to Oregon law; now, therefore, A _ ‘ o A
.’i THE COUNCIL OF THF METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT HEREBY ORDAINS'-
vwﬁC;Sectlon 1. That the Supplemental Budget to the. Flscal Year'"
©1984- 85 Budget, attached hereto .as- Exh1b1t A, 1s hereby adopted
- Sectlon 2. - That the Schedule of Appropr1atlons attached hereto :

as. Exh1b1t ‘B 1s hereby adopted

ADOPTED by the Counc11 of . the Metropolltan Serv1ce Distrlct_"

this day of - . 1985,

Presiding Officer .

ATTEST: -

: Clerk of the Counci1~?

’ JS/srs

2761C/257~ 3
01/17/85



‘Fund:'. Zoo'

‘Departmefit! Operating: .- -.°°

~ nivision/Program:

vAcéount

EXHIBIT A g

'FY 1984-85 SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET ° - .

el

Current : Suppléﬁental”“-;9R§Vi§ed}71 .

Number - Description

- - Resources .
< All Accounts

jTotal-Resources'

JS/srs.
2691C/257-1
06,/06/85

" Budget Budget . ... .. Budget

f T,

8,459,147

0
. 8,459,147 0

‘8,459,147 -




 Fund: ' Zoo

Depar tment: _ _
Division/Program: Administration

Account

. Operating

Supplemental-

" "Revised

_ Current
Number Description Budget - " Budget Budget
: Personal Services - . . : SRR
6010 -Director’ : ' " 50,196 (16,157) . 34,039
.6020 - Assistant Director 43,546 1,665 - 45,211
6040  Secretary. K 36,110, 704 . 36,814
- 6050 Development. Analyst .-20,234 405 20,639
6300  Temporary - 5,720 . -115 . - 5,835
6700 - Fringe 47,880 - (6,079) © 41,801
"~ All oOther Accounts - -'1,603. - 0 - 1,603
Total Personal Services -205,289 . - .(19,347) --185,912,
.+ . .Materials & Services I _
7100 - - "Travel . 9,600 (3,000) . 6,600
7140 - Ads, Legal Notices . 750 1,500 2,250 .
7410 - - Supplies : 9,000 . 2,000 11,000 .
7530 . -Insurance 75,000. (3,500) 71,500°
.7900  .Miscellaneous 3,200 - -+ 3,000 6,200 .
S . All Other Accounts 132,015 0 - 132,015
Total Materials & Services 229,565 0 229,565
Lo “Capital Outlay . . : . . '
8750 . Office Furniture/Equipment - 4,871 2,347
: ‘Total Capital Outlay o - .4,871 o 2,347
‘Total Divison 439,725 (17,000) 422,725

- JS/srs

2691C/257-2

06/06/85




Fund:’

.Z200 .

Department: . Operating

: ‘ivision/Program- : Animal Management

Account

‘ Supplemental.'u'

:Revised

'06/06/85 -

8,549

’ S - Current
Number'.tDescription Budget Budget Budgit .
. ?Personal Services . , co
6010 Animal Keeper. 429,808 - 15,288 "~ 445,096
. 6020 - Senior Animal Keeper - 130,290 - 4,368 . 134,658
6030 . Curator . . 36,712 .. - . 7134 37,446
6040 . Secretary - : 18,034 .- 361 .. 18,395
~..6050. - Animal Keeper Foreman 27,602 ..552 28,154
- 6060.. - Veterinarian . . 35,464 - 709 36,173 -
. 6070 _ .Veterinary Technician - 23,718 . 474 24,192
6080 '~ Nutrition Technician - '.15,769 . 315 16,084
- 6090 .- Research Coordinator 24,502 - . 490 . 24,992
6100 - Program Assistant 2: 7,935 - 1539 - 8,094
. 6110.-- Hospital Attendant - 4,628’ .93 - 4,721
6300 ©  Temporary . - 5,136 190 5,326
. 6500 - Overtlme/Holiday Pay 122,500 833 23,333
6700 . Fringes - ‘ 236,125, - 8,439 244,564
.. ... All Other Accounts t : - 8,549 . -0 _ '
ATotal Personal Serv1ces © 1,026,772 © 33,005 1,059,777
R ‘Materials & Services o S S ' ) S :
7100 Travel S D 2,530 - voo-:5,000 - - 7,530
7110 "Meetings/Conferences 2,640 - . (1,500) 1,140
7120 Training & Tuition 800 .. . . (400) - 400
7310 " Maintenance & Repair . 2,600 (1,000) 1,600
7450 . ' Supplies - Other 38,500 - (1,100) - 37,400
7480 .. Animal Purchases-. 17,000 - (1,000) " 16,000
.- All Other Accounts S - 146,600 - 0 146,600
Total Materlals & Services7.f;' 210,670 -0 :715f375'.
Capital Outlay v S . e
All Accounts. S 21,000 0. 21,000
‘Total Cap1ta1 Outlay . 21,000 ) ..czl,Qﬁﬁ
. 'Total nlv;son o 1,258,442 33,005 - . 1,291,447
JS/srs
2691c/257-3



