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CALL TO ORDBR AND ROLL CALL

I. INTRODUCTIONS

CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

SECOND FINANCIAL QUARTERLY REPORT

GOVERNMENT FINANCE OFFICERS ASSOCIATION
BUDGET AWARD

Ordinance No. 04-1035, For the Purpose of Amending Metro Code Chapter
2.04To Require Retention of Contract Records by Metro Contractors and to
Assure the Ability of Metro to Audit Contract Records.

Short

Stringer

Mcl-ain

7

CONSENT AGENDA

Consideration of Minutes for the February 19,2004 Metro Council Regular Meeting.

ORDINANCES _ FIRST READING

Ordinance No.04-1041, For the Purpose of Amending Metro's Regional
Framework Plan to better protect the region's farm and forest land industries
and land base, and Declaring an Emergency.

ORDINANCES - SECOND READING

Ordinance 04-1033, For the Purpose of Amending Metro Code Chapter 3.09
(Local Government Boundary Changes) to Allow Use of the Expedited Process
for Changes to the Metro District Boundary and to Clarify Criteria for
Boundary Changes, and Declaring an Emergency.

7.2 Newman



7.3 Ordinance No. 04-1039, For the Purpose of Amending the FY 2003-04 Budget Mclain
and Appropriations Schedule by Transferring $450,000 from Contingency to
Capital Outlay in the General Account in the Solid Waste Revenue Fund,
and Declaring an Emergency.

8. RESOLUTIONS

8.1 Monroe

8.2 Monroe

9. CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

9.1 Newman

9.2 Solid Waste report on possible Solid Waste Contract Extension for Transfer Hoglund
Stations

Resolution No. 04-3424, For the purpose of Authorizing the Chief
Operating Officer to enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement
with TriMet for completion of the South Corridor Project Final
Environmental Impact Statement.

Resolution No. 04-3427, For the Purpose of Responding to USDOT
Concerns, Revising the Conformity Determination Report and Re-adopting
the Portland Area Air Quality Conformity Determination for the 2004
Regional Transportation Plan and 2004 -07 Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program. (PUBLIC HEARING ONLY, NO FINAL ACTION)

Resolution No.04-3425, For the purpose of Authorizing the Chief
Operating Officer to Amend the Environmental consultant contracts
to Complete the South Corridor Project Final Environmental Impact
Statement.

Resolution No. 04-3426, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Exemption
from Competitive Bidding Requirements and Authorizing Issuance of
RFP #04- 1091 -SWR for the Operation of Metro South and/or the
Metro Central Transfer Stations.

EXECUTIVE SESSION HELD PURSUANT TO ORS 192.660(1Xe).
DELIBERATIONS WITH PERSONS DESIGNATED TO NEGOTIATE
REAL PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS.

Resolution No. 04-3421, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Execution
Of a Seven-Year Lease with Oregon Park Development, LLC.

11. CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER COMMUNICATION

12. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATION

ADJOURN

9.3

10.

l0.l

Park

Park



Television schedufe fol Feb. 2{. 2004 Metro Council meetine

Clackamas, Multnomsh and Washington counties, Vancouver, Wash'
Channel I I -- Community Access Network
w\!\\.\'()urtvt\'.orrr -- (503) 629-8534
Thursday, Feb.26 at2 p.m. (live)

Oregon City, Gladstone
Channel 28 - Willamette Falls Television
rvwrv.rvflvacccss.coru -- (503) 650-0275
Call or visit website for program times.

Portland
Channel 30 (CityNet 30) -- Portland Community Media
w*'!\'.r)crlv.orll -- (503) 288-l5l 5
Sunday, Feb. 29 at 8:30 p.m.
Monday, March I at 2 p.m.

Washlngton County
Channel30 -TVTV
\\:ww.vourtvt\.or[ -- (503) 629-8534
Saturday, Feb. 28 at 7 p.m.
Sunday, Feb. 29 at7 p.m.
Tuesday, March 2 at 6 a.m.
Wednesday, March 3 at 4 p.m.

West Linn
Channel 30 -- Willamette Falls Television
rvu,rv.u'ltvuccess,conr -- (503) 650-0275
Call or visit website for program times.

PLEASE NOTE: Show times are tentative and in some cases the entire meeting may not be shown due to length. Call or check your community
access station web site to confirm program times.

Agenda items may not be considered in the exact order. For questions about the agenda, call Clerk of the Council, Chris Billington, 797 -1542.
Public Hearings are held on all ordinances second read and on resolutions upon request ofthe public. Documents for the record must be submitted
to the Clerk ofthe Council to be considered included in the decision record. Documents can be submitted by email, fax or mail or in person to the
Clerk of the Council. For assistance per the American Disabilities Act (ADA), dial TDD 797 -1804 or 797-1540 (Council Office).



Agenda Item Number 5.1

Consideration of Minutes of the February 19, 2004 Regular Council meetings.

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Council Chamber



Agenda ltem Number 6.1

Ordinance No. 04-1041, For the Purposc of Amcnding Metro's l{egional
Framework Plan to better protect the region's larm and fbrest land industries

and land base, and Declaring an Emergency.

First Reading

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDTNG METRO'S )
REGIONAL FRAMEWORK PLAN TO BETTER )
PROTECT THE REGION'S FARM AND FOREST )
LAND INDUSTRIES AND LAND BASE, AND )
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY )

ORDINANCE NO. 04-1041

Introduced by Councilor Carl Hosticka

WHEREAS, Chapter I Land Use, Policy 1.12 Protection of Agriculture and Forest Resource
Land of Metro's Regional Framework Plan (RFP) calls upon Metro to protect agricultural and forest land,
but it does not offer guidance on how to achieve the policy when the Metro Council must expand the
urban growth boundary ruGB) to accommodate long-term urban population or employment growth and
must choose agricultural or forest land to satisfy a portion of the need for land; and

WHREAS, Metro sponsored a symposium on agriculture in the larger region around the Metro
Area on October 31,2003 ("Agriculture at the Edge"), at which farmers and others in the agricultural
industry expressed concem for the loss ofland to urbanization and conflicts between urban use and farm
practices and asked Metro to think of agriculture as an industry rather than as a reserve for future UGB
expansion; and

WHEREAS, Metro is studying approximately 29,000 acres of land, including 9,000 acres of
agricultural land, for possible addition to the UGB for industrial use, and must choose approximately
2,000 acres from among those lands; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council wants to avoid harm to the agricultural industry in the region;
now, therefore

THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS

I . Chapter 1 Land Use, Policy I . l2 Protection of Agriculture and Forest Resource Land of
Metro's Regional Framework Plan (RFP) is hereby amended as shown in Exhibit A, attached and
incorporated into this ordinance.

2. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, attached as Exhibit B and incorporated
into this ordinance, explain how the amendment of Chapter I Land Use, Policy I .12 Protection of
Agriculture and Forest Resource Land of the RFP complies with state and regional planning laws.

3. This ordinance is necessary for the immediate preservation of public health, safety and
welfare because the Metro Council must make a decision on expansion of the UGB for industrial land by
June 24,2004, to comply with Remand Order 03-WKTASK-001524 of the Land Conservation and
Development Commission. An emergency is therefore declared to exist, and this ordinance shall take
effect immediately, pursuant to Metro Charter Section 39(l).

Page I Ordinance No. 04- l04l
m:\allomcytonfidcnlial\7. I | .5.6\&- I 04 I .Chap I LU.Policy L I 2.02. D(X'
OMA/RPB/DBC/Sm 02/l t/04



ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of

Attest

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

2004.

Christina Billington, Recording Secretary

Page 2 Ordinance No. 04- I 041
m:\attom.y\conlidcnlial\7.1 1.5.6\04-l04l.Chap I LU.Policy 1,12.02.D()C'
OMA"iRPB/DBC/sm 02/l 8/04

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney



Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1041
Metro's Regional Framework Plan

Chapter I Land Use, Policy 1.12 Protection of Agriculture and Forest Lands

{-}?-P rotectio n of Agric u ltu re and Fo rest llestru++c-L ands

l.l2.l Agricultural and forest r.rseu+c+-land outside the UGB shall be consiclet'etl a re sittttal economic
antt cultur.al resource and be protected from urbanization ie

@onsistent with @. l-lolvevel'r N'lc+ro

reet€nizcs that alJ the *tetewide goals, incltrding Sto+ewidc (ioal l0; l-lousing.antl Gtml i4;
t]rbrani;,*rtion, are e t'eettml imporlanee to Ge als 3 and I whieh prtlteet agt'it:ulttrre attd fot'est

M
l . | 2.+Z {+tix++{eseu+e-{*ndt

the same soil classificatior: ftrr acldition to the UGB

@.tneuetrc
to the continuatiou clf comurercial auric:ulture in thc'region. antl shall not choose atrt'icultufal lantl
south of the Willantette River ancl u,est ol'tltc Ptttlding River.

l . I 2.2! Urb&ft-tr*fitnt'i€n
tr'iptsn$ien rrt'{

carry out Metro Council policv on protection of agricrrltural and ltrrest t'c'sout'ce pttlicy thtouqh
thc desisnation of Rural ltr.'Set'ves attd other llteasures.

l.n.A Forrrr anttr F<:rres{ Praetiees
Pre*eet *na strp

rvi+lr the Grern'th Gorrcept, ,\grie*lure nnd lbrestr) retluite loltg tenn eetlaittt)' el'lxtrlee tiort h't+tlt
;Metro shall work rvith

borin countles invcstment i

aqricultul'e and fore'stry and to reduce conflicts between urbanization and agt'icultural atld ftxest
l:ractices.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04- 1041
m:Ullomcy\confi dcnlial\7. I 1.5.6\04- I 04 l.Chap I LU.Policy l. I 2.02.D()C
OMA"/RPB/DBC/sm 02/lt/04
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Exhibit B to Ordinance No. 04-1041
Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law

lTo FoLLOWI

Exhibit B to Ordinance No. 04- 1041
m:Utlomcy\confidential\7.1 1.5.6\04-l04l.Chap I LU.Policy l.l2.02.DOC
OMA,/RPB/DBC/sm 0ZlEl04
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Agenda Item Number 7.1

Ordinance No. 04-I033, For the Purpose of Amending Metro Code
Chapter 3.09 (Local Government Boundary Changes) to Allow Use of the

Expedited Process for Changes to the Metro District Boundary and to Clarifu
Criteria for Boundary Changes; and Declaring an Emergency.

Second Reading

Metro Council Meeting
Tlrursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING
METRO CODE CHAPTER 3.09 (LOCAL
GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY CHANGES)
TO ALLOW USE OF THE EXPEDITED
PROCESS FOR CHANGES TO THE METRO
DISTRICT BOUNDARY AND TO CLARIFY
CzuTERIA FOR BOUNDARY CHANGES,
AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

ORDTNANCE NO. 04-I033

Introduced by Council President Bragdon
and Councilor McLain

WHEREAS, the Metro Council intends that territory added to the urban growth boundary

("UGB") become available for urbanization, consistent with the Urban Growth Management Functional

Plan ("UGMFP"), in a timely and orderly fashion; and

WHEREAS, the Council, pursuant to Metro Code Section 3.01.040, applies a design type from

the 2040 Growth Concept to the territory at the time the Council adds it to the UGB; and

WHEREAS, Title I I of the UGMFP (Planning forNew Urban Areas) ensures that territory added

to the UGB will not be urbanized until appropriate planning and zoning designations consistent with the

Growth Concept design type are applied by the responsible city or county; and

WHEREAS, there are circumstances in which territory added to the UGB should be annexed to

the Metro district quickly to facilitate the timely and orderly urbanization of the territory; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Chapter 3.09 (Local Government Boundary Changes) does not

currently authorize use of the expedited process, set forth in Section 3.09.045, for minor changes to the

Metro District boundary; and

WHEREAS, the criteria for boundary changes in Chapter 3.09 are not clear, as required by state

law; now, therefore,

THE METRO COUNCIL ORDATNS AS FOLLOWS:

l. Chapter 3.09 of the Metro Code is hereby amended, as indicated in Exhibit A, attached

and incorporated into this ordinance, in order to authorize annexation to the Metro District of territory in

the UGB through the expedited process for minor boundary changes in Chapter 3.09 and to clarify the

criteria for boundary changes.

Ordinance No. 04-1033
m:\atlomcy\confi dential\7. I 1.2\04- I 0ll.0M
OMA.TRPB/kvw (01/13/04)
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)
)
)
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2. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in Exhibit B, attached and incorporated

into this ordinance, demonstrate that these amendments to Chapter 3.09 comply with the Regional

Framework Plan and statewide planning laws.

3. This ordinance is necessary for the immediate preservation of public health, safety and

welfare because the time involved in processing applications for change to the Metro District boundary is

delaying the replenishment of the supply of project-ready industrial sites in the region. An emergency is

therefore declared to exist, and this ordinance shall take effect immediately, pursuant to Metro Charter

section 39(l).

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of 

- 

2004.

David Bragdon, Council President

ATTEST Approved as to Form:

Recording Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney

Ordinance No. 04-1033
m:unomcy\confidcntial\7. I 1.2tr4- I 013.004
OMA,/RPB/kvw (01/ll/04)
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Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
Amendments To Chapter 3.09

Local Government Boundary Changes

3.09.Q I 0 Purpose and Applicability

The purpose of this chapter is to carry out the provisions of ORS 268.354. This chapter applies to all
boundarychangeswithintheboundariesofMetro-orary[any

. Nothing in this chapter affects the
jurisdiction of the Metro Council to amend the region's Urban Growth Boundary ("UGB").

3.09.020 Definitions

As used in this chapter, unless the context requires otherwise:

(a) "Affected entity" means a county, city, or special district for which a boundary change is
proposed or is ordered.

(b) "Affected territory" means territory described in a petition.

(c) "Approving entity" means the goveming body of a city, county, city-county or district
authorized to make a decision on a boundary change, or its designee.

(d) "Boundary change" means a major or minor boundary change, involving affected
territory lying within the jurisdictional boundaries of Metro and the urban reserves designated by Metro
prior to June 30, 1997.

(e) "Contested case" means a boundary change decision by a city, county or district that is
contested or otherwise challenged by a necessary party.

(0 "District" means a district defined by ORS 198.710 or any district subject to Metro
boundary procedure act under state law.

(g) "Final decision" means the action by an approving entity whether adopted by ordinance,
resolution or other means which is the determination of compliance of the proposed boundary change
with all applicable criteria and which requires no further discretionary decision or action by the approving
entity other than any required referral to electors. "Final decision" does not include resolutions,
ordinances or other actions whose sole purpose is to refer the boundary change to electors or to declare
the results of an election.

(h)
city or district

"Major boundary change" means the formation, merger, consolidation or dissolution of a

(i) "Minor boundary change" means an annexation or withdrawal of territory to or from a
city or district or from a city-county to a city. "Minor boundary change" also means an extra-territorial
extension of water or sewer service by a city or district.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
mi\atlom€y\conlldenlial\7. I 1.2\04- I 0l3.Ex A.red.005
OMA.TRPB/hvw (01/ll/04)
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0) "Necessary parry" means: any county, city or district whose jurisdictional boundary or
adopted urban service area includes any part of the affected territory or who provides any urban service to
any portion of the affected territory, Metro, and any other unit of local government, as defined in ORS
190.003, that is a party to any agreement for provision of an urban service to the affected territory.

(k) "Petition" means a petition, resolution or other form of initiatory action for a boundary
change

(l) "Uncontested case" means a boundary change decision by an approving entity that is not
challenged by a necessary party to that decision.

(m) "Urban services" means sanitary sewers, water, fire protection, parks, open space,
recreation and streets, roads and mass transit.

3.09.030 Uniform Notice Requirements for Final Decisions

(a) The following minimum requirements apply to all boundary change decisions by an

approving entity. Approving entities may choose to provide more notice than required. These procedures
are in addition to and do not supersede the applicable requirements of ORS Chapters 197 , 198,221 and
222 and any city or county charter for boundary changes. Each approving entity shall provide for the
mannerofnoticeofboundarychangedecisionstoaffected'

(b) An approving entity shall. rvithin 30 days aller the rretition is completed, set a time for
@onaboundarychange-+i . The
approvingentitySha11givenoticeofitsbymai1ingnoticetoall
necessary parties, by weatherproof posting of the notice in the general vicinity of the affected territory,
and by publishing notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the affected territory. Notice shall be
mailed and posted at least 45 days prior to the date o{kleeisitrn.ihe headq for major boundary changes
and for those minor boundary changes which are not within the scope of adopted urban service provider
agreements and for which a shorter notice period has not been agreed to by all necessary parties.
However, notice of minor boundary changes to*;pee.t* districts may be mailed and posted at least 40 days
prior to the proposed date ofdeer,.ir*+-.!p-[gg!4g. Notice shall be published as required by state law.

(c) The notice of the date of the publi c hearinq. or of deliberati ons lf the decision is t
mac{e rvithout a healiug pursuant to Section 3.09.()45. shall: describe the affected territory in a manner
that allows certainty; state the date, time and place where the approving entity will consider the boundary
change; and state the means by which any interested person may obtain a copy of the approving entity's
report on the proposal. The notice shall state whether the approving entity intends to decide the boundary
change without a public hearing unless a necessary party requests a public hearing.