Fund: Zoo
Department: Operating

Division/Programs ‘Buildings & Grounds T ' o . . ’
" Accolint’ - o o . Current Supplemental . Revised
Number Description = .. - o . __Budget . Budget * - Budget
 Personal Services . S S
6010 . = Buildings & Grounds Manager : . 31,340 - . - . (895). .. 30,445
6020 © ' Master Mechanic ' : . 25,626 . (6,272)- - 19,354
© 6030 - Maintenance Electr1cian S .+ 27,248 ‘ (3,272) - 23,976
' 6040 © -Maintenance Mechanic . - - = - 22,922 - 728. 2. 23,650
.. 6050° - Maintenance Worker 3 .. .~ = ‘ - 53,054 . 1,762 . - 54,816
6060 . Maintenance Worker 3 - Pa;téTime g . 5,481 . < 7,682 0 7 13,163
.. 6070 = Maintenance Worker 2 o . - 83,032 : 2,912 - - - 85,944
' 6080 Maintenance Worker 1 ST 98,639 3,895 102,534
6090 . . Maintenance Worker 1 - Part-Time 7 15,966 . 4,192 © 20,158
6100  Secretary - T S 16,557 - 331 o 16.888
6110 =~ Senior Gardener ° . cL T . . 23,608 . . 728 - - - 24,336
6120 ©° Gardener 2 "+ 20,758 (4,272) . - . 16,486
6130 - Gardener 1 .- R C 74,712 . ‘2,912 77,624
6140 . 'Laborer ‘ - 4 : 11,633 5,575 . . 17(208
6150 Maintenance Foreman, - T o 24,523 . -.. 483 - .° . 25,006
6500 . Overtime T : -+ . 21,270 .14,812 - 36,082
6560 Merit: .’ . A : .118s5.. . - ;0 - - 1,185
6700 . Fringe S S 159,847 5,394 . 165,241
. -, Total Personal Services L : 717,401 . 36,695 754,096 ‘
. .7 . Materials &- Sérvices . 1 o : ’ : S
7120 = Training & Tuition’ S .. . 1,065 - - - 700 - . 1,765
7200  Utilities - Electricity . - - 75,000 © . 35,000 - 110,000
7210 Utilities - Water S .- 184,000 2,000 - - 186,000
- 7220 4Utilities —~ Other . L 110,000 - 5,000 . . .. 115,000
7310 | Maintenance & Repairs’- Buildings . 35,5000 "~ .- 5,000 . . 40,500
7320 -+ Maintenance & Repairs - Vehicles - 6,290 - - 2,500 - - 8,790
7340  Maintenance & Repairs.- Railroads. L0 -~ 10,000 - -~ 10,000
‘7410, - Supplies - -Office o : RPN | A 300 . . 300
_.7430 . supplies - Custodial - . - - . 12,374 - . 5,000. . 17,374
7450. Supplies - Other ° e 1,272 Co..o.200 0 0 1,472
7500 *  Contractual ‘Services ' - U © 54,000 - © ° 10,000 . . 64,000
7510  'Pay to Other Agencies .. =~ - - . ..39%0 . .- - 300.. 2690
©- 7 All Other Accounts . . - - 69,974 - -0 69,974
Total Materials & Services . 549,865 76,000 625,865
- Capital Qutlay : _ T R
8510 Buildings - ) o . - 172,229 -. (22, 000) - 150,229
8530  Improvements R - Co 0 2,000 . - 2,000
8550 .Vehicles & Equipment - - 75,600. 20,000 "~ 95,600
8570 Office Furniture & Equipment I 4,000 . 0 - 4,000
' . Total. Capital Outlay S . 251, 829 o -0 . 251,829
Total Division - P 1, 519 095 . 112,695 1,631,790
Js/srs .
2691c/257-4

' 06/06/85



- Fund:

%00

Department: Operating.

‘vision/Program: Education

~ Accolnt

v

Suppiemental-i

'i Revised.'

" 06/06/85

. : i Current ° ,
Numbéri.’Descriptioni-' ' Budget Budget © .. Budget
S Personal Services . B AP
6010 - Education Services Manager . . 31,366 - - 627 - .. 31,993
6020 * - Education Services Spec1alist.;i . . 49,130 - o983 .. ... 50, 113.
' 6030 .'Graphics Coordinator . o 24,565 - 491 .25,056
6040 °  Graphics De31gner 33,548 671 . . 34,219 .
' 6050 = Secretary 17,742 .. :355. - 18,097 .
- 6060 Program Assistant 2 16,411 - . 328 16i739,v
'6070° <. Animal Keeper L 20,467 . 728 21,195
6080 - Animal Keeper - Part-Time - 10,234 .’364 - 10,598
6300 . ‘Temporary 1,682 0 ... 1,752
6500 © Overtime " 500 18 518
. 6700 - Fringe 65,592 1,312 66,904
' © Al Other ‘Accounts T . 47,687 0 ... . 47,687
‘~Total Personal Services - 318,924 . 5,947 324,871
= . Materials & Services . . S .
© 7100 Travel 1,430 - .. (200) 1,230
© 7150 ;Prlnting 5,500 . 2,000 L 7.500
7160 - Typesetting & Reproduction‘ 5,500 - 4,100 - . 9,600
- 7330,'-,Ma1ntenance & Repairs : 925 200 o0 ~.1,i25’-
-_‘7360 ' -Equipment ‘Rental - ‘300 (100). .- - 200
[.7440 - supplies - Graphics " 14,000 (4,000) . 10,000
7500 ' Contractual Services 24,648 - (2,000) 22,648
L 'All Other Accounts - - 12,165 - S 12,165
‘Total Materials;& Services 64,468 0 . 64,468
o ‘ Capital Outlay - o 5 P
' 8570 - .Office Furniture & Equipment' 2,100 -0 2,100
: Total Capital Outlay 2,100 0 ' 2,100
ﬁTotal Division 385,492 - 5,947 391,439
Js/sts :
2691C/257-5 °



. Fund: Zoo
Department~ Operatlng
: D1v151on/Program- Publ1c Relatlons-

.Current

' Supplemenﬁal

- Revised A'

2691C/257-6

- 06/06/85

Account
Number Descrlptlon  Budget . - Budget Budgdt -
s Personal SerV1ces : Co L
6010 °  Public Information Manager 28,995 580 - 29,575 .
.6020.  Program.Assistant 2. 18,948 : 379 19,327
" . 6040 °  Public Information Specialist "16,699 334 17,033
6030 ~ Educational Services Specialist : - 1,104 - 22 . 1,126
6560 ' Merit , . 1,793 . 0 1,793 .
6700 'Fringe : 19,242 385 19,627
’ »-fTotal Personal Serv1ces 86,781 - 1,700 88,481
. - Materials & Services o o
7410 . Office Supplies 3,900 . . (850) - 3,050
7110. . Meetings : 100 . 100 © 200
7330 Maintenarnice & Repairs = - 180 - 150 .+ 330
7450, - Other Supplies o 6,180 " 4,100 - 10,280
7150  Printing - 36,875 (3,500)" 33,375
.. - All Other Accounts , : . 65,781 0 65,781
Total: Materlals & Services ; 113,016. 0 113,016
- Capltal Outlay ' g oo o
8570 - -Office Furniture & Equipment* 2,110 0 e 2,110
.| Total Capital Outlay 2,110 .0 . 2.115
o QTotal pivision’ ©201,907 - 1,700 203 607
JS/srs'




" Fund:

700

" Department: - Operating | : .
.vision/l?;ogram- VlSitOl' Serv1ces .

Cu:rent'

‘Sdpplemenﬁall

Revised

2691C/257~7

. 06/06/85

Account A o
Number Descriptlon , Budget - - Budget Budget . - -
. Personal Services ol L o
6010 . Visitor Services Manager 32,258 " 645 . - 732,903 .

. 6020  Food Service Manager . 24,089 . 482 - 24,571

6030 ° Retail Manager . 19,634 393 20,027
6040 . - Secretary: 17,790 = . 356 . . 18,146
6050 Storekeeper - : 14,317 . 286 14,603
6060 . “Assistant Food Service Manager, IR 25,262 ... 505" S 25,767
1 6070 Clerk (Cashroom)- - 27,822 1,856 ot 29,278 -
. 6080 Typist/Receptionist. - 41,360 - 2,548 . .. . 43,908
. 6090 ° Stationmaster : . 25,992 .. 1,165?'~' 27,157
6100 Visitor Serv1ces Workers - Food _ - -150,738 . . 1,511 152,249
6110 . Visitor Services Workers - Retail 27,581 . - . 259 27,840
6120  -Safety.( Coordinator 17,638 39,009 - "~ 56,647
- 6300° Temporary . - 3,276 1,880 - - ‘5,156
6500 . Overtime 4,600 2718 . - 4,878
6560 . Merit’ 4,884 - 98 . . 4,982
6700 . . Fringe . - . 86,075 1,205 - 87,280
, o .-Total Personal Services o 523,316 52,076 575,392
n - Materials &-Services. S : e
‘110 - Meetings - 0 225 225 .
7120 Training & Tuition .. 500 . 7{225) - 275
7390 Merchandise for Resale - Food - " 212,000 (6,000) 206,000
7400 . Merchandise for Resale. — Gifts ‘ 135,000 (2,300) -132,700
7500  Contractual Services 36,400 "5,300 ° 41,700
7900 . Miscellaneous Expenses . 0 - 3,000 ° 3,000
C All Other Accounts. ' 67,150j : 0 67,150
. Total Materials & Services 451,050 -0 . 451,050
- "capital outlay ‘.- A _ VA
.8550 - Equipment ‘& Vehicles =~ . ) R 1 B 4,118 - - 4,118 -
8570 ‘Office Furniture/Equipment - 23,738 4,118 27,856
e -Total Cap1ta1 Outlay 23,738 .. 8,236 . 31 974
’Total -bivision 998,104 - 60,312 1 058 416
JS/srs



Fund: Zoo -
Department- Operat1ng

Divxslon/Program-
hccbﬂht : - Cufteng' "‘Supplémehtal Revised
Number . Description . ° " Budget Budget Budget
: " Transfers & Cohtingéncy. A S o CoT
9100 . Transfer to General Fund . 452,047 . 42,176 - 494,223 -
19200 . Transfer to Capital Fund 1,964,000 -0 - 1,964,000
9700 . Contingency ‘ : . 239,335 - (238,835) - ;. 500
o _Total Transfers & Contingency 2,655,352 (196,659) -. 2,458,773
9800 'Unappropnatea. Balance . 1,001,000 . 0 ¢ ' 1,001,000
' Total Department 8,459,147 0 . 8,459,147
Js/sis'
2691Cc/257-8

06/06/85 -




. Fund: ‘Zbo. -
Department: Capital

.JS/srs

2691c/257-9

06/06/85

' :‘1v_ision/Program:

Account | - “Current ‘Supplemental . Revised -

Number Description Budget Budget Budget -
Resources _ L o c .
All Accounts ' . 6,923,483 0 6,923,483
Total Resources 6,923,483 . . 0 . 6,923,483

R ..Réquireménts~; Co v . -

7750 ° Alaskan Tundra . 263,483 . 877,593 - 1,141,076

8880 ‘West .Bear Grotto . 2,077,300 ";'.(977}593) ",: 1,099,707

. 8770 ‘:Elephant.Musehm : 94,000 100,000 © 194,000

© Al Other Accounts - 4,488,700 0 4,488,700
Total Requirements 6,923,483 0.

6,923,483 -



Fund:

Solid Waste

‘ Department- Operating -
v1s1on/Program- Resources
: AcchhE: . o Current - . Supplemental  ‘Revised = -
~ Number *bescfiption Budget Budget Budget . .
PR Resources L R Co
5500 ~ ' Disposal Fees - Commer01a1 7 4,674,600 . 677,000 .. - 5,351,600
.5520 ° "User.-Fees -'Commercial ’ ' 1,201,400 40,000 - 1,241,400
5540 ° . Regional Transfer Charge - Commercial 1,430,200 ~ -48,000 . " 1,478,200
5560 : Convenience Charge - Commercial o .433,200 - 135,000 - .~ 568,200
© A1l Other Accounts .. - 2,106,280 .0 2,106,280
, Total Resources - 9,845,680 900,000

.JS/srs

2691Cc/257-10.

06/06/85

' 10,745,680



-Fund: Solid Waste
Department: Operating

Revised

2691c/257-11
06/06/85

’.

. Account Current Supplemehtal
- Number . Bescription Budget Budget Budget
- ‘Personal Services : - S C
. 6020 Operations Manager 40,648 - 1,600 - 42,248
6030 - Manager/Engineer - . 35,669 - . 360 L , - 36,029
6560 . Merit . - 23,516 ~ (1,960) . 21,556
© . .. All Other Accounts. 695,034 - . 0 .. . - 695,034
Total Personal Services 794,867 -0 o+, 194,867
~f--Ma£éria1s & Services T o . P
7500 Contractual Services ' 5,406,733 . 401,000 5,807,733
'All Other Accounts’ ' 610,750 -0 610,750
Total Materials & Services .- 6,017,483 401,000 6,418,483
o Capitél outlay ‘ ' . | » o . '
8570 Office Furniture & Equipment . - 20,400 10,000 - 30,400
All Other Accounts - : - 19,000 0 - 19,000
Total Capital Outlay’ 39,400 10,000 ' 49!400'
o ”lfransfers & Contingency - o . S
9100 . Transfer to General Fund 691,337 106,209 797,546
9700 ‘Contingency 643,263 - 382,791 _1,026,q54
S All_cher Accounts 1,659,330 0 1,659,330
" .Total Transfers & Contingeqcies 2,993,930 489!000 3[482)936
‘Total Department ’,9,345,séov 900,000 10,745,680
Js/srs




Fund: Inﬁergoverhﬁental Resource Center

- JS/srs -

2691C/257-12

06/06/85 .