(d) An approving entity may adjourn or continue its final decision on a proposed boundary
change to another time. For a continuance later than 3l days after the time stated in the original notice,
notice shall be reissued in the form required by subsection (b) ofthis section at least I 5 days prior to the
continued date of decision. For a continuance scheduled within 3 I days of the previous date for decision,
notice shall be adequate if it contains the date, time and place of the continued date of decision.

(e) An approving entity's final decision shall be reduced to writing and authenticated as its
official act within€-five working days following the decision and mailed to Metro and to all necessary
parties to the decision. The mailing to Metro shall include payment to Metro of the filing fee required
pursuant to Section 3.09. I 10. The date of mailing shall constitute the date from which the time for appeal
runs for appeal of the decision to the Metro Boundary Appeals Commission.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
m:\attomcy\confidcntial\7. I 1.2\04- l03l.Ex /\.r.d.005
OMruRPB/kvw (01/13/o4)
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(0 Each county shall maintain a current map and list showing all necessary parties entitled to
receive notice ofproposed boundary changes. A county shall provide copies ofthe map, list, and any
changes thereto, to Metro.

3.09.040 Minimum Requirements for Petitions

(a) A petition for a boundary change shall be deemed complete if it includes the following
information:

(l) The jurisdiction of the approving entity to act on the petition;

(2) A narrative, legal and graphical description ofthe affected territory in the form
prescribed by the Metro Chief Operating Officer;

(3) For minor boundary changes, the names and mailing addresses of all persons
owning property and all electors within the affected territory as shown in the
records ofthe tax assessor and county clerk;

(4) A listing of the present providers of urban services to the affected territory;

(5) A listing of the proposed providers of urban services to the affected territory
following the proposed boundary change;

(6) The current tax assessed value of the affected territory; and

(7) Any other information required by state or local law; an{

(ti) An exDlanation horv the netition satisfies the criteria in subsections (d) or'(e) ol
3.09.050. in subsection (e) of 3.09.120. or in subsection (c) of 3.09.130.
whichever are applicable.

(b) A city.-<rr county. or Metro may charge a fee to recover its reasonable costs to carry out I

its duties and responsibilities under this chapter.

3.09.045 Expedited Decisions

(a) Approving entities may establish an expedited decision process that does not require a
public hearing-een*;isten+.*i+l*hir*ee+xm. Expedited decisions are not subject to the requirements of
Sections 3.09.030(b) and 3.09.050(a), (b), (c),(e) or (f1. The expedited decision process may only be util-
ized for minor boundary changes where the petition initiating the-nt+tN{reuntlary change is accompanied
by the written consent of one hundred percent (100%) of the property owners and at least fifty percent
(50%) of the electors, if any, within the affected territory.

(b) Notwithstandinq the notice rccluirements in subsection (b) ol section 3.09.030. +!he
expedited decision process must provide for a minimum of 20 days notice to a1l-k+eres+rtlJggg$illy
parties aud persons otherwise leeall-v entitled to notice. The notice shall state that the petition is subject to
the expedited process. The expedited process may not be utilized if a necessary parry gives written notice
of its intent to contest the decision prior to the date of the decision. A necessary party may not contest a

minor boundary change where the minor boundary change is explicitly authorized by an urban services
agreement adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
m:Ultomey\conlldential\7. I 1.2$4- I 0l3.Ex A.red.005
OMA"/RPB/kvw (01 /l.l/04)
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(c) At least seven days prior to the date of decision the approving entity shall make available
tothepublicabriefreportthatSection3.09.050(b),The
decisionrecordsha1ldemonstratecomp1iancewiththecriteria-ser++t+lndin@
(d)and (g) of Section 3.09.050.

(d) Decisions made pursuant to an expedited process are not subject to appeal{ry*a-neeessa+-v

flrirty pursuant to Section 3.09.070.

3.09.050 Uniform Hearine and Decision Requirements for Final Decisions Other Than Expedited
Decisions

(a)Thefollowingminimumrequirementsforhearingson@;iei*
netitions operate in addition to all procedural requirements for boundary changes provided for under
ORS chapters 198,221 and222. Nothing in this chapter rccruir"cs an anpr
hearins in addition to a hearin reouirc,cl bv ORS 221.040. or allows an approving entity to dispense with
a public hearing on a proposed boundary change when the public hearing is required by applicable state
statutes or is required by the approving entity's charter, ordinances or resolutions.

(b)NotIaterthanl5dayspriortothedatesetfora,the
approving entity shall make available to the public a report that addresses the criteria in subsections (d)
and (g){reftlr+ pjtEir_igqi9!, and+l** includes-ttt-r-+++ini+n*nr the following-intomglp!:

(l) The extent to which urban services presently are available to serve the affected
territory including any extra territorial extensions ofservice;

(2)

Irrnetional Planri; regional wtrau gnr*'tlr goals and oQieetives; urkratt Plonrring

fxtf+iesi

tt)--Whether the proposed boundary change will result in the withdrawal of the
affected territory from the legal boundary ofany necessary parfy; and

(5L) The proposed effective date of the decision.

(c) In order to have standing to appeal a boundary change decision pursuant to Section
3.09.070 a necessary party must appear at the hearing in person or in writing and state reasons why+he
@theboundarychangeisinconsistentwiththeapprova1criteria.Anecessaryparty
may not contest a boundary change where the boundary change is explicitly authorized by an urban
services agreement adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065. At any public hearing, the persons or entities
proposing the boundary change shall have the burden to prove that theaelr+io+rjrcpo;al meets the criteria
for a boundary change.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
m:\allom.y\confi denlial\7. I 3.2\04- I 0l3.Er A.red.oo5
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(d) An approving entity's final decision on a boundary change shall include findings and
conclusions
UGB and that the pronosal is consistent with:

(l) @plicable provisions in an urban servicelrc$d+r
agreement-eru+ner**iertpktn adopted pursuant to ORS 195.065 or an annexation
rllan adopted Dursuant to ORS 195 ;

(2) @plicable provisions ofltrrba++ .rl\y s99pqqU9
planning or other tr*r'eel

ldnnterl nr rrsr rn ttt tr'l pq. lQ 02Orr?\ nr nthpr nlennino5

(3)

aqreelnent between the affected entity and a necessary parry;

C'eniristene) w'ith speeilit'tlireetl)' aPplieoLrleClear and objective standards or
criteria for boundary changes contained in arrplicable comprehensive land use

plans and public facility plans;

(4) Corrsir,terre) n itlr specil'ie direetl!' apPlieable Clear and obiective standards or
criteria for boundary changes contained in the Regional Framework Plan or any
functional plan;

Whe{hcr lhe proptxed ehange will protttote tx not interlere r,' ith tlhe timely,
orderly and economic provisions of public facilities and services; and

(6) J'lte tenitory Iie+within tlre Urbon Girorvlh ll,otrndaryl anel

the boundary change inrtues@jhgl state and local lawg.

(e) Wlren lf there is no urban service agreement thatis
ttnol+e*bte applies to tlre aftected territor], and a boundary change decision is contested by a necessary
party, the approving sntity shall olr;o adtil'er+s arrtl eon&ideri infrrrtrra{iotr on t}re {i}llo*'itrg l'tteteirr; ifi
dererrrrining u,hether theplopor;edboutrtlary ehange rneetr; thrreriteria e[fieetitxrs 3'09,O50(tl]arrd (g)'
'Ilre findints and eonelusions adcptetl by the aPproving entity shell explairr lren' tlter;e faetors lrave kreell

@
(l) fhs relative tinaneial, ePeratienal and mana$erial eop$e ities ot altetnative

oroposed providers of-the4ispt*e.d urban services to the affected-ttren-.len jloly
have the tlnancial. operational and manaqerial capacity to provides the services;

(2) The qtralit!, ond guantity ol the ulban serviees ot isritte x'itlr-altertlfttive Ptovidet'$
of the ulFratr servir:es, including tliflererrees in eost uttd alltreations oleests ef tlrc
ser+i ; proposed providers ol:
turban services to the atlected territory can provide the necessary qualitll antl
quautity 0f service at a reasonable cost;

(3) There are no Pphysical factors
provision of urban services by-r+t *n*+tregqpAgd providers;

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
m:\auomcy\confi dcnlial\7. I 3.2S4- l0ll.Ex A.r.d.005
OMA./RPB/kvw (01/l l/M)
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(4) For protrcsel itJr.

qloidM unnecessary duplication of facilities;

(65) Economic, demographic and sociological trends and projections relevant to the
orovision of the urban services intlicate that seruices are feasible in the afltctecl
territory;

136) *+..'S+n*+The recipients of tax supported urban services-*++h'rgllLlslhglxlglll
possible. be the payers of the tax;

($Z) l@Allocation o[t]p costs to-tkenr*t*+ep-f op$gd urban service
providers of serving*e+.,+ee* new development and prior development will be
equitable.+anC

(0onlytenitoryalreadywithinthedefinedMetr@atthe
time may be annexed to a city-erirxikn{ed
in territery proposed fbr inrxrlrtuatiou inte + uew e it)'. However, cities may annex individual tax lots
parlially within and-w*l+et* o14g[!9 the@.

(g) A final boundary change decision by an approving entity shall state the effective date,
which date shall be no earlier than l0 days following the date that the rvritten decision is-retk+eeel+e

mailed to all necessary parties. However, a decision that has not been contested by any
necessary party may become effective upon adoption.

(h) Only territorry already rvithin the iurisdictionalbouudarv of Metro at the time a petitton is

complele may be aunexed to a citv.

3.09.060 Creation of Boundary Appeals Commission

(a) The Metro Boundary Appeals Commission is created to decide contested cases of final
boundary change decisions made by approving entities. The Metro Council shall appoint the Commission
which shall consist of three citizen members, one each to be appointed from a list of nominees provided
to the Metro Council President at least 30 days prior to the commencement of each term by Clackamas,
Multnomah and Washington counties, respectively. The Council shall appoint two of the members for a

initial four-year term and one for a nominal two-year term, the initial terms to be decided by chance;
thereafter, each commissioner shall serve a four year term. Each Commission member shall continue to
serve in that position until replaced. Commission members may not hold any elective public office.

(b) The Metro Chief Operating Officer shall provide staff assistance to the Commission and
shall prepare the Commission's annual budget for approval by the Metro Council.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
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(c) At its first meeting and again in its first meeting of each successive calendar year, the
Commission shall adopt rules of procedure that address, among other things, the means by which a

position is declared vacant and the means of filling a vacant position; and, the Commission at that first
meeting shall elect a chairperson from among its membership, who shall serve in that position until a

successor is elected and who shall preside over all proceedings before the Commission.

3.09.070 How Contested.Case Filed

(a) A necessary party to a final decision that has appeared in person or in writing as a party
in the hearing before the approving entity decision may contest the decision before the Metro Boundary
Appeals Commission. A contest shall be allowed only if notice of appeal is served on the approving
entity no later than the close of business on the lOth day following the date that the rvritten decision is

mailedtonecessaryparties.Acopyofthenoticeofappealsha11be
served on the same day on Metro together with proof of service on the approving entity, the affected
entity and all necessary parties. The notice of appeal shall be accompanied by payment of Metro's
prescribed appeal fee. Service ofnotice ofappeal on the approving entity, the affected entity and all nec-
essary parties by mail within the required time and payment of the prescribed appeal fee shall be
jurisdictional as to Metro's consideration of the appeal.

(b) An approving entity shall prepare and certifu to Metro, no later than 20 days following
the date the notice ofappeal is served upon it, the record ofthe boundary change proceedings.

(c) A contested case is a remedy available by right to a necessary party. When a notice of
appeal is filed, a boundary change decision shall not be final until resolution ofthe contested case by the

Commission.

(d) A final decision of an approving entity is subject to appeal to the Commission by a

necessary party when it is the last action that needs to be taken by the approving entity prior to the referral
ofthe boundary change to the electors in those cases where approval ofthe electors is required or
permitted.

3.09.080 Alternate Res.olution

(a) On stipulation of all parties to a contested case made at any time before the close of the

hearing before the Commission, the Commission shall stay further proceedings before it for a reasonable
time to allow the parties to attempt to resolve the contest by other means.

(b) A contested case that is not resolved by alternate means during the time allowed by the

Commission shall be rescheduled for hearing in the normal course.

3.09.090 Conduct of Hearine

(a) The Commission shall schedule and conduct a hearing on a contested case no later than
30 days after certification ofthe record ofthe boundary change proceedings.

(b) The Commission shall hear and decide a contested case only on the certified record of the

boundary change proceeding. No new evidence shall be allowed. The party bringing the appeal shall
have the burden ofpersuasion.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
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(c) The Commission shall hear, in the following order, the Metro staff report, if any;
argument by the approving entity and the affected entity; argument of the party that contests the decision
below; and rebuttal argument by the approving entity and the affected entity. The Commission may
question any person appearing before it. Metro staff shall not make a recommendation to the
Commission on the disposition of a contested case.

(d) The deliberations of the Commission may be continued for a reasonable period not to
exceed 30 days.

(e) The Chairperson may set reasonable time limits for oral presentation and may exclude or
limit cumulative, repetitious or immaterial testimony. The Chairperson shall cause to be kept a verbatim
oral, written, or mechanical record of all proceedings before the Commission.

(0 No later than 30 days following the close of a hearing before the Commission on a
contested case, the Commission shall consider its proposed written final order and shall adopt the order
by majority vote. The order shall include findings and conclusions on the criteria for decision listed in
subsections (d) and (q) of Section 3.09.0509t1)+nAg;. The order shall be deemed final when reduced to
writing-n++he-kxr+*Cep+cC, and served by mailing on all parties to the hearing.

(g) The Commission shall affirm or deny a final decision made below based on substantial
evidence in the whole record. The Commission shall have no authority to remand a decision made below
for further proceedings before the approving entity, and may only stay its proceedings to allow for
alternate resolution as provided for in this chapter.

3.09.100 Ex Parte Communications to the Boundary Appeals Commission

Commission members shall place in the record a statement of the substance of any written or oral ex parte
communication on a fact in issue made to them during the pendency of the proceeding on a contested
case. A parfy to the proceeding at its request shall be allowed a reasonable opportunity to rebut the
substance of the communication.

3.09. I l0 Ministerial Functions of Metro

(a) Metro shall create and keep current maps of all service provider service areas and the
jurisdictional boundaries of all cities, counties and special districts within Metro. The maps shall be made
available to the public at a price that reimburses Metro for its costs. Additional information requested of
Metro related to boundary changes shall be provided subject to applicable fees.

(b) The Metro Chief Operating Officer shall cause notice of all final boundary change
decisions to be sent to the appropriate county assessor(s) and elections officer(s), the Secretary ofState
and the Oregon Department of Revenue.

(c) The Metro Chief Operating Officer shall establish a fee structure for establishing the
amounts to be paid upon filing notice of city or county adoption of boundary changes, appeals to the
Boundary Appeals Commission and for related services. The fee schedule shall be filed with the Council
Clerk and distributed to all cities, counties and special districts within the Metro region.

Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
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3.09.120 Minor Boundary Chanees to Metro's Boundary

(a) Minor boundary changes to the Metro Boundary may be initiated by Metro. the city or
county responsible frlr concent planning lor the aft'ected tetritorv specitled pursuant to Metro Clode
Section 3.01 .040. property owr€rs--r#electors, orjlhgg as-e+herw+rc provided by law. Petitions shall
meet the minimum requirements of Section 3.09.040 above. The Chief Operating Officer shall establish a

filing fee schedule for petitions that shall reimburse Metro for the expense of processing and considering
petitions. The fee schedule shall be filed with the Council.

(b) Notice of proposed minor boundary changes to the Metro Boundary shall be given as

required pursuant to Section 3.09.030.

(c) Hearings will be conducted consistent with the requirements of Section 3.09.050. When
it takes action on a minor boundary change, the Metro Council shall consider the requirements of Section
3.09.050 and all provisions of applicable law.

(d)MinorboundarychangestotheMetroBoundaryto
i++ the exoedited orocess set lbrth in Secti<ln 3.09.0115.

(e) The followi ns criteria shallanolv in lieu of the critet'iit set in subsection (cl) or (e) of
0t).050 to Metro Co

on a boundarv change shall include f indinqs and conclusions to demonstrate tltat:

( l) The atf-ect territorY lies within the UGB: and

(2\ U n()n ilnnexaf iorr to the rlistrir:t- the ;rffected territorv will her:orrre srrhier:t t(r the
intorirn nrnlr'r.l irrrr cllnd t:^"th ;'. l\il,"tr.r Cn.la cantinn ? fl? I l)O rnr{ rnrr ^,,-.1 ; +i.,- ,,.^^",.,1 t.., rh-SIset
ordinance addinq the territory to the UCB.

(.f) Contested case appeals of decisions regarding minor boundary changes to the Metro
Boundary are subject to appeal as provided in Section 3.09.070.