‘ Department: Intergovernmental Resource Center.

'vismn/Program- o :

Accouht Lo . Current Supplemental» Revised .

Number ~ Description’ Budget Budget -Budgbt .

- -Resources: : R
5100 -~ ° UMTA . Section 9 0 24 000.' . 24,000
5100 . 83 Section 8 - 0 2,076 2,076 -
5100. : EPA 105 7,500 . - 2,925 . 10 425
5120  Tri-Met Match 0 - 3,000 _.3 000 -

. 5110 FY 84 PL/ODOT -~ 0 5,232 ' 5,232 -

1’5110 - Rideshare _ S0 0. 4,661 - . 4,661

.~ 5810 - Transfer from General Fund . . - 587,219 - 8,406 " 595,625

- 5100 - vUMTAlnlscretionary Funds- 45,000 (6 156) 38,844

o ' All-Other Accounts ' - 1,081,346 ' 0 1,081,346

_Total Resources . - 1,721,065 . ' 44,144

1,765,209



‘Fund:

Intergbvernmenﬁal ‘Resource Center

06/06/85

' Department: - Intergovernmental Resource Center
D1v191on/Program- : :
Account - - : Current Supplemental Revised . . .
" “Number = Description. . . - Budget Budget """ Budgét
. . Personal Services : _ Ce
6010 Administrator _ 41,808 . 418 42,226
6020 * . Transportation Director 41,753 410 42,163"
/6030 - Data Services. Director 28,887 (828) 28,059
6040 - - Administrative Assistant - 21,423 278 - - 21,701
. 6050 :  System Analyst ' ' 14,258 (309) - 13,949
. 6060  Secretary - 32,533 .- - (1,379) . 31,154
6070 - " - Senior Analyst =~ 94,322 . . 31,123 125,445
6080  Analyst 3 ' 181,680 - (26,558) - 155,122
6090 - . Analyst 2- © '66,103 20,919 . 87,022
6100 : -Analyst 1 53,492° " (17,820) 35,672
6110 - = .Engineer 3 : 27,538 =275 27,813
6140 - - Criminal Justice Director ' 14,310 . (11,901) 2,409
6300 ‘Temporary : 27,300 1,964 - 29,264
6560  Merit 24,684 ' (2,530) 22,154 -
6700 . Fringe- : 195,567 (1,832) - 193,735
o Total Personal Services 865,658 . (7.,770) ' 857,888 .
‘ Materials & Services : o R
77110 Meetings & Conferences 4,125 .. - - 100 - - 4,225
7500 . Contractual Services 202,289" 16,100 - - 218,389
All Other Accounts , 50,050 v 0 50,050
Total Materials & Services _ ..256,464 16,200 272,664
g -'Capltal Outlay : , : o
.8570. - Office Furniture & Equipment-. - 1,000 63,800 - 64,800
o "Total Cap1ta1 Outlay - : 1,000 63,800 - 64,800
Transfers : : ' .
9100 . Transfer to General Fund . 597,943 (27,986) ‘569,957
’ - Total Transfers 597,943 (27,986) - 569,957
Total ‘Fund 1,721,065 - 44,244 1,765,309 .
JS/srs
26910/257-13



' Fund: Intergovernmental Resource Center

‘Department: Intergovernmental Resource Center

.ivision/PrOgram: .Administration

Account

Current

.06/06/85

L ‘Supplemental Y Revised
‘Number ~_ Description -Budget - . Budget Budgdt
I Personal Services I o o SR  ;¥ﬁ.
6010 - ‘Administrator - 25)085 - 251 - 125,336
."6060 . Secretary A 7,597 - (1.,629) o , 5,968ﬁ,1
6070 Senior Analyst - 3, 001 (24) 22,977
6090 - ‘Analyst 2 ° : . 4,920 ;4'920”-
. 6080 " -Analyst 3 . _19 531 (19,531) o o
6300 -3Temporary ' ' 0 - 1,688 11'688,
" 6560 - ‘Merit 2, 209 .- (515) 1,694
" 6700  Fringe : - 17,227 ¢ (4,210) 13,017'ﬁ
S Total Personal Services -'74,650 ’ -(19,050) - 55,600
- : fMaterials & Services B _ o e
7150 . Printing . 5,500 (2,000) .- - 3,500
. 7500 Contractual ' . 18,000 (8,000) - . 10,000;f
. All Other Accounts - 20,900 R ' B -+ 20,900 -
Total Materials & Services - 44,400 ,(10,00Q) : ’3434QQ:
o - capital Outléy '»  ' ‘-'i¥' : '
- 8570 - Office Furniture - 1,000 0 - 1,000
. . A Total' Capital Outlay . - 1,090 -0 : '.]{'.6_ 00
IO , f'Transfers' " o o o
9100 vTransfers to General Fund : _164,026 . (9,552) v.154;474'
Total Division * © 284,076 " (38,602). 245,474
JS/srs L
.2691C/257-14



Fund: JIntergovernmental Resource Cehter
' Department: Intergovernmental Resource Center

Division/Program: Data Services R ‘ I o ‘
'Acéouﬁt . T L i'Curfen;‘ - Supplemental - Revised :
Number ' . Description | . _ . B 'Budget" " .- Budget - .~ Buddet ..
f. . ‘Personal Serviées ' o ER : -
- 6030 ‘Data Services Director . C 16,507 - . - (473) - 16,034 '
6070 - Senior Analyst - : o 39,684 . 740 - 40,424,
6080  Analyst 3 . L 25,022 .. 280 © - 25,2712
6050 . Systems Analyst = ' 5,678 ' (99) .. 5,579 .
6090 Analyst ‘2 R : C ‘8,178f' ’ ' 7,859. " © 16,037
6100  Analyst'l ' S T,212 (7,272) 0
6300 - Temporary o . Co ‘ ' 16,380 = . le4 - -~ 16,544
6060 . Secretary ¢ . . 3,468 _ .. .35 =~ -.3,503
6560 Merit Db DT S 4,232 57 - 4,289
6700 - Fringe L 34,650 o347 _34,997
‘ " Total Pérsonal Services. - . L - 161,071 - 1,608 v162,679 -
Materials & Services < S . '
.All Materials & Services .. - .~ 14,500 - _ -0 _ -.14,500‘
, Transfers . S S [
. 'Transfer to .General Fund . - o 91,305 - 0.
~ Total Transfers = . .~ 91,305 0
g 1Tota1 Division S o . © 266,876 . i ‘i,606%'
'JS/srs:
2691C/257-15