-1.()9. l3() Incornt>ratitln tlf a ('ity that lncludes Territory Within Metro's Botrndary

(a) A netition to inr:orr"lorate a citv tlrat includes teritorv rvi M tro's Irr isrlir:lional
boundarJ shall cornply with the nrininrum notice reqttirements in section 3.09.0-30. the minirrrurn
requirements tbrapetition in section 3.09.040. the hearins and decision requirentents ir subsestions (a).
(c). and (fl of section 3.09.050. antl the contested case recluirements antl hearing provisions of 3.09.070.
3.09.0t10, 3.09.090. and -1.09. I 00.

rb) A 1() nc()nrorate a citv that includes tetritorv rvi in N4etro's i urisd ictio nal
H

such territory shall not ze urbanization of'that lerritorv until thc' Council includes thc'
i iirrr trlr\/ tn tlre I TGR nurcrrnf t,r l\,{,'trn Cnrl,' Chant,'r 'l O I

(c) l'he fbllorvi rrp criteri:r shall annlv in lieu clf the criteria set in Sectionh 3 0t).05()( tl t

and [e). An anurovinq entity shall demonstrate that incorooration of the nerv city complies with the
fbllou,ing criteria:

il) At least 150 neonle reside in the tc-rritorv oronosed for

Page 9 -
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(2) narl of the territorv nrooosed frlr incoroot'alion within the bounclarv of
anothcr incomorated city. as prohibited in ORS 221 .020:

(r) The oetition comolies with the of ORS 221.0-ll:

-+l The netitioner's economic hilitv stlfenlent conrnlies with the renrriri'rrrcnls

ol'ORS 221.0351

5 \ l l sor.ne of the lerritrlrv t'rrr inr:ornoration lies outsi the lVletro I lCiB(

that portion ol'tlle teritorv confouns to thc requireurents oIORS 22 I.0-14:

(6) e netitioner's econonric feasibilitv statement that the citv must olan
for averase residential densitv of ert least 10 d\.velling units per net developable residential acre or strch

other densitv srrecified in Title I (Requirernents Ior Housing and Emplovntent Accommodation) of the

tJrban (irorvth Manaeement Functional Plan: and

7) Anv r:itv whose annrtlval of th,' i rrr:ornor:rt'ion i reorrired hv O Sl?l 0il(4)hasS

given its approval or has lailecl to act rvithin the time snecified in that statute.
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STAFF REPORT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING METRO CODE CHAPTER 3.09 (LOCAL
GOVERNMENT BOLINDARY CHANGES) TO ALLOW USE OF THE EXPEDITED
PROCESS FOR CHANGES TO THE METRO DISTRICT BOI.'NDARY AND TO
CLARIFY CzuTERIA FOR BOLTNDARY CHANGES, AND DECLARING AN
EMERGENCY

Date: January 14,2004

PROPOSED ACTION

Adoption of ordinance 04-1033 amending Metro Code Chapter 3.09 (Local Government Boundary
Changes) to allow use of the expedited process for changes to the Metro district boundary and to clarify
criteria for boundary changes, and declaring an emergency.

BACKGROUND

Attached to this memorandum is a draft ordinance amending the Metro Code on boundary changes. The
Office of Metro Afforney ("OMA") drafted the changes to accomplish several objectives:

To make the process of annexing territory to the Metro district easier and faster.
To specifr the process and criteria for incorporation of a new city within Metro's
boundary.
To make the criteria for boundary changes clearer and more objective.
To bring the code in line with state and local law and with Metro's experience.

OMA recommends that the Council adopt these changes following public comments and the revisions
that may follow from those comments.

l. Ease the Process for Annexation to the Metro District

The Metro Code on annexations (Chapter 3.09) provides an expedited process for "consent" annexations
to which no "necessary party" (defined) objects. The current code, however, expressly makes this
expedited process unavailable for annexations to the Metro district. The draft ordinance would amend the
code to make "consent" annexations to the district eligible for the faster process. [Note: the Council
added a requirement to Title I I (Planning for New Urban Areas) that territory added to the UGB be
annexed to the district prior to urbanization.]

2. Specifv Process and Criteria for Incorporation of New Cities

The Metro Code does not specifu a process or criteria tailored to the incorporation of a new city within
Metro's boundary. The draft ordinance adds a new section aimed particularly at such incorporations,
such as the incorporation of Damascus. The proposed revisions also reflect recent changes in the statutes
on incorporations in the Metro area.

Prepared by:
Presented by

Dick Benner
Dick Benner

l.
2.

3.
4.
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3. Make Criteria Cleare,r and More O,bjective

The Metro statute - ORS Chapter 268 - requires Metro to establish clear and objective criteria for review
ofproposed boundary changes t268.354(l)(d)1. The criteria in the current code are subject to criticism on
this count. The draft ordinance moves the criteria toward greater clarity and objectivify while addressing
the subjects and policies in the current code.

4. Brins the Code up to Date

There have been changes both to the statutes on boundary changes and LCDC rules that have made

several provisions in the Metro Code on boundary changes out of date. The proposed revisions bring the

code into line with recent changes to state law on incorporation of new cities (e.g., special provisions for
new cities whose boundary would include land both within and outside Metro's UGB). The revisions
also respond to changes in LCDC's rules on urban reserves (urban reserves no longer required).

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

l. Known opposition

None at this time

2. Legal antecedents

ORS chapters 198 and 268; Metro Code chapter 3.09 (Local Government Boundary Changes).

3. Anticipated effects

If the proposed revisions are made to the Metro Code on boundary changes, review of proposed boundary
changes will become faster and will require fewer public and private resources for processing the

changes. This will especially be true for changes to the Metro district boundary.

4. Budeet impacts

If the proposed revisions are made to the Metro Code on boundary changes, the staff anticipates that
fewer resources (time, contract funds) will be required for the processing changes to the Metro district
boundary.

Ordinance No. 04-1033 Staff Report
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Agenda Itern Number 7.2

Ordinance No. 04-1035, For the Purpose of Amending Metro Code Chapter 2.04 to Require Retention of Contract
Records by Metro Contractors and to Assure the Ability of Metro to Audit Contract Records.

Second Reading

Metro Council Meeting
Tlrursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COI-]NCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDTNG
METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.O4TO
REQUIRE RETENTION OF CONTRACT
RECORDS BY METRO CONTRACTORS
AND TO ASSURE THE ABILITY OF
METRO TO AUDIT CONTRACT RECORDS

ORDINANCE NO. 04-I035

Introduced by Metro Auditor Alexis Dow

)
)
)
)
)

WHEREAS, Metro is required from time to time to contract for the provisions of goods
and services and for the construction of public improvements; and

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest to assure that Metro's public contracts, personal
services contracts and public improvement contracts are performed in accordance with the terms
upon which the parties to those contracts have agreed; and

WHEREAS, an important element of assuring the appropriate performance of Metro's
contractors and subcontractors is the ability to inspect, audit and review all of the records related
to such contracts; now therefore,

THE METRO COI-INCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Sectiqn l. Section 2 of this Ordinance is hereby added to and made a part of Metro Code
Chapter 2.04, Metro Contract Policies.

Section 2. Contract Provisions Requirine Records Maintenance and Permittine Audits

(a) All Metro contracts of $50,000 or more shall require contractors and
subcontractors to maintain all fiscal records relating to such contracts in accordance with
generally accepted accounting principles. In addition, such contracts also shall require
contractors and subcontractors to maintain any other records necessary to clearly
document:

(l) The performance of the contractor, including but not limited to the
contractor's compliance with contract plans and specifications,
compliance with fair contracting and employment programs,
compliance with Oregon law on the payment of wages and
accelerated payment provisions; and compliance with any and all
requirements imposed on the contractor or subcontractor under the
terms of the contract or subcontract;

(2) Any claims arising from or relating to the performance of the
contractor or subcontractor under a public contract;
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(3) Any cost and pricing data relating to the contract; and

(4) Payments made to all suppliers and subcontractors

(b) All Metro contracts of $50,000 or more shall require contractors and
subcontractors to maintain records for the longer period of (i) six years from the date of
final completion of the contract to which the records relate or (ii) until the conclusion of
any audit, controversy or litigation arising out of or related to the contract.

(c) All Metro contracts of $50,000 or more shall contain provisions requiring
contractors and subcontractors to make records available to Metro and its authorized
representatives, including but not limited to the staff of any Metro department and the
staff of the Metro Auditor, within the boundaries of the Metro region, at reasonable times
and places regardless of whether litigation has been filed on any claims. Such contracts
shall also provide that if the records are not made available within the boundaries of
Metro, the contractor or subcontractor agrees to bear all of the costs for Metro employees,
and any necessary consultants hired by Metro, including but not limited to the costs of
travel, per diem sums, salary, and any other expenses that Metro incurs, in sending its
employees or consultants to examine, audit, inspect, and copy those records. Such
contracts shall further provide that if the contractor elects to have such records outside
these boundaries, the costs paid by the contractor to Metro for inspection, auditing,
examining and copying those records shall not be recoverable costs in any legal
proceeding.

(d) All Metro contracts of $50,000 or more shall contain provisions by which
contractors and subcontractors authorize and permit Metro and its authorized
representatives, including but not limited to the staff of any Metro department and the
staff of the Metro Auditor, to inspect, examine, copy and audit the books and records of
any contractor or subcontractor, including tax returns, financial statements, other
financial documents and any documents that may be placed in escrow according to any
contract requirements. Metro shall keep any such documents confidential to the extent
permitted by Oregon law, subject to the provisions of subsection (e).

(e) All Metro contracts of $50,000 or more shall contain provisions by which
contractors and subcontractors agree to disclose the records requested by Metro and agree
to the admission of such records as evidence in any proceeding between Metro and the
contractor or subcontractor, including, but not limited to, a court proceeding, arbitration,
mediation or other alternative dispute resolution process.

(0 All Metro contracts of $50,000 or more shall contain provisions by which
contractors and subcontractors agree that in the event such records disclose that Metro is
owed any sum of money or establish that any portion of any claim made against Metro is
not warranted, the contractor or subcontractor shall pay all costs incurred by Metro in
conducting the audit and inspection. Such contracts shall further provide that such costs
may be withheld from any sum that is due or that becomes due from Metro.
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(g) Failure of the contractor or subcontractor to keep or disclose records as

required by this Ordinance or any solicitation document may result in disqualification as

a bidder or proposer for future Metro contracts as provided in ORS 279.037 and Metro
Code Section 2.04.070(c), or may result in a finding that the contractor or subcontractor
is not a responsible bidder or proposer as provided in ORS 279.029 and Metro Code
Section 2.04.052.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 

- 
day of ,2004

David Bragdon, Council President

Attest: Approved as to Form:

Recording Secretary

MDFAaj
M :\atlomey\confi d.ntial\R-OU00l-r-o\Ord.
t2t22t2003

0l-XXXX v.2 Records Maint Chap 2.04.doc

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 04-I035, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING
METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.O4TO REQUIRE RETENTION OF CONTRACT RECORDS BY
METRO CONTRACTORS AND TO ASSURE THE ABILITY OF METRO TO AUDIT
CONTRACT RECORDS

Prepared by: Metro Auditor
Alexis Dow

Date: January 28,2004

BACKGROUND

Metro does not currently have the right to inspect and review contractor records. This ordinance would
require contractors to retain all fiscal records relating to such contracts in accordance with generally
accepted accounting principles fiscal records and make them available to Metro departments and the

Metro Auditor.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

l. Known Opposition
None

2, Legal Antecedents
City of Portland Code section 5.33.410 - See Attachment A

3. Anticipated Effects
Adoption of Ordinance 04-1035 will ensure:
o the ability to assure that Metro's public contracts, personal services contracts and public

improvement contracts are performed in accordance with the terms upon which the parties to
those contracts have agreed

o the ability to inspect, audit and review all ofthe records related to such contracts.

4. Budget Impacts
None

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Metro Auditor recommends the adoption of Odinance 04-1035



Ordinance No.04-1035

Attachment I

Portland City Code
5.33.410 Records Maintenance; Right to Audit Records.
(Amended by Ordinance No. 176675, effective July 3, 2002.)

A. Contractors and subcontractors shall maintain all fiscal records relating to a contract executed with
the City in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. In addition, contractors and

subcontractors shall maintain any other records necessary to clearly document:
1. Their performance. Performance includes, but is not limited to, compliance with plans and
specifications, compliance with fair contracting and employment programs, compliance with
Oregon law on payment of wages and accelerated payment provisions, and any and all
requirements imposed on the contractor or subcontractor under the contract or subcontract;
2. Any claims arising from or relating to their performance under a public contract;
3. Any cost and pricing data; and,
4. Payment to suppliers and subcontractors.

B. Such records shall be maintained for a period of six years from the date of final completion of the
contract or until the conclusion ofany audit, controversy or litigation arising out ofor related to a
contract, whichever is longer, unless a shorter period of time is authorized in writing by the City.

C. Contractors and subcontractors shall make all their records available to the City within the
boundaries of the City of Portland, Oregon, at reasonable times and places regardless of whether litigation
has been filed on any claims. If the records are not made available within the boundaries of the City, the
contractor or subcontractor shall pay all costs for City employees, and any necessary consultants hired by
the City, including travel, per diem costs, salary, and any other expenses incurred by City in sending its
employees or consultants to examine, audit, inspect, and copy those records. If the contractor elects to
have such records outside these boundaries, the costs paid by the contractor to the City for inspection,
auditing, examining and copying those records are not recoverable costs in any legal proceeding.

D. The City and its authorized representatives shall be entitled to inspect, examine, copy and audit the
books and records ofany contractor or subcontractor upon request by the City for any reason, including
any documents that may be placed in escrow according to any contract requirements. The records that
may be inspected and copied include financial documents of the contractor, including tax returns and
financial statements. The City will keep such documents confidential to the extent permitted by Oregon
law, subject to Paragraph E below.

E. Contractors and subcontractors agree to disclose the records requested by the City and agree to their
admission as evidence in any proceeding between the parties, including, but not limited to a court
proceeding, arbitration, mediation or other alternative dispute resolution process.

F. In the event that the records disclose that the City is owed money or establishes that any portion of
any claim made against the City is not warranted, the contractor or subcontractor shall pay all costs
incurred by the City in conducting the audit and inspection. Such costs may be withheld from any sum
due or that becomes due to the contractor by the City.



G. Failure of the contractor or subcontractor to keep or disclose records as required by PCC 5.33.410 or
a solicitation document may result in disqualification as a bidder or proposer for future City contracts as

provided in PCC 5.33.330 B.4, or may result in a finding that the contractor or subcontractor is not a
responsible bidder or proposer as provided in PCC 5.33.300 B.4.



Agenda Item Number 7.3

Ordinance No.04-1039, For the Purpose of Amending the F'Y 2003-04 Budget and
Appropriations Schedule by Transferring $450,000 fiom Contingency to Capital Outlay in the

Ceneral Account in the Solid Waste Revenue Fund; and Declaring an Emergency.

Second Reading

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COI.]NCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE FY )
2003-04 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS )
SCHEDULE BY TRANSFERING $45O,OOO FROM )
CONTINGENCY TO CAPITAL OUTLAY IN )
THE GENERAL ACCOUNT IN THE SOLID )
WASTE REVENUE FUND, AND DECLARING )
AN EMERGENCY. )

ORDINANCE NO. 04-I039

Introduced by Mike Jordan, Chief Operating
Officer, with the concurrence of the Council
President

WHEREAS, the Metro Council has reviewed and considered the need to transfer
appropriations within the FY 2003-04 Budget; and

WHEREAS, the need for the transfer of appropriation has been justified; and

WHEREAS, adequate funds exist for other identified needs; now, therefore,

THE METRO COLTNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS

l. That the FY 2003-04 Budget and Schedule of Appropriations are hereby amended as shown
in the column entitled "Revision" of Exhibits A and B to this Ordinance for the purpose of
transferring $450,000 from Contingency to Capital Outlay in the General Account in the
Solid Waste Fund.

2. This Ordinance being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public health, safety or
welfare of the Metro area in order to meet obligations and comply with Oregon Budget Law,
an emergency is declared to exist, and this Ordinance takes effect upon passage.

ADoPTEDbytheMetroCouncilthisdayof-,2004.