06/06/85



[ Fund: Intergovernmental Resource'Centér
. Department:
-.ivisioh/Program: Transportation

. Account

Intergovernmental Resource Center

Js/srq :
12691C/257-16 -
06/06/85

P ' L Current Supplemental - Revised
Number . .. Description =~ .- . - . - Budget ‘Budget Budget .
Personal Services g - e e
6010 ° Administrator 10,452 . 105 .- -+ -, 10,557 .
6020 ' Transportation Director 41,753 410 - .. ..42,163
. 6040  Administrative Assistant " ©. 21,423 278 ©21,701
.6030 - Data Services. Director 12,380 (355) - 12,025
6050 . Secretary : 16,018 160 ... . - .16,178
6070 - Senior Analyst 51,637 30,407 - ':J82}0443n
6080 . Analyst 3 - 83,443 (27,540) - :-55,903 . -
6090 *° Analyst 2 - 57,925 - .8;140. . - -66;065 .
6100  Analyst 1 . 46,220 (10,548) ~ .35,672
6050 - . .Systems Analyst. - 7,160 .. (185) - . 64975,
© :6300 -~ Temporary - - - 5,460 sy . 775,515
.6110. ' Engineer 3 27,538 o275 L - -.,27 813
6560 - Merit ' 14,998 - (2,356) -+ 12,642
"~ 6700  Fringe 117,830 (357) . - 117,473
S Total Personal Services e 514,237 .. (,511) . - -512,726
L 'Materials & Services~ N L D
.~ 7110 . :Meetings & Conferences -0 © 100 . 100
7550  :Contractual Services , 163 789 (3,800) 159,989
‘2]% '~ ‘All-Other Accounts’ : , . 21,000 . . 0 . 21,000
o """ -mTotal Materials & Services 184,789 - (3,700) “181,089
-~ Capital Outlay _ . DT
8570  Office Equipment , 0 ' -63,800 © 63,800
~ » . .Total Capital Outlay - A I 63,800 63,800
LT Transfers . N - S
. 9100 To General Fund . 284,364 (23,319) - .- 261,045
2 ‘ Total Transfers.- 284,364 . (23,319) 261,515
: ,VTotal Divismn - 983,390 35,270 . 1,018,660



'Fund:  Intergovernmental Resource Center
Intergovernmental Resource Center
Division/Program: Development Services

Department:

Current.

06/06/85

Account $ _ . ~ Supplemental Revised
Number :-Description _ Budget Budget Budgbt
. . Personal Services - ' . o o :
6010 - Administrator . T 6,271 . 62 . 6,333
6050. ° ‘Systems Analyst 1,420 (25) 1,395
6060 . . Secretary 5,450 .. 55 5,505
6080 - Analyst 3 53,684 - 20,263 :73,947
6300  Temporary - 5,460 , 55 5,515
. 6560 :Merit 2,673 . -854 . 3,527
6700 . - Fringe . . © o 21,395 6,134 27,529
" Total Personal Accounts - 96,353 . "_27,398 . - 123,751
" Materials & Services : - L
.7159 -+, Printing. : .. 0 ‘2,000 - 2,000
7500 = Contractual Services 12,000 : 8,000 " - -20,000
' f.‘Total Materials & Services - 12,000 _ 10,000 " - 22,000
) Transfers : : . '.1.:‘ o ‘
To General Fund " 48,842 - 12,764 61,606 .
Total Transfers 48,842 - 12,764 61,606
" Total Division - 157,195 50,162 207,357
‘.JS/srs
'2691C/257-17. |




Fund: Intergovernmental Resource Center

Departmeht-' Intergovernmental Resource ‘Center

.iv1sion/Program~ Cr iminal- Justice

’AcCOunE'

Current.

. Supplemental

Revised -

Q.

2691c/257-18

06,/06/85

675

. Number Descfiption' Budget * Budget ‘Budgit
" Personal Services o o C
- . Criminal Justice Director . 14,310 . (11,901) 2,409
6560 Merit - . . r . 572 (572) - 0
: - 'Total Personal Services. ' 19,347 (16,215) -3y
: S JaMaterlals & Services . - S C o
7500 Contractual Services 0- - 19,900 - . .. 19,900
' All Other Accounts . 675 - 0
- “Total Materials & Services: 675 - 19,900 ° 20,575
‘.Tr'ans'fer:s' , R o
' To General Fund 9,406 (7,879) . 1,527 .
‘Total Transfers | 5,406 (7,879) vy
Total Division 29,428 (4,194), 25,234




Fuhd- Genefal

: JS/srs:

2691C/257-19

06/06/85

Departments .
'-‘wision/Program-
* Account . | ‘ _ Cd;rent.' Supplemental ReVised.3
Number 1bescription - Budget Budget'. ) nggetV
e Resources ' R SR Lo
4300 - - Beginning Fund Balance 75,000 192,395 . 267,395
5600° Interest - ‘ 75,000 - .50,000 ;125;0003
5820 Transfer from Zoo Operating % B 452,047 - 42,176 494,223 -
5830 . Transfer from Solid Waste Operation 691,337 106,209 - 797,546
5850  Transfer from-IRC . : 597,943 . (27,986) 569,957
. " All Other Accounts 634,258 R . 634,258
. Total Resources - 2,525;585A 362,794 -

12,888,379

-y



Fund: General
Department: Council

Account

Supplemental Revised . =

2691C/257-20.