David Bragdon, Council President

Attest: Approved as to Form:

Christina Billington, Recording Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney



Exhibit A
Ordinance No 04-1039

Current
Budpet

FTE Amounl
Revision

Amended
Budset

ACCT DES

Total Personal Services
Total Materials & Services

FTE

108.70 8,680,433 0.00
35,167,274

0
0

108.70 8,680,433
35,167,274

TOTAI, REOI]IREMENTS 108.70 s41-R47-707 0.00 s0 108.70 s43.847.707

f)ebt Service st -sll -427 s0 st-5tl-427

Landfi ll Closure Materials Services $192,400 $0 $ r 92.400

Landfill Closure Capital O $1.008,200 $0 s r.008.200

TOTAI,I,ANDFILL IR F:, RF],OI II RF:,MF],NTS sr.200.600 s0 sr 200-600

TOTAL RENEWAL & ,ACEMR,NT REOIJIREMENT| 52.899.000 s0 s2.899.000

General Account
L:aDttal uatlav

Environmenlal & Eneineerine Services
CAPNOI Capilal Outloy (Non-CIP Projects)

5720 Buildings & Related (non-CIP)
5740 Equipment & Vehicles (non-CIP)

CAPCIP Capital Outlay (CIP Projects)
5725 Buildings & Related (CIP)

20,000
45,000

850,000 450,000

0
0

20,000
45,000

r,300,000

TOTAL GENERAL INT RF:,OT]IREMENTS $915.000 s1.365.000

TOTAI, MASTER ACCOIINTREOIIIREMENT S35O.OOO s0 $350.000

TOTAL RECYCLING ASSISTANCEACCOUN STOO.OOO s0 s700.000

General Expenses

Total Interfund Tra s4.209.801 $0 s4.209.[t01

Continsencv and Endins Balance
CONT Contingency

5999 Contingency* Operating Account (Operating Contingency)* Landfill Closure Account
* Renewal & Replacement Account

UNAPP Unappropriated Fund Balance
5990 Unappropriated Fund Balance* Debt Service Account (Metro Central)

* General Account (Working Capital)* Reserve Account (Metro Central)
* General Account (Rate Stabilization)
* General Account (Capital Reserve)

2,000,000
5,t62,527
4,195,81 l

1,376,733
5,759,668
2,945,270
I,738,898
3,196,'768

450,( 000)
0
0

I,550,000
5,162,527
4,195,811

0
0
0
0
0
0

1,37 6,733
5,759,668
2,945,270
I,738,898
3,t96,768

and En
ndesAccount

$450.000



Exhibit B
Ordinance No.04-1039

FY 2OO3.O4 SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Current
Appropriation Revision

Amended
Appropriation

SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND
Operating Account

ng Expenses ( PS & M&S) $43,847,707 $o $43, 847,707
Subtotal 43,847,707 0 43,847,707

Debt Service Account
Debt Service 1,511,427 0 1 ,511,427

Subtotal 1.511,427 0 1 .511.427

Landfill Closure Account
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay

192,400
1,008,200

0
0

192,400
1,008,200

Subtotal 1.200.600 0 1.200,600

Renewal and Replacement Account
Capital Outlay 2,899,000 0 2,899,000

Subtotal 2,899,000 0 2.899.000

General Account
Capital Outlay 915,000 450,000 1,365,000

Subtotal 915,000 450, 000 1,365.000

Master Project Account
Debt Service 350,000 0 350,000

Subtotal 350,000 0 350,000

Recycling Business Assistance Account
Materials & Services 700 000 0 700 000

Subtotal 700.000 0 700,000

General Expenses
lnterfund Transfers 4,209,801 0 4,209,801

n 11,35 338 450 000 10 90 338
Subtotal 15.568.139 (450,000) 15.118.139

Unappropriated Balance 15,017,337 0 15,017,337

Total Fund Requirements $82,009,210 $o $82,009,210



STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF ORDINi\NCE NO. 0,1-1039 FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING
THE FY 2OO3-04 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE BY TRANSFERRING
S45O,OOO FROM CONTINGENCY TO CAPITAL OUTLAY IN THE GENERAL ACCOLTNT
TN THE SOLID WASTE REVENUE FUND, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

Date: Jarrrrarlt 26. 2004 Prepared by: Mike Hoglund
Paul Ehinger

BACKGROUND

The Northem Tip Floor Renovation project is included in the Capital Improvement Plan and was
approved for bidding by the Metro Council by Resolution No. 03-3294, For the Purpose of Authorizing
the Issuance of a Request for Bid No. 03-1056-SW to construct the Metro South Station Northern Tip
Floor (Bay 2) Renovation, adopted April 17,2003. The Solid Waste & Recycling Department anticipated
that the construction would take place during the 2002-03 and 2003-04 fiscal years. At the time the
resolution was approved, our design firm estimated the construction cost at $887,000. The 2002-03
budget included $667,000 for the project and the 2003-04 budget included $544,000. The Department
anticipated significant expenses during May and June of 2003 and that funds would be "carried forward"
from the 2002-03 budget, if needed, to complete the work. Construction on the project was not started
until after the end of the 2002-03 fiscal year. Unfortunately, the needed funds were not carried forward
prior to the curoff for amending the budget. In addition, the low bid of $949,600 exceeded the engineer's
estimate of construction cost. The increase in the construction cost is partially due to a different
interpretation of code requirements. The $450,000 transfer is intended to cover the difference between the
contract amount and the 2003-04 appropriation for the project and an additional $45,000 to cover any
change orders. This action will also amend the FY 2003-04 Capital Improvement Plan.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

L Known 0pposition None

2. Legal Antecedents Under Oregon Budget [au,. an olclinance is required to amend the aclopted bud.eet

and appropriation schedule.

3. Anticipated Effects This anrenclment will shift appropliation liom C'ontingency to Capital Outlay in
the General Account in the Solid Waster and Recycling Fund. The pueose o{'this shift is to allow
courplc'ting of the Northern Tip Floor Renovation autltolizedby the Metro Cotrncil in Resolution Ntl.
03-3294.

4. Budget Impacts This amendnrent does nol increase total appropriations fbr thc FY 200-l-04 budget
year iu this fund. This amendrnent allou,s the transler of up to $450,000 from contingency to the
Geueral Account.There is au increase in proiect cost ol'$62,500, or about 7')6.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Chief Operating Officer recommends approval of Ordinance No 04-1039



Agenda ltem Number 8.1

Resolution No. 04-3424, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Chief Operating Ofhcer to enter into an
lntergovemmental Agreement with TriMet for completion of the South Corridor Project Final Environmental

Impact StatemenL

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Cour-rcil Chan-rber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING THE )
C'IIIE}.'OI'ERATING Ot.}]ICBR TO ENTER INTO )

AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITI{ )

TRIMF.T F-OR C'OMPLETION OIr THIr SOUTH )
CORRIDOR PROJECT (I-20.5/PORTLAND N,IALL) )
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEN,IENT )

RESOLUTION NO. 04-3424

Introduced by Councilor Brian Newman

WHEREAS, the South Clorridor Project is the Metro Area's next light rail transit priority project
fol Fecleral Nerv Starts Funtiing after the North Corridor Interstate MAX Light Rail Project: and

WHEREAS, authorizatiou of }:'ederal Nerv Starts Funding for the South Corridor Project will
rcquire that the N'letro Area rnaintain an aggressive, scheclule to get the project included in the next Federal
6-year Surt'ace Transportation Bill; and

WHEREAS, in December of 2002 the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and Metro puhlished the South Corridor Project SDEISI and

WHEREAS, on April 17. 2003, the Metro C-ouncil applovecl Resolution No. 0-1-3303 (For the
Purpose of Amending the Locally Preferred Strategy For the SouthAJorth Corridor Project to Define a

Two-Phased Major Transit Investment Strategy For the South Corridor, With the I-205 Light Rail Transit
Project as the Phase I Locally Preferred Alternative Followed By the Milwaukie Light Rail Transit
Project in Phase 2), adopting a two-phased Locally Pret'erred Allcntative (LPA) lbr the Sorrth Coridor
Prtrject. including the I-20-5 LRT Alignrnent as Phase I and tlte Milrvaukie LRT Alignment as Phase 2;
and

WHEREAS, in October of 2003 the FTA, FHWA and Metro published the Dorvntown Portland
Arnenclrrrent to the South Clorridor Prcrject SDEIS; and

WHEREAS, on January 15, 2004, thr- Metro Councilapprov'ed Ilcsolution No. 04-3,103 (Forthe
Purpose of Finalizing the Decision to Add the Portland Mall Alignment to the Locally Preferred
Alternative For Phase I of the South Conidor Light Rail Project), altirnting the Porlland Mall light rail
transit aligumeut as the LPA for dclrvntorvn Portlartcl: and

WHEREAS, on January 15, 2004, the Metro Council approved Itesolution No. 03-3372 (For the
Purpose of Atnending the SouthNorth Lancl Use FinalOrder, to [nclude the Tlvo Phases of the Sotrth
C'orridor Project Consisting of the Addition of the I-205 Light RailTransit Project From Gatervay to
C'[ae:kamas Regional Center With the Downtorvn Portland Transit Mall Alignment. and Modillcations of
the Proposed Light Rail From Milwaukie to Cllackauras Regional Center, and to Reflect From Milwaukie
to Clackamas Regional Center. and to Reflect the Final lnterstate Max Design), arnending the
SouthNorth Lancl Use Final Olcler (LUf'O) to include the 1-205. Portland Mall and Milwaukie light rail
transit aligrrments; and

WHEREAS, Metro serves as the local leacl agency for regionally significant transit projects u,ith
assistance tl'om TriMet cluring the planning phase ancl for the preparation of the Environmetrtal hnpact
Statemenl: antl

Resolution No. 04-3424
M :lauomey\conlidcnlial\ROU004-R-O\Rcslutio6\(N-l424.02.Cln.DoC
PLAN/SK/OMA/RPB/sm 021 | I /04
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WHEREAS, in October of 1999 Metro executecl an IGA r.vith TriMet fcrr project clesign
assistance dLrring the Planning Phasc o1'tlre South C'orridor Project that allorved Mctro to pay I'or Tril\4et's
design assistance during the planning phase of the project; and

WHEREAS, local lead agerlcy responsibility lbr the project shifis fi'onr Metro to TdMet after the
selection cll'the Loc:ally Pret-erred Altemative (LPA) wl:en TriN{et takes the leaci to colnplete Prclirninary
Engineering (PE), Final Design (FD). construction attcl operation of the project; and

WHEREAS, entering into a revenue Intergovemmental Agreemeut (lGA) with TriMet will allow
TriMet to reintbnrse Metro lbr work required to courplete the envirortmental process reqttired by the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) that will be docutnentecl in the FEIS, norv theretbre

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council hereby authorizes the Chief O1)erating Offlcer tir
execute the IGA with TriMet attachccl hereto as to tbrm to the Stal'f Report. The ICiA will provide
approxiurately 52.7 rnillion tbr Metro staff and consultant wolk on the South C'on'idor proiect (l-
205iPortlancl Mall) FEIS.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 26th day of February,2004.

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney

Resolution No. 04-3424
M :\afl omcy\confi d.ntial\R{U004-R-O\Rcsolutions\04-l424.02.Cln.DOC
PLAN/SK/OMA/RPB/sm 02 I I I /04
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 04-3121, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AUTIIORIZING TItE ClllllrF OPTIRATINC; OFI;ICER TO ENTEII INTO AN
INTERGOVEITNMENTAL AGRTIEMENT WITIT TRIMET FOR C,OMPLETION OF
TFIE SOUTH CORRIDOR PROJECT (I-205/PORTLAND MALL) FINAL
IINVIRONM L]NTAL IN,{PACT STATEM ENT

Date: Fetrruary 12,2004

BACKGROUND

Prepared by: Sharon Kell.v

Thc South Corridor Project (l-20-s and thc Portland llall) is thc Metro Area's next light rail priority tor
Fecleral Nelv Starts furrding. Completion of the Federally urandated Euvit'ontnental lmpact Staternent (EIS)
musr be ckrne prior to t'ederal approval of funding for flnal design atrcl constntction of the project. The Sotrth
C'orliclor Project represerrts the southern porlion olthc [arger South/North Project. Interstate MAX is the
northern parl and is expected to open this spring. Phase 2 olthe South Corridor Project will inc:lude the
Milrvaukie light rail project.

N,letro typically acts as tlre local lead agency during thc planning process l'or thcse large rnulti-jurisdictronal
regionally significant transit projects. During the planning phase, Metro managed finances lor the sttlcly and
executed an IGA rvith TriMet tbr their assistance, including clesign of the alternatives. Afler the selection of
the Locally PreferretlAlternative (LPA), the local lead agency role shifts to TriMet for implemetttation of the
project. TriMet bect-rmes the federal glantee. and Metro theu assists TriMet in the cotttpletion of tlte plantring
anrlerrvironrnental process. This IGA will allorv TriMet to pay Nletro lbr cornpletion olthe l-205/Portland
MallFEIS.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

l. Known Opposition. None

2. Legal Antecedents. There is a loug history of legal actions that have led to the curl'ent action on the
South Clorridor Pro.ject, including lbderal authorizing legislation lbr the Sotrth.North Prtr.iect, state
legislative action fbr the Land LJse trinal Order, and nunrerous regioual and local jtrrisdiction actions. The
t'nost recent I'orural actions by the Metro Council related to this project include:

Acl<rptitrn ol llcstrlr-rtion No. 03-310,j on April ll.2003 (For the Purpose of Amending the Locally
Preferred Strategy For the SouthA.{orth Corridor Project to Define a Two-Phased Major Transit
Investment Strategy For the South Corridor, With the I-205 Light Rail Transit Project as the Phase I
Locally Preferred Alternative Followed By the Milwaukie Light Rail Transit Project in Phase 2),
amending the Locally Preferrerl Altemative Ibr the South Con'iclor to incltrtte the l-205 Ligltt Rail
Alignment:
Adoption ol ResolLrtion No. 0zl--1.103 on January 15. 2004 (For the Purpose of Finalizing the
Decision to Add the Portland Mall Alignment to the Locally Preferred Alternative For Phase I of the
South Corridor Light Rail Project), amending the Locally Preferrecl Alternative to incltrcie the
Portlantl Mall ligtrt rail alignment with a tc'mrinus at PSU in riou,tttorvtt Portland: attcl

Adoption ol'I{estllution No. 03-3-172 on Janrrary I 5, 200'l (For the Purpose of Amending the
SouthA.,lorth Land Use Final Order, to Include the Two Phases of the South Corridor Project
Consisting of the Addition of the I-205 Light Rail Transit Project From Gateway to Clackamas
Regional Center With the Downtown Portland Transit Mall Alignment, and Modifications of the

Staff Report to Resolution No.04-3424
M:Utromcy\con fid.ntial\R-OU004-R-O\Resolul ions$4-l424.StatI Rcp.( ln.02.DOC

PLANiSK/OMA/RPB/sm 02 I 12 /04
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Proposed Light Rail Between Downtown Portland and Milwaukie, Deletion of Plans to Extend Light
Rail From Milwaukie to Clackamas Regional Center, and to Reflect the Final Interstate Max
Design), trmending the SouthiNorth Land [-lse Final Orcler to inclucle the I-205 light rail aligntnent
and the dorvntown Porlland Mall alignntent to PSU.

3. Anticipated Effects. E.recution of this IGA will provicle the resources to Metro fbr staff and consttltants
to comltlete the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the South Clorridor (l-205iPortland Mall) Project,
allowing the prclject to eveutually move into tinal clesign aud tlten construction and operations.

4. Budget Impacts. Through this lGA. TtiMet will pass S2.7 million through to Metro to fuud Metro staff and
consultant rvork on courpleting the South Corriclor Project (l-205 ancl the Portland Mall) Final Environmental
Impact Statement. The revenue provided through this IGA rvill funtlstaff in the Coridor Planning section of the
Planning f)eparlntent. The adopted budget assumes that these resourccrs u,oulcl be available to complete the FEIS
The u,ork on the F'EIS will continue into FY 04-05, and tlris projcct is proposed to be in next ycar's buciget.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Michael J. Jordan, Chief Operating Officer, with the conculrence of David Bragdon, Council President,
recommends adoption of Resolution No. 04-3424.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Draft IGA as to form and Budget

Staff Report to Resolution No. 04-3424
M :\altomey\confi dential\R-OU004-R-O\Resolutions\04-l424.SlalT Rep.Cln.02.DOC
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Attachment 1

To Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3424

INTERGOVER}[MENTAL AGREEMENT
SOUTH CORRIDOR I 205 AND PORTLAND MALL LIGHT RAIL PROJECT

THIS AGREEMENT is between the Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon
("TriMet") and Metro.

ARTICLE I - RECITALS

l. TriMet is a mass transit district organized under the laws of the State of Oregon as codified in ORS
Chapter 267.

2. Metro is a Home Rule Chartered Regional Planning entity created by the Oregon Legislature, the
rights and duties of which are authorized under its Home Rule Charter and ORS Chapter 268.

3. In December 2002, Metro completed a supplemental draft Environmental Impact Statement
identiffing the next alternative for a portion of the SouthArlorth Light Rail Project. The alternative
provides a direct high-capacity rail transit connection between downtown Portland and the
Gateway and Clackamas regional centers, such alternative being called the South Corridor [205
Light Rail Project.

4. On April 17 ,2003, the Metro Council adopted light rail along the I-205 corridor as the locally
preferred alternative for Phase I of the South Corridor project.

5. In October 2003, Metro completed the downtown amendment to the South Corridor Project
supplemental draft Environmental Impact Statement. This amendment includes light rail transit on
the transit mall, SW Fifth and Sixth Avenues in downtown Portland.

6. Following public notice, Metro held public hearings and, on January 15,2004, adopted a revised
alignment and approved the South Corridor I205 I Portland Mall as Phase I of the South Corridor
Light Rail Project.

7. TriMet has decided to contract with Metro for services related to the preparation and publishing of
the final environmental impact statement, which additional services are specified in this
Agrcement.

8. The Project is, or will be, subject to budgetary limitations imposed by the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and Finance Agreements.

9. The parties desire to enter into this agreement to document each party's understandings and
agreement relating to the services being contracted under this Agreement.

ARTICLE II - TERM

The term of this agreement shall be from December 1,2003 through June 30,2005 unless terminated
or extended under the provisions of this Agreement.

February 18,2004 TriMet/Metro South Corridor FEIS IGA page I



Attachment 1

To Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3424

ARTICLE III_ TRJMET OBLIGATIONS

A. Except as otherwise provided herein, TriMet shall retain responsibilities as the grantee for federal
funding appropriated for this project.

B. TriMet shall designate a Project Manager for this contract

ARTICLE IV - METRO OBLIGATIONS

A. Metro agrees to supply appropriate and sufficient staff to complete the tasks required for the
completion and publication of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

B. Metro agrees to use its best efforts to maintain Project schedule.

C. Metro shall deliver the specific work products as identified in Exhibit A.

D. The Metro Project Manager shall exercise good faith efforts to manage the Metro services within
the budget specified for this contract.

ARTICLE V - COMPENSATION and PAYMENT

A. Compensation
Metro's compensation for services provided under this Agreement shall not exceed $2,220,000
without prior written authorization of TriMet. The parties recognize that funding for this effort is
constrained and will use their best efforts to minimize costs consistent with the timely completion
of the required tasks.

B. Method of Payment
TriMet agrees to pay the hourly rates for the performance of the services required herein, direct
consultant and direct materials and services costs.

Overtime shall not be invoiced to TriMet unless TriMet's Project Manager has specifically
authorized overtime in advance of the work.

ARTICLE VI - PROJECT MANAGEMENT

A. TriMet designates Alan Lehto as its Project Manager and Metro designates Ross Roberts as its
Project Manager. Project Managers shall be responsible for coordinating all aspects of their

February 18, 2004 TriMetMetro South Corridor FEIS IGA page2

C. Invoices
Metro shall submit to TriMet billings not more frequently than monthly for reimbursable costs
incurred since the previous billings. TriMet shall pay Metro the balance due within thirty (30) days
of receipt of such billings. Financial reports accompanying requests for reimbursement shall be in
accordance with FTA requirements. TriMet shall review records for suitability and provide
assistance as necessary to assure compliance with FTA requirements. Invoices shall be supported
by current time sheets for each month and copies of other direct costs included in the invoice
amount. The Project Managers shall review the invoices and billings against the project budget to
provide real time cost tracking and budget management.



Attachment 1

To Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3424

respective work scopes for the Project and all the respective employees assigned to the Project. The
Project Managers shall ensure that the Project and tasks related thereto are completed expeditiously
and economically, shall be the contact persons through whom TriMet and Metro officially
communicate, and shall have the authority to make decisions and resolve disputes relating to the
Project. In the event that a disagreement or dispute occurs between the Project Managers, they shall
refer it to TriMet and Metro Directors for resolution.

B. Until the environmental and preliminary engineering work for the Phase I South Corridor project is
fully funded, TriMet shall issue Metro limited notices to proceed for specific tasks as agreed by the
Project Managers.

C. Following the publication of the FEIS, TriMet shall issue Metro limited notices to proceed for
specific follow-on tasks as agreed by the Project Managers.

ARTICLE VII _ GENERAL PROVISIONS

A. Liability. TriMet shall hold harmless and indemnifr Metro and its officers, agents, and employees
against any and all liability, settlements, loss, costs, and expenses in connection with any action,
suit, or claim arising out of TriMet work under this Agreement within the maximum liability limits
set forth under the Oregon Tort Claims Act. Metro shall hold harmless and indemnifu TriMet and
its officers, agents, and employees against any and all liability, settlements, loss, costs, and
expenses in connection with any action, suit, or claim arising out of Metro work under this
Agreement within the maximum liability limits under the Oregon Tort Claims Act.

B. Interest of Members of Congress. No member of or delegate to the Congress of the Untied States

shall be admitted to any share or part of this Agreement or to any benefit arising there from.

C. Interest of Public Officials. No member, officer, or employee of Metro or TriMet during his or her
tenure or for one year thereafter shall have any interest, direct or indirect, in this Agreement or the
proceeds thereof.

D. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise. In connection with the performance of this Agreement, Metro
will cooperate with TriMet in meeting TriMet's commitments and goals with regard to the
maximum utilization of disadvantaged business enterprises and will use its best efforts to ensure
that disadvantaged business enterprises shall have the maximum practicable opportunity to
compcte for subcontract work under this Agreement.

E. Equal Employment Opportunity. In connection with the execution of this Agreement, neither
Metro nor TriMet shall not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment
because of race, religion, color, sex, age, or natural origin. Such actions shall include, but not be

limited to the following: employment, upgrading, demotion, or transfer; recruitment or recruitment
advertising; layoff or termination;raise or pay or other forms of compensation; and selection for
training, including apprenticeship.

F. Termination for Convenience. Metro or TriMet may terminate this agreement in whole or in part
at any time by written notice to the other party. In the event of such termination, TriMet shall pay
Metro's costs, including any costs necessarily incurred by Metro in terminating its work or the
work of others under contract to Metro. Metro promptly shall submit its termination claim to be

February 18,2004 TriMet/Metro South Corridor FEIS IGA pagc 3



Attachment 1

To Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3424

paid by TriMet. If Metro has any property in its possession belonging to TriMet, Metro will
account for it and dispose of it in the manner TriMet directs.

G. Termination for Default. If Metro fails to perform in the manner called for in the Agreement, or if
Metro fails to comply with any other provisions of the Agreement, TriMet may terminate this
Agreement for default. Termination shall be effected by serving a notice of termination on Metro
setting forth the manner in which Metro is in default. Metro will be paid only the Agreement price
for services performed in accordance with the manner of performance set forth in this Agreement.

If it is later determined by TriMet that Metro has an excusable reason for not performing, such as a

strike, fire, flood, or events, which are not the fault of, or are beyond the control of Metro, TriMet
shall establish a new performance schedule, and allow Metro to continue work, or treat the
termination as a termination for convenience.

H. Maintenance of Record. Metro shall maintain records to show actual time involved in
accomplishment of the Project and the cost incurred for the period of time specified. Metro shall
cooperate in good faith with TriMet and FTA to provide records in a form satisfactory to FTA.
TriMet shall take the lead and provide assistance to Metro as necessary for compliance with FTA
requirements.

I. Audit and Inspection of Records. Metro shallpermit the authorized representative of TriMet, the
United States Department of Transportation, and the Controller General of the United States to
inspect and audit all data and records of Metro relating to its performance under this Agreement.
TriMet shall be responsible for all auditing costs.

J. Documents: All records, reports, data, documents, systems, and concepts, whether from writings,
figures, graphs, or models which are prepared or developed in connection with this Project shall
become public property. All design drawings and documents prepared by Metro staff under this
Agreement shall be property of TriMet. Nothing herein shall prevent Metro from retaining original
design drawings and providing reproducible copies to TriMet.

METRO Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon

By: By:
Neil McFarlane, Executive Director

Dated:

Approved as to form: Approved as to Legal Sufficiency:

Metro Attorney Legal Services

Dated:

February 18, 2004 TriMetMetro South Corridor FEIS IGA page 4



Attachment 1

To Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3424

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
SOUTH CORRIDOR I 205 AND PORTLAND MALL LIGHT RAIL PROJECT

EXHIBIT A

Scope of Work:
This scope of work outlines tasks to be performed by Metro in support of the South Corridor 12051
Portland Mall Light Rail Project Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and preliminary
engineering. These tasks follow work performed in preparing the Supplemental Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (SDEIS) and the Amended Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(ASDETS).

Task l:
Prepare, review with TriMet, and revise as required a schedule to meet agreed upon dates for the
completion of the FEIS.

Task 2
Negotiate contracts with appropriate consultants for assistance with environmental, traffic, financial
and other special areas of effort. Report any deficiencies to TriMet.

Task 3
Prepare review schedule for FTA and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). Gain concurrence
from appropriate federal staff on submittals and review timelines.

Task 4
Provide coordination with and secure appropriate approvals from resource agencies, including but not
limited to State Historic Preservation Office, Division of State Lands, NOAA Fisheries, and the United
States Army Corps of Engineers.

Task 5
Prepare, and revise as necessary, draft chapters of the FEIS. Publish and distribute final completed
document in accordance with schedule.

February 18, 2004 TriMct/Metro South Corridor FEIS IGA page 5
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To Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3424

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
SOUTH CORRIDOR I2O5 AND PORTLAND MALL LIGHT RAIL PROJECT

EXHIBIT B

Professional and Technical
Personal Services, Materials and Services
TotalAgreement

$ 695,000
$ 1.52s.000
$2,220,000

February 18,2004 TriMetMetro South Corridor FEIS IGA page 6



Agenda Item Number 8.2

Resolution No. 04-3427, For the Purpose of Responding to USDOT Concerns, Revising the Conlbrmity Determination
Report and Re-adopting the Portland Area Air Quality Conformity Determination for the 2004 Regional Transportation

Plan and 2004-01 Metropolitan Transportation Improvenlent Program.

Public Hearing Only - No Final Action

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Council Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF RESPONDING TO
USDOT CONCERNS, REVISING THE
CONFORMITY DETERMINATION REPORT
AND RE-ADOPTING THE PORTLAND AREA
AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY
DETERMINATION FOR THE 2OO4 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND 2OO4-07
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

RESOLUTION NO. 04-342]

Introduced by Councilor Rod Monroe

)
)
)

)
)

)
)
)
)

WHEREAS, on January 15,2004 the Metro Council adopted Resolution No. 03-3382A, For the
Purpose of Adopting the Portland Area Air Quality Conformity Determination for the 2004 Regional
Transportation PIan (RTP) and2004-2007 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP);
and

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT), as represented by the
Federal Highway Administration and the Federal Transit Administration, notified Metro by a letter dated
February 5,2004 that the USDOT had concerns with the opportunity for public comment, requested that
emission credit information and transportation control measure progress information clarifications and
amplifications be included within the body of the Conformity Determination and could not certifo the
document as submitted; and

WHEREAS, a revised Conformity Determination attached as Exhibit "A", has been completed
addressing USDOT concerns and comments; and

WHEREAS, a fourteen day public comment period has been provided for public comment on the
revised document as requested by the USDOT; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED,

l. The Metro Council approves the Air Quality Conformity Determination dated February 12,

2004 for the 2004 RTP and 2004-2007 MTIP, attached as Exhibit A to this Resolution, as a

determination that the 2004 RTP and the 2004-2007 MTIP, adopted by the Council by
Resolution No. 03-3380A, For the Purpose of Designation of the 2004 Regional
Transportation Plan as the Federal Metropolitan Transportation Plan to Meet Federal
Planning Requirements, on December I I , 2003, are in conformity with all state and federal
air quality requirements.
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2. The Metro Council directs the Chief Operation Officer to request conculrence with this air
quality conformity determination from the USDOT, in consultation with the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), in order to confirm that the financially constrained system of the
2004 RTP and the 2004-2007 MTIP conforms to the State Implementation Plan for
attainment and maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality Standards in the Portland area
Carbon Monoxide and Ozone Maintenance Plans.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of March,2004

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 04-3427, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
RESPONDING TO USDOT CONCERNS, REVISING THE CONFORMITY
DETERMINATION REPORT AND RE-ADOPTING THE PORTLAND AREA AIR
QUALITY CONFORMITY DETERMINATION FOR THE 2OO4 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND 2OO4-07 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Date: February 11,2004 Prepared by: Mark Turpel

BACKGROUND
Federal regulations require that Metro's financially constrained system of the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) and its Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP), which is drawn from the financially
constrained RTP, be updated every three years. Federal approval ofthe updates can't occur until the
region demonstrates that the updates meet Clean Air Act (CAA) requirements (a conformity
determination). A conformity lapse is to be avoided as it could result in delay of most new transportation
construction projects in the region.

The last full analysis conformity determination was approved January 26,2000. Accordingly, the
deadline for demonstrating conformity for the 2004 RTP and 2004-2007 MTIP was January 26,2004

On October 2,2003 Metro facilitated an Interagency Consultation Committee meeting where a first draft
Air Quality Conformity Determination was discussed and recommendations made by members (including
representatives from the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration, Environmental
Protection Agency, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality, Oregon Department of Transportation,
and TriMet).

On October 31, 2003, a draft Conformity Determination incorporating all changes requested at the
Interagency Consultation Committee meeting was published and made available to the public, opening a

public comment period. This draft did not include air quality modeling results, though it described the
overall process and assumptions.

On December 18, 2003, a further revised and updated report was published and distributed based on
Federal Highway Administration comments. On January 9,2004 the air quality modeling results were
completed and made available on Metro's web site. On January 13,2004, the public comment period was
closed.

On January l5 2004, Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) recommended that the
Conformity Determination be approved and later that afternoon, the Metro Council approved Resolution
No. 03-3382A, For the Purpose of Adopting the Portland Area Air Quality Conformity Determination For
the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan and2004-07 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program,
approving the January 15,2004 Conformity Determination and directing the Chief Operating Officer to
request concurrence.

Also on January 15,2004, Metro submitted a conformity determination for United States Department of
Transportation (USDOT), (Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration)
consideration. On February 5,2004, the USDOT stated in a letter that they had concerns with the length
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of time that had been made available for public comment on the final document, that emission credit
information had not been included in the document and that there was a need to clarify and amplify
progress with transportation control measures (TCM).

Accordingly, in order to address USDOT concerns, a new Conformity Determination Report has been
prepared responding to USDOT concerns and a new public comment period has been opened. Report
changes include the following:

- adding information about the emission credits applied to the emission computer model results;
- clarifying and ampliffing information about some of the transportation control measures;
-updating references so that the document is a February 12,2004 document.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

1. Known Opposition None known. The region is and has been in compliance with the Clean Air Act
since 1996. The proposed transportation investments included in the 2004 RTP and the 2004-07 MTIP
when added to the present transportation systems, have been demonstrated to result in future air quality
conditions which continue to meet the Clean Air Act to the year 2025.

2. Legal Antecedents There are a wide variety of past Federal, State and regional legal actions that
apply to this action.

Federal regulations include:
o the Clean Air Act, as amended [42 U.S. C.7401, especially section 176(c)]; and
. Federal statutes concerning air quality conformity [23 U.S.C. 109(l)];
o US EPA transportation conformity rules (40 CFR, parts 5l and 93)
. USDOT rules that require Metro to update RTPs on a three-year cycle 123 CFR a50.322(a)1.

State regulations include :

o Oregon Administrative Rules for Transportation Conformity, (OAR Chapter 340, Division252);
o Portland Area Carbon Monoxide Maintenance Plan and Portland Area Ozone Maintenance Plan

each prepared in 1996 and which received Federal approvals on September 2,1997 and May 19,

1997 respectively.

Previous related Metro Council actions include

Metro Resolution No. 00-2999, For the Purpose of Adopting the Portland Area Air Quality
Conformity Determination For the 2000 Regional Transportation Plan, adopting the air quality
conformity for the 2000 RTP;
Metro Resolution No. 02-3 1868, For the Purpose of Amending the Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program (MTIP) to Include State Bond Funds; Programming Preliminary
Engineering Funds For US 26 Widening, amending the 2000 RTP and 2002 MTIP to incorporate
OTIA bond projects (using a estimate of additional air quality impacts from the projects added to
the RTP and MTIP);
Metro Resolution 03-3351, For the Purpose of Amending the Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program to Include the Revised South Corridor Light Rail Transit Project,
amending the 2000 RTP and MTIP to incorporate the South Corridor LRT Project (again, using a
less than full analysis method to assess air quality impacts from the project when added to the
RTP and MTIP).

a

a

a
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a Metro Resolution For the Purpose of Adopting the Portland Area Air Quality Conformity
Determination For the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan and2004-07 Metropolitan
Transportation Improvement Program, which adopted the January 15,2004 Conformity
Determination. The January 15,2004 Conformity Determination was not approved by the
USDOT, making revisions to the Report and re-opening the public comment period, the subject
of Metro resolution 04-3427.

3. Anticipated Effects Approval of this Resolution will allow submittal of the revised air quality
conformity determination contained in Exhibit A to the US Department of Transportation, Federal
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration as well as the US Environmental Protection
Agency for their review and approval. This approval will allow Metro and local, regional and state
agencies to proceed with transportation investments within the region.