06/06/85

CCC , : . Current
" Number  Description - - Budget Budget Bnget
e Personal‘Services : : . o
" 6010 = Council Secretary 16,099 486 16,585
. 6020 Council Assistant 32,490 - 1,056 ‘l33?546'
.- 6300 . Temporary o .0 .- 250 - 250
- 6560 . . Merit 1,944 - (1,056) '388
6700 . Fringe L 15,160 152 15,312
' Total Personal .Services 65,693 . 888 66,581
. Materials. & Services - ' _ | R
7500 - Contractual Services . 3,000 . (250) 2,750
' “All Other Accounts 155,120 - 0 55,120
thal Materials & Services 58,120 (250) 57,870
Total Department 123,813 638 124,451
JS/srs




Fund: General

- Department: Executive Management

Current

Account L . ‘Supplemental  Revised
Number . Dascription Budget Budget -~~~ Budget
o . Personal Services o : -
- 6010 . 'Executive Officer , 49,327 - 493 .. 49,820
6020  Deputy Executive Officer 22,277 223 o ;j}22,500
- 6030 . Administrative Assistant - 22,090 . S22 0 ... 22,311
6040 ° Executive Management Aide 16,008 .160 ;.. 16,168
6050 General  Counsel - 40,000 400 ... 40,400
6060 Clerk of the Counc11 19,510 195 ©.19,705
6500 © Overtime. 4 - 700 0 N = 700
6560 “Merit . 64757 68 .. ' '.6,825
- 6700  Fringe : 52,711 527 - 53,238 .
“ Total Personal Services 229,380 2,287 231,667
Materlals & Services S ‘
Total Materlals & Services. v33,845' -0 ‘ 33,845“‘
Total Department 263,225 2,287 . 265,512

JS/srs

. 2691C/257-21

 06/06/85




Fund: .

General = e .

Department: Finance and Admlnlstratlon

/.

- 2691C/257-22

06/06/85

200

" Division/Program: - Budget and Admlnlstrative Services
Accoudt : " Current Supplemental Revised -
Number Description . Budget Budget . Budgét
.. Personal Services o R K
" 6020 - Deputy Executive Officer’ 7,570 .76 - 7,646
6030 . Director, Budget & Admin. Serv1ces 37,918 1,492 - 39,410
" <. . Management Analyst ' ' 30,954 (30,954) -0
6040 - Analyst 3 0 23,954 23,954
6050  Personnel Analyst 20,092 - 1,210 21,302
‘6060 Print Operator . 17,826 . 300 18,126
6070 - Secretary : 6,916 . .70 6,986
6080 . Lead Word Proce551ng Operator 17,888 515 18,403
6090  Word Processing ‘Operator. 15,103 611 15,714
6100 Maintenance Aide - 6,432 0 6,432
6110  Administrative Assistant 18,585 .-1,330 19,915
6120  Support Services Supervisor 0 7,945. . - 7,945
: . Overtime 0. 0200 :
6300 . Temporary - 2,633 B ¢ 2,633
6500 Merit 7,095 . (6,983) . .oo.112
6700 . .Fringe ' 56,139 1234 56,373 -
© Total Personal Serv1ces : 245,151 . 0 245,151
AU 'EMaterlals-&‘Services: | A o
7200  Utilities-Electricity "0 3,000 3,000
7210 Utilities-Water 0 © 100 ©4100 -
7220 Utilities-Other o 1,500 - 1,500
7310 Maintenance .& Repalrs—Buildlng 0. 1,450 - 1,450
~7500 vContractual Serv1ces : 5,600 27,150 . . 32,750
7530 Insurance 16,500 . 1,000 . 17,500
7750 Lease - Bu1lding 286,228 86,664 372,892
o Taxes ' -0 27,400 27,400
~_All. Other- Accounts o . 200,203 -0 200,203
”.Total Materials & Sefvices 508,531 148,264 656,795
A Capital Outlay A : ' . B
‘8600 . Leasehold Improvements o 0 85 000 . 85,000
'All Other Accounts - 8,500 . _8,500
Total Capital Outlay 8,500. - 85 ooo 93 soo
'Total Division - 762,182, 233,264 995 446f
Js/srs




'Euﬁd: General . :
‘Department: ' Finance & Administration
_ ‘vision/Programé.'_Accounting ,

Account.

JsS/srs

2691C/257-23

06/06/85

‘ *cou » 'Current " Supplemental Reviseq;

" Number Description Budget Budget , ‘Budget =~
. Personal Services | B ) EU
6020..  Deputy Executive Officer. 7,571 .76 7,647.‘_
6030 ©  Accounting Ménager ‘ 36,629 -~ 2,216 S 38,845

- 6040 - . Senior Accountant 51,584 - 2,033 - 53,617
6050  Accounting Clerk 2 43,369 .'1,884 45,253
6060- - Accounting Clerk 1 - 13,166 132 . i' . 13,298
6070 Secretary 3,458 . 35 '-_3_','493

© 6300 . Temporary 3,292 0 , 3,292
6560 - Merit . 6,363 . (4,769) ‘bi..1'594
6700 .. Fringe ) . . o 48,932 5 147 : 49,079

' Total Personal Services - = 214,364 ,;1_,754‘, . 216,118
Materialé & Services | - . _

" Total Materials & Services - 37,488 0 37,488 -
Total Division 251,852 1,754 .. 253,606



'Fund: General..
‘Department: Finance and Admlnistration
- Division/Program: -Data Processing

Account

’ ShpplementaI'

Revised.

2691C/257-24

06/06/85

) ¢urrent _ : 4
‘Number Descrlptlon Budget ‘Budget ' Bucgét
R Personal‘séréices A — s ' -
6020 .  Deputy Executive Officer ‘ 7,125 1,572 - 8,697
6030 Director of Data Services - 12,380 . . 876 . 13,256
6040 Operations Analyst - 28,455 785 - . .29,240 -
6050 Systems Analyst - 14,196 6,142 . 20,338
. 6070 ° Secretary ' 3,458 .- 35 3,493
6560  Merit . 2,625 (2,625)
6700 ‘Fringe 20,470 + 205 20,675 -
Total Personal. Services .88,709 . 6,990 " 95,699
o f ,,Materials & Services. o o AR :
7100 .  Travel- _ ‘1,000 : '(1,000) 0
7110 - .- Meeting & Conferences 1,500 -~ - (1,500) - 0.
7330 .Maintenance & Repairs 26,836 . 1,500 28,336
7410 . Supplies . 6,000 - 2,500 . .. 8,500
7130 © Dues & Subscr1pt1ons .. 300 100 400
7500 Contractual Services . 4,000 (4,000) .. 0
/7700 - Lease - Equipment . 35,810 - - (3,500) ° 32,310
7900 - . Miscellaneous . 2,000 - - (100) .1,900.
o ‘All Other Accounts - 3,000 <0 3,000
iTotal Materials & Services . 80,446 "(6,000) - 74,
Capital Outlay -
Total capital Outlay 16,055 0 16,055
Total pivision 185,210 990 186,200
" Total Finance and Administration 1,199,244 236,008 1,435,252
JS/srs

o..