4. Budget Impacts None. The subject transportation investments are allocations of Federal and State
transportation funds.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Adopt Resolution 04-3427
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Resolution No. 04-3425,1ior the Purpose of Authorizing the Chief Operating Officer to Amend the Environmental
Consultant Contracts to Complete the South Corridor Project Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Contact Review Board

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004
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BEFORE THE METRO CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ATJTHORIZING TIIE
CI-IIEI. OPERATING OFFIC'ERTO AN,IEND T}IRHE
ENVIRONN{ENTAL CONSULTANT CONTRNCTS
TO COMPLETI-T THB SOUTH CORRIDOIT PROJECT
( t-20_5iPORTLAND MALL) FINA L
ENV IRONMENTAL IMPAC]T STATEMENT

RESOLUTION NO. 04-3425

Introduced by Councilor Brian Nervman

WHEREAS, the South Corriclor Project is the Metro Area's next light rail transit priority project
for Federal Nelv Starts Funcling after the North Corridor lnterstate MAX Light Rail Project; ancl

WHEREAS, authorization of F'ederalNerv Starts Irunding forthe South Corridor Project ,'vill

require that the Mc(ro Area nraintain an aggressivc. schedule to ge t the pro.iect included in the next Federal
6-year Surlace Trausportation Bill; and

WHEREAS, the use of consultant resources is uecessary to suppofi the Metro. TriMet ancl local
jurisdiction stalfs by providing specitic technical erpertise in environntental analysis, transpo(ation and
traf'Iic analysis; and financial analysis fbr preparation o{'the Final Environmetrtal Impact Staternent
(FEIS); and

WHEREAS, in April o1'2001, Metro Council aLrthorized the release ola llequest I'or Proposals
tor assistance rvith the South Corridor Project Supplemcrntal Dra{t Environmental Impact Statement
(SDEIS) that expressed the intent to arnend the SDEIS consultant contracts fur the Final Etlvirontnental
lmpact Staterment (FEIS); and

WHEREAS, irr the sumlrer of 200 I Metro executed three consultaut contracts to provicle
assistance in prepzrration of the SDEIS: Metro Contract No. 923312 with IJRS to assist rvith the

enviroumental analysis; Metro Contract No. 92-1315 rvith SiegelConsulting to assist rvith the ltnartcial
analysisl and Metro Contract No. 92-1313 with DKS to assist with the traffic attalysis; and

WHEREAS, in Decembc.r ol'2002, tlre FederalTransit Aclministratiou (FTA) the Federal
Ilighrvay Administration (F'llWA) antl Metro published the South Corridor Project SDEIS; and

WHEREAS, on April 17,2003, the Metro Clouncil approved Resolution No. 03-3303 (For the
Purpose of Amending the Locally Preferred Strategy For the South/North Corridor Project to Define a

Two-Phased Major Transit Investment Strategy For the South Corridor, With the I-205 Light Rail Transit
Project as the Phase I Locally Preferred Alternative Followed By the Milwaukie Light Rail Transit
Project in Phase 2), adopting a two phased Loc,ally Prelerred Alternative (LPA) l'or the Soutlr Coridor
including the I-205 LRT Alignment as Phase I and the Milwarrkie aligntuent as Phase 2; and

WHEREAS, in October of 2003. the FTA, F'HWA and Metro published the Dolvntown Portland
Amendment to the SoLrth Corridor Ptoiect SDIIIS: ancl

WHEREAS, on January 15. 2004, the Metro Council approverl Resoltttion No. 04-3403 (For the
Purpose of Finalizing the Decision to Add the Portland Mall Alignment to the Locally Preferred
Altemative For Phase I of the South Corridor Light Rail Project), al'firming the Portlancl N'fall light rail
transit alignrneut as the LPA fitr clorvntor.vn Portlancl: and

WHEREAS, on January 15, 2004. the Metro Council approved Resolution No. 03-3-172 (For the
Purpose olAmencling the South/North Land LJse Final Order, to Inclucle the Two Pltases of'thc Soutlt

Resolution No. 04-3425 Page I of 2
M r\attomey\confi d.nlial\R-O\2004-R-O\RcelutioN\M-l425.02.Cln.DOC
PLAN/SK/OMA/RPB/sm 0Zl 12104



Corridor Project Consisting of the Addition of the I-205 Light Rail Transit Prqect From Gateway t<r

C'lackamas Regional C'enter Witlr the f)owntorvn Portland Transit Mall Alignrnent, ancl Modifications of'
the Proposecl Light Rail Frour Milwaukic to Clackamas Regional C)enter, and to Retlect Frour Milrvaukie
to Clackamas RegionalCenter, and to Reflect the Final Interstate Max Design). amending the
SouthiNorth Land Use }rinalOrder (LIJI'O) to include the l-205, Portlancl Mall ancl Milr.vaukie light rait
transit alignruents; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council is concurrently considering Resolution No. 04-3424 (For the
Purpose of Authorizing the ChielOperating Otllcer to Enter lnto an Intergovemmental Agreement With
TriMet fbr Completrou oIthe South Corridor Pro.jcct (l-205/Portland Mall) Final Environmental Impact
Stateurent). authorizing execution of a reveuue Intergovemurental Agreement (lGA) that rvill provide
revenue to Metro f}om TriMet to pay tbr the South Corridor FEIS rvork; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council aulhorizes the ChielOperating Officer to exeL-ute
anrenclments to the follorving Metro coutracts for wolk on the South Corridor I-2()51 Portlancl Mall light
rail project FEIS:

I . Metro Contrac:t No. 923312 with URS for environrnental analysis fbr an atnount not to exceecl

S500,000;

2. Metro Contract No. 923313 rvith DKS for Traffic aualysis fbr an atrrottnt not to exceed S 175.000;
and

3. Metro Coutract No. 923315 with Siegel Consulting tbr financial analysis fbr an amount not to
exceed S20,000.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 26'1' day of I'cbruary, 2004

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attomey
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 04--1.125, FOR THE PURPOSE
OF AUTIIORIZING TIIE ClllEF OPIIRATING OFI-lC'ER TO AMhNI)
TI IR ELi EN V IRONM ENTAL CONSTJLTANT CONTRACTS TO C'OMP LETE
T'l IE SOLJTH COITRI DOR PROJIICI- ( [-205/PORTI-AN D I\'IA I-L) F'l N AL,
I]NVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATTMENT

Date: l:ebruary 12,2004

BACKGROUND

Prepared by: Sharon Kelly

The South Corridor Projec:t (l-205 and the Portland Mall) is the Metrtl Area's next light rail priority for
Federal Nerv Starts lirnding. Clompletion of the Federally mandatecl Envirotrmc'ntal lrnpact Statement
(EIS) must be done priol to federal altproval of firndrng fbr final design and constrllctron of the prtrject.
The South Clorriclor Project represents the southern portion of tlre larger South/North Project. Interstate
MAX is thc northem parl and is erpected to open this spring. Phase 2 of the South Comidor Pro.iect rvill
include the Mihvaukie light rail project.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

l. Known Opposition None.

2. Legal Antecedents On April I 2. 200 I , the Me tro Council adopted Resolutiott No. 0 l--105 I (For the
Purpose ofAuthorizing the Issuance ofa Request For Proposals For Personal Services For the South
Corridor Study Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement), authorizittg the release oI a
Recluest lol Proposals (ltFP) for consultant assistance on the South C'orritlor Prcrject. The RFP solicited
proposals tbr Conceptual Design, Social ancl En',,ironmental Analysis. Transportation Analysis ancl

Finaucial Analysis and l"echnical Assistance. The RFP also slateci Metro's intent to anrend the initial
contracts hrr rvork on the FEIS at Metro's cliscrc'tion. Four contracts u,ere execttted and the wtlt'k rvas

completed. The SDEIS was published in Decenrber 2002 aucl tlte ASDEIS r,vas publishecl in Octobel
2003. These contract antenclments rvill support completion of the Sotrth Corridor IiEIS.

Separate 1rom the histot'y olthe contracts related to the South Corridor. there is a lotlg history of legal
actions that have led to the current action on the South Corriclor Pr<rject. including tbderal authorizing
legislation fbr ttre South/North Project. state legislative acti<ln for-the Lancl Use Final Orcler, and
numerous regional anrJ loc,al jurisdictiorr actions. The nrost recent actiotrs by the Metro Cottncil include:

AdoptionolResolutionNo.0-l-3303onApril 17,200-3(ForthePurposeofAmendingtheLocally
Preferred Strategy For the South,Alorth Corridor Project to Define a Two-Phased Major Transit
Investment Strategy For the South Corridor, With the I-205 Light Rail Transit Project as the Phase I
Locally Preferred Alternative Followed By the Milwaukie Light Rail Transit Project in Phase 2),
aruencling the Locally Pret'erred Alternative forthe Sotrth Corridorto ittclude the l-20-5 Light Rail
Alignurcnt;

a

a Adoptionot'ResolutionNo.0,l-3403on.lanuary 15,2004(ForthePurposeofFinalizingtheDecision
to Add the Portland Mall Alignment to the Locally Preferred Alternative For Phase I of the South
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a

Corridor Light Rail Project), amencling the Locally Prcfenrd Altemtrtive to includc the Portlancl Mall
light rail alignurent with a tenninus at PSU in downtown Porlland: ancl

Adoption ol'Rcsolution No. 03-3372 on January 15, 2004 (For the Purpose of Amending the
SouthA.Jorth Land Use Final Order, to lnclude the Two Phases of the South Corridor Project
Consisting of the Addition of the I-205 Light Rail Transit Project From Gateway to Clackamas
Regional Center With the Downtown Portland Transit Mall Alignment, and Modifications of the
Proposed Light Rail Between Downtown Portland and Milwaukie, Deletion of Plans to Extend Light
Rail From Milwaukie to Clackamas Regional Center, and to Reflect the Final Interstate Max Design),
amencling the South/North Land Use Irinal Order to include the l-205 light rail alignment and the

dorvntor,vn Porllancl Mall alirlnmcnt to PSU.

3. Anticipated Effects This action will authorize the Chief Operating Otlicer to execute amendments
to three contracts u,ith consultant firms to assist Metro and TriMet staffin corttpletion of the South
Corridor Project (l-205lPortland Mall) Final Environmental Impact Statement. The aftached clraft scopes
of u,ork ancl budgets provide additional details of the proposed contract amendmeuts. Metrtl staff is
continuing to refine the details and the final contmct irmendmettts rvill likely vary slightly fiom the

attached clrafts.

4. Budget Impacts The adopted Metro budget has anticipatecl amendments to these contracts to
complete the FEIS. The concurrent resolution authorizing an tGA with TriMet will prclvide the revenue to
Metro to pay tbr these contracts. Work on the FEIS will extend into the F'Y 04-05 budget year.

The budget estimates fbr these three contracts are as follows:

Metro Contract No. 923312 URS (environmental)
Metro Contract No. 923313 DKS (traffic)

(financial)

$s00.000
$ 17s.000
$ 20.000
$6e5.000

Metro Contract No. 923315 S iepel Associates
Total

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Michael J. Jordan, Chief Operating Officer, with the conculrence of David Bragdon, Council President,
recommends adoption of Resolution No. 04-3425.

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment A: Draft URS Scope of Work and Budget
Attachment B: Draft DKS Scope of Work and Budget
Attachment C: Draft Siegel Consulting Scope of Work and Budget

Staff Report for Resolution No. 04-3425
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Attachment 1

to Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3425

URS Environmental Consultant Scope of Work and Budget
Draft - February 18, 2004

The purpose of this work scope is to outline the URS consultant team's role and project deliverables.
This work scope amends the previous consultant work scope for the South Corridor DEIS. The
prime consultant for this work is URS with assistance from Leon Skiles and Associates, TW
Environmental, Newlands Company, and Archaeological Investigations Northwest (AINW). This
work scope assumes a 9 month with the consultant work ending on or about September 30, 2004.

Metro has requested that the South Corridor consultant team assist them in the development of the
South Corridor Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). This analysis will look at the impacts
and mitigation measures associated with the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) The LPA consists
of the I-205 LRT alignment and the LRT alignment on the Transit Mall.

1. Air tv Analvsis

Both the I-205 alignment and downtown segment of the preferred alignment alternative are included
in the currently conforming RTP. The only potential issue for the regional analysis would be if the
configurations under consideration for the downtown segment cause regionally significant changes
in emissions and require a modification to the regional conformity analysis. I have assumed that
this is unlikely and that only minor analysis may be needed to support a finding of no significant
change to the regional analysis results.

Task 1.1 - Regional Verification
A limited analysis of the potential regional emissions changes due to design options under
consideration for the downtown segment will be performed. It is assumed that the analysis will
focus on rerouting of buses and will compare bus VMT and speed information.

Task 1.2 - Develop Emission Factors
TW Environmental will use the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) MOBILE5a-H, or
MOBILE6 model to calculate emission factors for use in the hot spots analysis. The model input
will either be consistent with the assumptions used in attainment planning (in the case of
MOBILE5a_H), or will be developed in coordination with DEQ and Metro staff. Model input
assumptions will be summarized in a memorandum and distributed to DEQ and Metro staff prior to
performing the modeling.

Task 1.3 - Local Hot Spots Analysis
TW Environmental will perform a hot spots analysis following the guidance in the 1992 EPA
document Guidelinefor Modeling Carbon Monoxidefrom Roadway Intersections and EPA guidance
for analyses in maintenance areas. For purposes of budgeting, it is assumed that a maximum of 6
intersections will be modeled for existing, no build, and the build alternative for a maximum of
three analysis years. The draft budget assumes that the 6 intersections will include all potential
impacts including those from park-and-ride facilities.

Modeling will be performed using the EPA CAL3QHC model. Model input assumptions will be
included in the methodology memorandum submitted to DEQ and Metro staff prior to modeling.

February 18,2004 (JRS Environmental Team - South Corridor FEIS Scope of Ll/ork and Budget page I



Attachment 1

to Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3425

Task 1.4 - Prepare Report
An air quality technicalmemorandum will be prepared. The memorandum will include existing
conditions, analysis methodology, results, and supporting documentation. The memorandum will
include a qualitative discussion of construction related impacts. A brief summary will be prepared
and delivered electronically for inclusion in the Final Environmental Impact Statement. The draft
budget assumes we will provide one version of a draft memorandum, and a final memorandum.

2. Consultant Proiect Manasement

The consultant Project Manager will conduct the day to day management of the consultant resources
and team for the FEIS and associated environmental issues. Metro and TriMet Staff will work
directly with thc consultant task managers. The budget assumes that the project manager will attend
weekly Mctro staff meetings, conduct monthly consultant coordination meetings and if requested by
Metro attend meetings with regulatory agencies. These tasks include but are not limited to:

o Sub-Consultant Contracts and Invoices
. Consultant Team Budget Tracking and Management
. Weekly two (2) hour meetings with Metro's Project Manager and staff (up to 25 meetings)
e Invoicing including Preparation of monthly project status reports
. Conduct consultant coordination meetings as needed
o Meetings with regulatory agencies (up to 6 meetings @2 hours each)

3. Contineency

A contingency of $50,000 is included in the contract budget. The contingency is included to cover
the cost of additional consultant support that may be required due to currently unforeseen
circumstances or issues that may be identified during the FEIS work. The contingency is available at

Metro's discretion for work by the consultant team. Utilization of the budget contingency requires
authorization in writing by the Metro's Contract Manager. Authorization to use the contingency will
be made only when a detailed Scope of Work and Budget are agreed upon between Metro and the
URS Team.

4. Document Production and Editinq

The FEIS document production and editing includes assistance on drafting, editing, reviewing, and
revising the FEIS Document. The document is expected to be approximately 300 pages plus
appendices. The FEIS document will be subject to a series of reviews and edits by numerous groups
such as Metro and TriMet staffs, local jurisdiction staff and elected officials, state and federal
regulatory agencies, and the Federal Transit Administration and the Federal Highway
Administration. The document will be prepared consistent with federal, state, regional and local
laws and regulations, and must be done in the format as identified in the South Corridor Project Style
Guide. The FEIS document will be created and reviewed by Chapter and Topic as identified in the
draft Table of Contentsfor the South Corridor Project (l-205/Portland Mall) Final Environmental
Impact Statement. All final graphics will be produced by Metro staff and all tables in the document
will be in the format as defined in the Style Guide.

5. Ecosystems and Water Oualitv Analvsis (2109 draft)

February 18,2004 (JRS Environmental Team - South Corridor FEIS Scope of Work and Budget page 2



Attachment 1

to Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3425

This section describes detail for the hours and cost spreadsheet for the South Corridor FEIS project
for an Ecosystems FEIS section, wetland delineations/determinations, a Wetlands FEIS section, a
Water Resources Analysis and FEIS section, a Biological Assessment, a mitigation plan and overall
task management for these tasks. The hours and costs in the attached spreadsheet are based on the
tasks and assumptions outlined below.

Task 5.1 - Draft and Final FishAVildlife Ecosystems FEIS Section

Task 5.1a - Research and Summarize Change Conditions
Resource specialists including NEPA and ESA specialists will review changes in physical
conditions, species listing designations, or design changes since issuance of SDEIS. This will be

done in an interdisciplinary format to understand and coordinate integrated and connected actions
that might occur from these changes. This process (agreement by all resource specialists) will assist
in the streamlining of ESA consultation and the FEIS review process'

Task 5.1b - Author and Submit Draft Fish and Wildlife Ecosystems FEIS Section
Resource specialists will compose the draft fish and wildlife ecosystems section, submit it for peer

review, revise accordingly, and submit for Metro comments. The format of this memo will follow
guidelines outlined by Federal NEPA and CEQ regulations which meet FTA and/or FHWA
requirements. This format will be reviewed and agreed on by Metro.