Fund: General
" Department: Public Affairs

' Account

g Suppleménﬁél’f

Revised .

JS/srs

2691C/257-25
06/06/85

28,141

R Current . S
‘Number  Déscription Budget .. ° Budget _Budget .
Personal Services B R
6010. ' Public Affairs. Director 39,823 .- (5,890) . 33,933
6020  .Analyst 3 27,920 221 .
' - 6040~ Graphics cOordinator . 24,356 - .- 572 - - 24,928
6050 Secretary 13,769 (1,637) - 12,132
6060 - Graphics Designer : e 17,142 - . .-389 - .217,531
~. 6070 = Public Information Specialist 10,237 1,748 .7 11,985
6080 ° _1Recept10nlst ' : o 12,560 - 125 " 12,685
6090 Analyst 1- - 15,808 724 16,532
6300 - Temporary 2,486 - 7,014 9,500
6500 'Overtime 0. 200 : 200
'6560' . Merit 2,781 (1,833) 948
6700 - Fringe . ) 49,568 - 495 50,063
Total Personal Services 216,450 2,128 218,578
: .Materlals & Services S o : ‘
{7150 Printing’ S .18,350 (3,000) 15,350
. © 7410, - Supplies - 0ff1ce ‘ _ 350 . - 500 _ 850
- 7440 ©  Supplies - Graphics . . 3,750 . ... 2,500 . .6,250
s All Other Accounts . 18,500 -. - 0 © 18,500
- . - . Total Materials & Services : 40,950 . 0 40,950
- ‘Capital Outlay
"Total Capital Outlay 1,750 0 1 750
Total Department - 259,150, . 2,128 261 278



.Fund: -General
" Department: Transfers

" Account . ‘ - - I  Current - ‘Supplemental ~ Revised -

 Numbet  Bescription : 3 . Budget Budget . 'Budget
" Transfers and bontingency S e - M
9400  Transfer -to IRC- o S : . 587,219 k 8,406 - .- 595,625
9700 Contingenéy I - ‘ o 69,896 113,327 - 183,223
g To;al_Transfers and Contingency 657,115 : 121,733 . ,,v.778.848~
,Unappfopr;aéediBalancé, : ) © 23,038 - N 23,038 -
. Total General Fund R ' 2,525,585. 362,794 2,888,379

| Js/srs .
2691C/257-26
06/06/85 ’



Current

Supplemental .

Revised

-PDescriptien Budget Budget pudget o
Transportation Techn1ca1 Assistance Fund o A
- All Accounts: : : 130,000 0 130,000
’sener'A351stance and o . -
" ‘All Accounts 2,800,000 -0 2,800,000
- 501id Waste Capital Fund T -' e
All Accounts . 10,346'000 ‘ 0 10'346'000 .
V SOlld Waste Debt’ Service Fund ' . B
' All Accounts . 887,531 0 . 887,531
© St. Johns Reserve Fund " 563,700 .0 563,700
,St. Johns Final Improvement Fund" 1,665}000 -0 - . 1,5655600

Js/srs .
2691C/257-27
06/06/85



Fund: . Criminal Justice Technical Assistance

" pepartment: ... .
Account ‘ ‘Current Supplemental.l; Revised
Number bescription Budget Budget - Budget -
: Resources C : B -
5100 .- Federal Grants - 23,000 . 9,000 32,000
Total Resources . 23,000 9,000 © 32,000 -
o - _" Reguiréﬁents : ) o - E . s
7510 - Payments to Other Agencies - 23,000 9,000 32,000
' ' ‘ 9,000 -

Js/srs

Total Requirements

2691Cc/257-28

06/06/85

23,000 -




_ APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE

‘GENERAIL FUND -

- Council * _

Personal Services’

Materials & Services

Capital Outlay
Subtotal

Executive .Management
Personal Services

. Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
“Subtotal

Public Affairs _
Personal ‘Services
" Materials & Services
‘Capital Outlay

'+ Subtotal -

_Finance-&‘Administraﬁion .

‘Personal Services

- ° Materials & Services .
Capital Outlay

.. Subtotal

General Expense
Cont1ngency
Transfers.

" Subtotal . =

7Unapproétiated Balance

Total General Fund
Requ1rements '

EXHIBIT B

FY 1984—85

Current

Rev1sed
Apgrogriatlon Amendment Approprlatibn

65,693
58,120
- 0
173,313

- 229,380
. 33,845
0
263,225

216,450
40,950
1,750

259,150 -

548,224
626,465

24,555
1,199,244

69,896
587,219
657,115

23,038

2,525,585

.INTERGOVERNMENTAL RESOURCE CENTER

‘Personal Qerv1ces

Materials & Serv1cesv"

:Capital Outlay’
~Transfers .