Task 5.1c - Final Fish and Wildlife Ecosystems FEIS Section
Revise fish and wildlife ecosystems FEIS section according to Metro's comments and submit Final
Fish and Wildlife Ecosystems FEIS section for Metro's incorporation into the FEIS, as appropriate.

Task 5.1d - 3 Coordination meetings for 2 people at 3 hours per meeting

Deliverables -o Detailed outline of FEIS section
. Draft and Final FEIS section

Assumptions
. That wildlife and botanical work needs are extremely limited.
o Metro will purchase ONHP species list and request USFWSA{OAA Fisheries species lists

Task 5.2 - Conduct Wetlands Delineations and Determinations

Task 5.2a - Wetlands Project Review
Review existing data and, where appropriate, conduct wetland delineation along project corridor as

required in the DEIS and Supplement.

Task 5.2b - Wetland Delineation Report
Wetland ecologist will prepare a wetlands delineation and function and value assessment for the
Johnson Creek area and produce a document incorporating Task 2a information. This will be

submitted for peer review and assembled for a draft to submit to Metro for comments. Comments
will be incorporated into the final and submitted to Metro.
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to Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3425
Deliverables

e Draft and Final Wetland Delineation Report
o function and value assessment for Johnson Creek and
. review of remaining conidor.

Assumptions
. That a wetland review will be conducted along the entire route as specified in the DEIS. This

work will include delineation for the Johnson Creek Crossing, which was included in the
Wetland Determination Report.

o That no further wetlands will be identified for delineation and no Clean Water Act section
404 or conceptual wetland mitigation plan will be required (riparian mitigation may be
needed). If more wetland areas are identified along the route, a scope and/or budget
amendment to include more tasks will be required.

o That Metro will obtain landowner permission for access to properties other than
ODOT/FHWA righrof-way.

o HGM-based judgmental assessment will be used. Metro's and DSL's comments will be
minor and not require development of additional information or field studies.

Task 5.3 - Author Draft and Final Wetlands FEIS section; submit to Metro

Task 5.3a - Wetland ecologist will research and summarize conditions, designation, or design
changes since issuance of SDEIS, if any.

Task 5.3b - Prepare FEIS section; complete peer review and address comments; assemble draft
and submit for Metro comments. This FEIS section will follow the outline for aquatic and terrestrial
as noted in Task 5.1.

Task 5.3c - Review Metro comments; revise draft, peer review; re-submit to Metro.

Deliverable - Draft and Final Wetland FEIS section

Task 5.4 - Author Draft and Final Water Resources Analysis and FEIS section

Task 5.4a - Review information and changes
Research and summarize conditions, designation, or design changes since issuance of SDEIS, if any
Water resource specialist including NEPA and ESA specialists will review change conditions,
designation, or design changes since issuance of SDEIS. This will be done in an interdisciplinary
format to understand and coordinate integrated and connected actions that might occur from these
changes. This process (agreement by all resource specialists) will assist in the streamlining of
consultation and FEIS review process in the future.

Task 5.4b - Water Volumes
Analyze existing and with-project runoff volumes and peak flows; develop appropriate BMPs;
develop estimates of existing and with-project impacts after implementation of BMPs.

Task 5.4c - Assess new design
Analyze new I-205 corridor design for water quality, water quantity, and floodplain impacts

February 18,2004 URS Environmental Team - South Corridor FEIS Scope of Work and Budget page 4



Attachment 1

to Staff Report for Res. No. 04-3425

Task 5.4d - Draft FEIS section
The water resource specialist will submit FEIS section or new information analysis for peer review;
assemble draft and submit for Metro comments. The format of this memo will follow guidelines
outlined by Federal NEPA and CEQ regulations for New lnformation Analysis, which meet FTA
requirements (outlined in Task l). Water resource specialist will address Metro comments and
submit final FEIS section and NIA for Metro to incorporate into the FEIS as appropriate.

Task 5.4e - Review Metro comments and revise draft

Task 5.4f - 5 Coordination meetings for I person at 3 hours per meeting

Deliverables - Draft and Final FEIS section for water quality and quantity

Assumptions
o Assumes pre-treatment and infiltration on-site at Park and Ride lots, percolation tests not

available and not conducted by contractor.
o Assumes that tie and ballast is considered a pervious surface; track is impervious only where

currently impervious.
o Does not include development of performance specifications for selected design team (Metro

or Consultant).

Task 5.5 - Draft and Final BA

Task 5.5a - Draft BA; submit to Metro
Prepare draft BA; peer review; submit to Metro for comment.

Task 5.5b - Final BA; submit to Metro
Review and address Metro comments; peer review; prepare final document for submittal to
regulatory agencies.

Task 5.5c - Final BA; respond to agency comments
Review and respond to NOAA Fisheries comments, if any; prepare final document for re-submittal
and completion of consultation.

Task 5.5d - Water Resource Coordination
Coordinate water resources/ stormwater data for BA and Fish/Wildlife FEIS sections.

Task 5.5e - 5 coordination meetings for I person at 3 hours per meeting

Deliverables - Draft and Final Biological Assessment for aquatic species and a No Effect letter for
terrestrial species

Assumptions
. Assumes No Effect for USFWS species, and Formal consultation for NOAA Fisheries

species. Assumes that a determination has been made regarding the use of 30% designs to
complete ESA Consultation and/or that a ROD may be issued without conclusion of ESA
Consultation.
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Assumes pre-treatment and infiltration will occur on-site at Park and Ride lots, percolation
tests not available and not conducted by contractor.
Assumes that tie and ballast is considered a pervious surface; track is impervious only where
currently impervious.

Task 5.6 - Prepare Mitigation Plan

Task 5.6a - Obtain mitigation measures from aquatic, terrestrial, water resources and wetlands
sections of the FEIS. Organize these measures according to: effectiveness mitigation and
monitoring, implementation mitigation and monitoring; and permit conditions mitigation and
monitoring. Peer review the draft plan and incorporate suggested revisions. Assemble draft for
Metro comments.

Task 5.6b -Review and address Metro comments; peer review the final plan and submit to Metro

Task 5.6c - 3 coordination meetings for one person at 3 hours per meeting

Task 5.7 - Environmental Task Management

Task 5.7a - Project Kickoff
Attend project kick-off meeting, set up and monitor Natural Resources administrative and financial
systems; monitor execution of tasks (QAQC), prepare and submit invoices and associated
documents.

Task 5.7b - Monthly in-house interdisciplinary meetings Organize and attend monthly in-house
proj ect status meetings.

Task 5.7c - 4 Coordination meetings for one person at three hours per meeting

Deliverables -r Monthly status reports
r Kickoff Meeting notes

Overall Assumptions
. One round of comment-response for FEIS sections and reports will be sufficient.
o That no substantive change to relevant SDEIS sections will be necessary beyond review and

minor revision and supplementation for the FEIS sections.
o That time spent on external coordination meetings/phone conferences will be limited to the

meetings/phone conferences listed per section in the spreadsheet.
r All final GIS work and figure creation will be done by Metro.

6. Hazardous Materials Investisation and Risk Assessment

The SDEIS and ASDEIS have identified a number of Hazardous Materials sites in close proximity to
the LPA that would need to be examined in more detail in the FEIS and Final Design phases.
Previous Hazardous Materials work is incomplete in the downtown area south of PSU. Analysis will
focus on sites that may present a risk to the LPA. Updating information on the current status of

a

a
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remediation on some sites may be necessary. A mitigation plan for construction will be required for
contaminated sites.

URS staff will assist Metro staff and TriMet engineers on this task. Metro will manage this task.
URS staff will provide consultant assistance. Metro will draft the FEIS section and URS staff and
TriMet will review and comment. URS staff will prepare a draft Hazardous Materials mitigation
plan that will be closely coordinated with TriMet engineers and construction management staff.

7. Historic and Cultural Resource Analvsis

There is a significant amount of new work to be done for this task for the FEIS. Archaeological
Investigations NW will provide historic, cultural and archaeological assistance to Metro staff on this
task. A large body of work was done for the SAtr DEIS, and it was used for the SDEIS and ASDEIS.
However, it is largely out of date and the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) expects it to be

done to newer standards. The SHPO has new forms for determinations of eligibility and
determinations of effect. There are several resources (approximately l0) that need to have National
Register eligibility determined. Each determination requires use of the SHPO's form and could
require significant research and documentation. All the identified historic resources that are within
the area of potential effect must also have the SHPO's determination of effect forms prepared. There
are approximately 66 historic resources that must have effect forms prepared.

Formal Consultation with thc SHPO will be required to negotiate a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) to mitigate the effects of the project on historic resources. The mitigation will need to be

clearly defined and agreed to. The previous work (including a draft MOA) will be helpful, but staff
turnover at the SHPO and the amount of new work that must be done will make this task
challenging.

Metro will manage this task and be the primary contact with the SHPO. Consultant assistance will be

required to complete the research and documentation on the determination of eligibility forms. Either
Metro staff will prepare the first draft of the determination of effect forms. Consultant assistance will
be required to review the forms and support the development of the mitigation plans. Details of the
downtown station locations willbe important information in preparation of the effect forms because
the effects relate directly to the proximity of stations to the historic resources.

8. Noise and Vibration Impact Analvsis

Although an analysis needs to be completed to veriflz the status of potential noise impacts in
downtown, previous analyses have shown noise impacts are unlikely in this area. Potential noise
impacts were identified for the I-205 segment during the SDEIS analysis. Therefore, the primary
topics to be addressed by the Noise and Vibration analysis are the development of a noise mitigation
plan for the I-205 segment, and a careful analysis of potential vibration impacts in downtown. The
potential for noise impacts downtown and vibration impacts along I-205 also need to be verified.

Task 8.1 - Field Monitoring and Mapping
TW Environmental staff will collect additional 24-hour monitoring data along I-205 to assess

existing noise levels. 24-hour monitoring data will be collected at a maximum of 8 locations.
Photographs of microphone placement will be taken at each monitoring location and existing noise
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sources will be documented. Limited traffic counts for I-205 will be taken during certain hours of
the monitoring for use in calibration of the noise model to be used in the mitigation analysis.

The current land use of 1" row and some 2nd row structures will be mapped for use in determining
impacts for both the I-205 and downtown segments.

Task 8.2 - Estimate Operational Noise Impacts
Source noise levels will be estimated using previous measurements of similar trains or using FTA
calculation methods for train passbys. We have assumed no new measurements will be required and
that we will coordinate with Metro staff to develop source levels for train operating conditions.
Using the source-level data, LRT noise levels will be estimated at locations of interest during the
peak operational period and over aZ4-hour period. These calculations will follow FTA guidance for
detailed analyses. Calculated sound levels will be compared with existing monitored levels to
estimate project-related noise impacts.

Based on sound level measurements and calculated levels of LRT noise, total noise levels will be
estimated at sensitive receptor locations and impacts will be identified.

Task 8.3 - Analyze Noise Mitigation Measures
Several areas along I-205 were identified in the DEIS where noise mitigation would potentially be
feasible. Responsibility for mitigation of LRT noise impacts is limited to the impacts themselves.
Metro and TriMet are not responsible for mitigating existing noise levels for I-205. However, the
overall effectiveness of noise mitigation can potentially be significantly affected by I-205.
Therefore, for the segment of LRT line adjacent to I-205 between approximately Division Street and
Sunnyside Road, the Transportation Noise Model (TNM) willbe used to evaluate barrier type
mitigation measures. I-205 traffic data will be included in the modeling. The LRT line will be input
to the model as a new vehicle type and the model will be used to facilitate an understanding of the
performance of mitigation in the complex topography and noise environment of the alignment.

FTA does not have criteria for cost effectiveness. To serve as a preliminary guide to cost effective
mitigation, the ODOT barrier cost effectiveness criteria will be used in evaluating potential barrier
mitigation measures in the I-205 corridor. A preliminary summary of the mitigation effectiveness
and cost effectiveness using ODOT criteria will be presented to the Metro team for discussion and
guidance in developing the final mitigation plan. We have assumed 2 3-hour meetings will be
sufficient to discuss the preliminary results, make decisions and confirm a final approach.

In addition to the LRT-only analysis, a section of existing noise wall on the west side of I-205 near
Sunnyside Road will require relocation. An analysis of the existing and future configuration of the
wall will be performed at a level sufficient to obtain a clearance approval for the relocation from
ODOT.

A qualitative discussion of construction noise impacts and mitigation will be prepared. Detailed
calculations of construction noise impacts will not be provided.

Task 8.4 - Vibration Assessment

Potential vibration impacts associated with the operation of the LRT will be analyzed using data and
analysis methods included in the South/North Conidor Project Noise and Vibration Impacts Results
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Report (February 1998). The vibration estimation method used in the report appears reasonably
conservative. Background vibration levels will be assumed typical and existing background
vibration will not be measured. Assumptions about track configurations relative to vibration force
density spectra will be verified with HMMH staff. If areas of potential vibration impact are
identified, general mitigation measures will be identified and discussed with the project team prior to
inclusion in the mitigation plan.

Task 8.5 - Prepare Noise and Vibration Mitigation Plan

A noise and vibration mitigation plan will be prepared. The report will include existing conditions, a

regulatory analysis that includes local regulations, analysis methodology, results, and supporting
documentation. A brief summary will be prepared and delivered electronically for inclusion in the
Environmental Impact Statement. I have assumed we will provide one version of a draft report, and
a final report. For budgeting purposes, I have assumed we will provide five copies of the draft and
final reports.

Project Team Meetings and Public Meeting Support

TW Environmental staff will prepare for and attend up to 2 public information meetings to present
and discuss noise and vibration analysis results. I have assumed that we will provide graphics in I I -
inch by l7-inch format. If wall graphics are required, I have assumed URS, or Metro will prepare
them. I have assumed attendance at 4 project team or project management team meetings.

10. Visual Analysis

The Visual Analysis for the South Corridor FEIS will require revisions to the SDEIS and ASDESI
sections on Visual Analysis to reflect the selection of the LPA and Public Comments received during
the two public comment periods. URS Staff will draft the Visual Impacts and Mitigation section of
the FEIS.

11. Visual and V ideo Simulations

Visual Simulations are very effective in presenting the project to the general public and elected
officials in a way that makes it much easier to understand. New video simulations will be prepared
for the Downtown Mall, reflecting the revised station locations and design, once there is agreement.
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The work preformed under this task includes assistance to Metro and TriMet Staff on preparation of
the following sections of the FEIS:

o Executive Summary
o Chapter I Purpose and Need
. Chapter 2 Description of the Alternatives
o Chapter 4 Transportation Impacts
. Chapter 7 Evaluation of the Locally Preferred Alternative

Leon Skiles and Associates will provide the primary consultant assistance on this task.
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Also a video simulation will be prepared for the I-205 LRT alignment. Donald Newlands will
prepare theses simulations with assistance from Metro staff and TriMet engineers.

URS Team Draft Budget Estimate:

URS Budget for the South Corridor Proiect FEIS
Task Budeet

Air Quality
Consultant Project Management
Contingency
Document Production and Editing
Ecosystems and Water Quality
Hazardous Materials
Historic and Cultural Resources
Noise and Vibration
Technical Support (Skiles)
Visual Analysis
Visual and Video Simulations

25,000
25,000
50,000
40,000

150,000
15,000
25,000
70,000
50,000

5,000
45 000

Total 500,000

I ; \t rans \h c t\So u t h C o r r idor FEIS\ URS Sc o p e &B u d 0 2 - I I - 0 4 dr aft. do c
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FEIS Traffic Scope of Work
DKS Associates
February 18,2004 - Draft

Introduction

This Work Scope describes the tasks that will be performed by the traffic consultant in support of the
overall South Corridor Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). These tasks include updating the
intersection analyses to a 2025 forecast year, further refinement to traffic issues identified in the South
Corridor SDEIS and the Downtown Amendment to the South Corridor SDEIS and analysis of traffic
issues where the light rail design has been modified.

The FEIS traffic analysis will use output from updated2025 regional travel demand model runs. The
2025 model runs will be based on the Financially Constrained network in the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) federal update, which was completed in January 2004.

This traffic analysis will include two alternatives, No-Build and the Locally Preferred Altemative
(LPA). The No-Build Alternative will be based on the updated Financially Constrained RTP roadway
and transit networks and will be consistent with the No-Build Alternative analyzed in the SDEIS and
ASDEIS. The LPA will include I-205 Light Rail between Clackamas Town Center and Gateway
operating through-routed to downtown Portland and using the Portland Mall alignment between the
Steel Bridge and SW Jackson Street near Portland State University (PSU).

Task l: Update Intersection Analyses to 2025 Forecast Year

Purpose: The intersection analyses included in the South Conidor SDEIS and the Downtown
Amendment to the South Corridor SDEIS were based on 2020 travel forecasts that were developed
consistent with the RTP 2020 Financially Constrained network. FTA has requested that the FEIS use a
2025 forecast year for both traffic analysis and ridership forecasts. Metro will prepare new Financially
Constrained 2025 travel forecasts based on updated RTP networks and T AZ growth allocations.