Total IRC Fund Requirements . =~ -

865,658
256,464
1,000
597,943

1,721,065 -

- 888

66,581

1,750

(250) 57,870
0 - 0
€38 = T24,451
2,287 231,667
S0 733,845
0 - 0
2,128 218,578
0 - 40,950 .
8,744 - 556,968
142,264 . 768, 729
85,000 109, 555
. E§€766§ . 435,
113,327 183,223 -
121,733 © 778,848
L0 - 23,038
362,794 2,888,379
(7,770) ‘857,888
16,200 272,664
' 63,800 - 64,800
(27, 986) 569,957
44,244

l,765i309



Currént

Approprlatlon'

Revised '

TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FUND

. Materials s Services

. Total Transbortatlon‘Téchhical
A551qtance Fund Requlrements

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE FUND :

Materlals & Serv1ces

"Total Cr1m1na1 Justlce
- Fund Requirements’

Assistance

' SEWER ASSISTANCE FUND -

Materials & Services

" Total Sewer A331stance

Fund Requirements

EOO-OPERATING-FUND

‘Personal Services -

Materials & Services’

. Capital Outlay
. Transfers
Contingency

,AUnapp:opriated_Balance”'

Total Zoo Operating Fund

Requirements:

"ZOO.CAPITAL FUND

. Cap1ta1 Prowects

u Unapproprlated ‘Balance

Total Zoo Capital Fund
Requ1rements

SOLID.WASTE OPERATING FUND

'Personal Serv1ces

.~ Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers .
Contingency’

Total Solid Waste Operating

~ Fund Requirements

-130 000

130,000

23, 000

23,000

. 2,800,000

2,800,000

2,878,483
1,618,634

-+ 305,648 -
2,416,047

- 239,335

1,001,000

8,459,147

3,695,783

3,227,700

6,923,483

794,867
'6,017,483

39,400
2,350,667

643,263

9,845,680

Amendment Appropriation

/130,000

0
0 © 130,000
'9,000 . - 32,000
9,000 32,000
0 - 2,800,000
o 2,800,000
110,076 2,988,559
76,000 . 1,694,634
10,583 © - 316,231
42176 - 2,458,223
(238,835)". - 500
| o 1, 001 000
0 8,459,147
0 . 3,695,783
0 - 3,227,700
0 6,923,483
0 794,867
401,000 6,418,483
"10,000 49,400
106,209 . 2,456,876
382,791 1,026,054 -
/900,000 10,745,680




Current .:i. : o Rev1sed
Appropriation Amendment Approprlatlon

‘SOLID WAS'I'E CAP ITAL FUND

capltal Projects S = 9,235,000 . . -0 9,235,000

Transters . 1,111,000 o . 1,111,000
Total Solid-Waste Capltal Fud 10,346,000 - 0 10,346,000

' §QLID WASTE DEBT SERVICE FUND

Materiéls & Services - 887,531 -

0 . 887,531
TotalfSolid.Waste Debt o E S S ' ..‘ .
“Service FundrRequirements' : 887,531 . . 0 887,531
| ST. JOHNS RESERVE FUND | |
Unapproprlated Balance 563,700 ] 563,700
Total St. Johns Reserve Fund; "563,700.:f:i. S "563,700;
ST. JOHNS FINAL IMPROVEMENTS FUND |
‘Capital Projects 1,119,700 . - 0 1,119,700
o Unappropriated Balance Lo : 0 - 545,300 - 545,300 -
"Total St. Johns Final : A - ' I
’ Improvements Fund Requ1rements ] 1,119,700 - ~ 545,300 - 1,665,000
,.JS/srg
2724C/257

' :06/05/85 .




“

Vi
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Program Codes

COMPUTER PURCHASE ACCOUNT CODES

Budget
Avail. Items

Funding Sources

40-30-00-~-75000

40-30-00-76000

40-30-00~-77000

.\ 1 10-38-00-20300
Ciwle

10-38-00-01300
4

TOTAL

Distribution:

ACC:1mk
6-3-85

$ 9,990 EMME-2

44,770 MASSCOMP

9,040 3 VT100 Terminals $ 2,250

Surge Protector 600
Printer 1,500
3 Graphic Terminals 8,250
$12,600
4,419 -
$13,459
5,250 DEC Cache
Memory 3,000

3 Terminals 2,250

$73,469

Section 9
Tri-Met Match
Metro Match

FY 85 PL/0ODOT
FY 86 PL/0DOT
Section 9 .
Tri-Met Match
Metro Match

Section 9
Tri-Met Match

Metro Match
Trans. Sales

Metro Discret.

Metro Discret.

$ 7,992 02000
999 40018
999 90700

24,768 31400/31500
5,232 30000
11,816 02000
1,477 40018
1,477 90700
4,192 02000
524 40018
524 90700
3,800 80300
4,419 90100
5,250 90100

Ed Stuhr, Keith Lawton, Jeff Booth, Karen Thackstor, and Andy Cotugno.

Source Code

W sd



STAFF REPORT Agenda Item No. 8.1

Meeting Date June 13, 1985

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 85-575 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF APPOINTING A CITIZEN MEMBER TO THE

TRANSPORTATION POLICY ALTERNATIVES COMMITTEE
(TPAC) ' :

Date: May 31} 1985 Presented by: Peg Henwood

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

There are six citizen members serving two-year terms on the
TPAC. Bruce Clark, from the Tigard area, who was appointed in
October 1984, resigned April 2, 1985. Staff bhas actively recruited.
to fill the vacant citizen position. The Council and local
‘jurisdictions were asked for recommendations for a citizen member to
serve on TPAC. C :

Two people were recommended by local jurisdictions. The two
nominees were interviewed by Andy Cotugno and Peg Henwoocd. Milton F.
Fyre most closely met the criteria for a citizen member.

Mr. Fyre is an engineer at Bonneville Power Administration and
serves on the Planning Commission and the Transportation Committee
for the city of Tigard.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution
No. 85-575 appointing Milton F. Fyre to TPAC.

PH/ql .
2166C/392-7
05/31/85



_ BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
| METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT.

' FOR THE PURPOSE GOF APPOINTING A ; RESOLUTION NO. 85- 575

. CITIZEN MEMBER TO THE TRANSPORTA- ;

. TION POLICY ALTERNATIVES COMMITTEE ) Introduced by the

(TPAC) . ) Executlve_Offreer,‘

o WHEREAS There are S1x crtlzen memhers serv1ng two-~ yeer

fterms on’ TPAC- .and - ~ | i | | | |

WHEREAS One c1tlzen member has re51gned on -April 2, 1985-

and | | |
WHEREAS Members of the publlc were actlvely recrulted to

'flll the p051t10n to- serve the unexpired term on TPAC-'now, N

' therefore, -

" BE. IT RFSOLVED,
| That M11ton E. Fyre is epp01nted to serve the remalnder of

';the two—year term endlng October 1986 as a c1tlzen member of TPAC.

ADOPTED by the Counc1l of the Metropolltan Serv1ce Dlstrlct

this .=~ dayqu o ', 1985

1Ernie Bonner; Presiding Offieer

.2166C/392_7
05/31/85