Study Approach: Metro will provide the consultant with an EMME2 bank that includes the 2025 traffic
assignment. The consultant will update the intersection analyses for the No-Build and Build
Alternatives using Synchro to determine the level-of-service (LOS), delay and queuing at the
intersections previously studied in the SDEIS and ASDEIS at the following locations:

o CTC Subarea
o Fuller Rd. Subarea
. Foster-FlavelSubarea
. Stark-Powell-HolgateSubarea
o Gateway-Rose Quarterr North Transit Mall Subarea
r Central Transit Mall Subarea
. South Transit Mall Subarea

9 previously studied intersections
9 previously studied intersections (P&R change)
7 previously studied intersections (P&R change)
l0 previously studied intersections (P&R changes)
No intersection analysis
l4 previously studied intersections
Intersection analysis needs TBD
l9 previously studied intersections
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Inputs: Metro will provide an assigned p.m. peak hour EMME2 bank to the consultant. Metro will also
provide the consultant with detailed plan and profile sheets and bus route and light rail operations
information.

Product: The product of this task will be tables and graphics for the FEIS and Mitigation Report that
describe the intersection LOS, delay and queuing.

Schedule: Metro will provide the assigned EMME2 bank by April I ,2004. The consultant will
complete this task, including tables and graphics by May 31,2004.

Task 2: Prepare 2025 Analysis for New Intersections

Purpose: As a result of modifications to the Build Alternative design, some intersections not included
in the SDEIS or ASDEIS need to be analyzed. This analysis will be developed to be comparable to the
Synchro analysis described above in Task l.

Study Approach: Metro will provide the consultant with an EMME2 bank that includes the2025 traffic
assignment. The consultant will prepare the intersection analyses for the No-Build and Build
Alternatives using Synchro to determine the level-of-service (LOS), delay and queuing at the following
locations:

. Approximately 6 intersections in the vicinity of the Main Street P&R

. Approximately 5 intersections between Rose Quarter and NE l3th Avenue

. Approximately 8 intersections in downtown Portland.

Inputs: Metro will provide an assigned p.m. peak hour EMME2 bank to the consultant. Metro and
TriMet will also provide the consultant with detailed plan and profile sheets and bus route and light rail
operations information.

Product: The product of this task will be tables and graphics for the FEIS and Mitigation Report that
describe the intersection LOS, delay and queuing.

Schedule: Metro will provide the assigned EMME2 bank by April I ,2004. The consultant will
complete this task, including tables and graphics by May 31,2004.

Task 3: Additional Traffic Analysis by Subarea

Purpose: The purpose of this task is to prepare traffic analyses that address specific issues in each of the
subareas. This includes locations where the design has been modified subsequent to the SDEIS and
issues where the need for more detailed assessment was identified in the SDEIS. In addition, some
traffic issues have been identified through the design process. The FEIS traffic consultant will
coordinate with TriMet's design team to analyze specific design-related traffic issues. This task
addresses analysis over and above the updated intersection analysis.

Study Approach: This task will address the following issues in each subarea:

Clackamas Town Center Subarea - Updated designs include a new access road at SE 95th and Monterey.
The consultant will modifo the traffic analysis to include this intersection.
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Fuller Road Subarea - The consultant will update the discussion of Fuller Road Park-and-Ride access to
reflect the new park-and-ride design, size and location. This will include discussion of the likely access

and egress routes for park-and-ride traffic. The updated park-and-ride site may include a direct access to
SE Otty Road. The consultant will update all of the traffic analysis in this subarea to reflect the decisions
made regarding future access patterns at SE Johnson Creek Boulevard and SE Fuller Road and the
revised park-and-ride access. The consultant will also analyze the need for a traffic signal at the
intersection of SE Otty Road and SE Fuller Road, using updated traffic counts if needed.

Foster - Flavel Subarea - The consultant will update the discussion of Foster Road Park-and-Ride access

to reflect the new park-and-ride design, size and location. This will include discussion of the likely
access and egress routes for park-and-ride traffic and potential downstream traffic impacts. If the new
park-and-ride design includes access via SE 92nd Avenue, the consultant will need to address
intersection operations and turn lane configuration at the intersections of SE 92"d atHolgate, SE 92nd at
Foster, SE 92"d at Woodstock and SE 92nd at the park-and-ride access points. The consultant will also
describe how the traffic associated with the proposed park-and-ride works in coordination with PDC and
community plans for traffic operations in downtown Lents.

Stark-Powell-Holgate Subarea - The Holgate Park-and-Ride has been reduced from the 400 spaces

analyzed in the SDEIS to approximately 125 spaces. The consultant will update the analysis to reflect
the smaller size and determine if the park-and-ride access requires a traffic signal. The Powell Park-
and-Ride remains at 400 spaces as analyzed in the SDEIS, but the street alignment is slightly modified.
The consultant will determine the need for a traffic signal at the park-and-ride access and reconfirm the
mitigation plan for SE 92nd and Powell Boulevard. This will include working with the TriMet design
team on the half-street improvement proposed between the park-and-ride access and Powell. The Main
Street Park-and-Ride was not included in the SDEIS. The consultant will prepare an analysis of the
impacts associated with the Main Street Park-and-Ride, including a determination of the need for a

traffic signal at SE 96'h and Main Street at the park-and-ride access.

North Mall Subarea - The consultant will work with the TriMet design team to further develop concepts
for the proposed traffic signal operation at the west end of the Steel Bridge. The consultant will
coordinate with the TriMet design team to prepare two plans for motor vehicle, bus and LRT operations
in the vicinity of W Burnside and NW Couch Streets. One plan will assume the status quo (Burnside
and Couch operate as they do today) and a second plan will assume the full implementation of the city's
Burnside-Couch couplet plan. The consultant will also provide a qualitative assessment of the impact of
the North Mall LRT operations to the function of the downtown "portal" locations at NW Everett and
NW Glisan.

Central Mall - The consultant will provide a qualitative assessment of the impact of the Central Mall
LRT operations to the function of the downtown "portal" locations at SW Washington and Alder.

South Mall - The consultant will update, as needed, the SDEIS South Mall analyses regarding diversion
from SW 5th and 6th Avenues to SW 4th Avenue and SW Broadway. The consultant will work with
Metro and City staff to determine whether the traffic forecasts used for downtown Portland should be

updated based on the change from a 2020 forecast year to a2025 forecast year. The consultant will also
coordinate with TriMet and ODOT to address issues related to access to and from the I-405 ramps. This
could include analysis of intersections south of I-405 as requested by ODOT. The consultant will also
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provide a qualitative assessment of the impact of the Central Mall LRT operations to the function of the
downtown "portal" locations at SW Clay and Columbia.

Inputs: Metro will provide an assigned p.m. peak hour EMME2 bank to the consultant. Metro and
TriMet will also provide the consultant with detailed plan and profile sheets and bus route and light rail
operations information. The consultant and Metro will coordinate with City staff to determine if
revisions to the downtown Portland traffic forecasts are required.

Product: Technical memoranda addressing the traffic analysis issues for each subarea.

Schedule: Technical memoranda should be completed by June 30,2004.

Task 4: Prepare FEIS Sections

Purpose: The consultant will prepare a first draft and a final draft of a traffic impacts section to be
included in Chapter 4 Transportation Impacts in the FEIS. This section will address pedestrian, bicycle
and automobile impacts associated with the Build Alternative when compared with the No-Build
Alternative.

Study Approach: The pedestrian and bicycle impacts are not expected to change significantly from the
SDEIS and ASDEIS. The consultant will update and incorporate the pedestrian and bicycle analysis
into the FEIS text.

The automobile impacts section will be based on the updated 2025 forecast and will include the updated
intersection analysis and new analysis based on park-and-ride lot changes and downtown alignment
changes.

Inputs: The SDEIS and ASDEIS provide the basis for much of the impacts discussion to be included in
the FEIS. The FEIS write-up will also use the updated analysis described in Tasks I 8L 2.

Product: The Traffic Impacts and Mitigation section for the FEIS.

Schedule: The FEIS section should be completed by June 30,2004

Task 5: Prepare Traffic Mitigation Plan

Purpose: The consultant will prepare a traffic mitigation plan by subarea. The mitigation plan will
describe traffic signal operations, signal priority and preemption, intersection channelization, turn pocket
lengths, and other traffic operations elements as needed to mitigate impacts directbt associated with the
operation or design of the I-2O5lPortland Mall LRT or the new park-and-ride lots included in the I-205
segment.

Study Approach: Based on the mitigation criteria included in Chapter 2 of the South Corridor Project
Local Traffic Impacts Results Report (December 2002), the consultant will identifo locations where
direct traffic impacts that would require mitigation are found. The consultant will work with the TriMet
design team, City of Portland and Clackamas County to identifu and test possible mitigation concepts.
This task shall utilize and update mitigation analysis previously developed for the SDEIS. The
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consultant will assist the TriMet design team to reach consensus with local jurisdictions regarding the
mitigation plans.

Inputs: The consultant will use the updated 2025 intersection analysis results and the mitigation
concepts developed for the SDEIS.

Product: The Traffic Mitigation Plan to be produced as a stand-alone report or as part of a larger,
comprehensive FEIS Mitigation Plan.

Schedule: The mitigation plan should be completed by July 15,2004

Budget:

The current estimate for these tasks is $175,000. Metro Staff will continue to work with DKS to refine
the scope and budget prior to execution of the contract amendment.
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South Corridor FEIS Scope of Work and Budget
Financial Analysis - Siegel Consulting

Task Description: This task develops and describes the financial plan to fund the capital and
operating costs of the South Corridor l-205lPortland Mall Light Rail Project. Previously completed
work in the South Corridor SDEIS and the Downtown Amendment to the SDEIS will be updated
and local funding commitments secured during the FEIS phase of the project. Inputs required for
this task include capital and operating cost estimates, the proposed construction schedule and capital
expenditures by federal fiscal year. Outputs of this task include:

. Capital funding plan including confirmed local, state and federal funding sources.

. Identification of the costs of borrowing or interim financing when federal appropriations or
availability of local sources lag behind construction requirements

. Detailed cash flow analysis for construction

. Assessment of project capital feasibility

. System fiscal feasibility analysis including effect on working capital and capital reserve

. Analysis of risks and uncertainties

. Implementation of the financing plan

Roles and Responsibilities: Metro and TriMet staff will develop inputs for this task and coordinate
the overall development of the finance plan with local jurisdictions, the state and FTA and FHWA.
The Consultant will perform the detailed financial analyses and will assist Metro and TriMet in the
development of the overall funding strategy for the project. Consultant products will include a draft
and final version of the FEIS Chapter 6 - Financial Analysis, as well as materials required for
developing and negotiating the finance plan with project partners. The consultant may also
participate in discussions with FTA and FHWA regarding the project's federal funding.

Budget:

To complete this work, a $20,000 amendment will be made to Metro Contract No. 923315 with
Siegel Consulting.
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BEFORE THE METRO CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

RESOLUTION NO. 04-3426

lntroduced by Council President David
Bragdon

WHEREAS, Metro is responsible for advancing the cost-effective recovery of materials from
solid waste generated within the region and for ensuring the proper disposal of the region's remaining
solid waste; and,

WHEREAS, Metro owns the Metro Central and Metro South transfer stations in parlial
fulfillment of these responsibilities; and,

WHEREAS, it is Metro's policy to operate the transfer stations through the use of private
firms; and,

WHEREAS, the current operations contract expires September 30,2004, at which time a

replacement contract or contracts must be in place; and,

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.054(c) authorizes, where appropriate and subject to the
requirements of ORS 279.015, the use of alternative contracting and purchasing practices that take
account of market realities and modern innovative contracting and purchasing methods which are
consistent with the public policy of encouraging competition; and,

WHEREAS, the Metro Contract Review Board finds, as set forth on the attached Exhibit B,
that exempting the transfer station operator contract(s) from competitive bidding requirements
pursuant to the RFP attached hereto as Exhibit A is unlikely to encourage favoritism in the award of
the contract(s) or to substantially diminish competition for the contract(s), and that the award of the
contract(s) pursuant to an exemption from competitive bidding will result in substantial cost savings
to Metro; and,

WHEREAS, the Metro Contract Review Board finds, for the reasons stated in the staff report
for Resolution No. 04-3412,"For the purpose of authorizing an exemption from competitive bidding
requirements and authorizing issuance of RFP #04- 1091-SWR for the operation of the Metro South
and./or Metro Central Transfer Station," and the findings attached hereto as Exhibit B, that the
proposed RFP attached hereto as Exhibit A is appropriate for obtaining such replacement contract(s);
and,

WHEREAS, as directed by Resolution No. 04-341 2A, the Metro Chief Operating Officer
entered into negotiations with BFI Waste Systems of North America, Inc., for an extension of the
current agreement; and

WHEREAS, as directed the Metro Chief Operating Officer has reported to the Metro Council
that an extension acceptable to Metro could not be agreed upon; and,

Resolution No. 04-3426
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WHEREAS, these extension negotiations have delayed the project to obtain a replacement
contract(s), a short-term extension to the existing operations contract is required as contained in
Change Order No. 5 attached hereto as Exhibit C; now therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Contract Review Board:
l. Adopts as its findings the justifications, information and reasoning set forth in Exhibit B,

which is incorporated by reference into this Resolution as if set forth in full;
2. Exempts from competitive bidding requirements the contract to be solicited through RFP

#04-1091-SWR, attached as Exhibit A;
3. Authorizes issuance of RFP #04-1091-SWR, attached as Exhibit A; and,
4. Authorizes the Chief Operating Officer to execute Change Order No. 5 to Contract No.

905690 attached as Exhibit C.

ADOPTED by the Metro Contract Review Board this day of 2004.

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney

M:\rem\od\projects\Legislation\TSOpsRFP 2004\RFPresolutionversionB.doc
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Resolution No. 04-3426
EXHIBIT B

FTNDINGS SUPPORTING AN EXEMPTION FROM THE
COMPETITTVE BIDDING PROCESS FOR A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

FOR THE OPERATION OF THE METRO SOUTH AND/OR
METRO CENTRAL TRANSFER STATIONS

1. BACKGROUND

Metro owns the Metro South and Central Transfer Stations, which receive solid waste and
certain source- separated recyclable materials from the public and commercial haulers. The
stations have traditionally been operated by private contractors that are responsible for
receiving the materials, recovering recyclables, and loading the remaining materials into
transfer trailers for disposal.

The current contract to operate Metro's transfer stations expires on September 30,2004.
Metro intends to award a replacement contract(s) through a request for proposals process.
Pursuant to Metro Code Section2.04.054 and ORS 279.015(2) and (6), the Metro Contract
Review Board makes the following findings to exempt this contract procurement from a

request for bids process, and in support ofthe use ofa request for proposals process.

2, FINDINGS

2.1. Findings supporting exemption from competitive bid process regarding
discouraging favoritism

The Metro Contract Review Board finds that exempting the contract(s) for operation
of Metro transfer stations from competitive bidding requirements is unlikely to
encourage favoritism in the award of a contract(s). This finding is supported by the
following:

2.1.1. Opportunitv to Comment on RFP Documents: Interested parties will have
been provided copies of the RFP documents and will have an opportunity to
comment on those documents at a public hcaring of the Metro Contract Review
Board convened to authorize the release of this RFP.

2.1.2. Solicitation Advertisement: Pursuant to ORS 279.025, the solicitation will be
advertised as appropriate in regional and national publications. In addition,
solicitation documents will be available both through Metro's website page
that highlights contracting opporfunities, as well as at regional plan and
procurement centers. The release will also be announced publicly at meetings
of the Metro Solid Waste Advisory Committee, the Metro Council, and the
Metro Contract Review Board. Additionally, regional and national firms
providing such services will be contacted directly by staff. Accordingly, this
solicitation process is designed to discourage favoritism.

Exhibit B
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2.1.3 Full Disclosure: To avoid favoritism and ensure full disclosure of all project
requirements, the RFP solicitation package will include:
o A detailed description of the project;
o Performancespecifications;
r Contractual terms and conditions;
o Selection process description;
o Evaluation criteria; and
o A complaint process and remedies

2.1.4. Selection Process: To avoid favoritism the selection process will include the
following elements:

2.1.4.1. A pre-proposal review period for potential proposers to ask questions,
request clarifications and suggest changes to the RFP or solicitation
process generally.

2.1.4.2. The evaluation process will include the following steps:
o Proposals will be evaluated for completeness and compliance with

the requirements listed in the RFP;
r References regarding experience, qualifications and operating

history will be investigated and evaluated;
. The information regarding other aspects of the proposal such as

technical characteristics, product support and cost will be discussed
and evaluated;

. Firms submitting proposals considered complete and responsive will
be interviewed regarding their proposal; and

o The selection committee will score complete proposals using
predetermined criteria stated in the RFP.

2.l.4.3.Metro will enter into negotiations with the highest ranked firm (or
combination of firms) to attempt to negotiate a contract(s). If negotiations
are unsuccessful, negotiations will be conducted with the next highest
ranked firm.

2.1.4.4. Once a contract has been negotiated, competing firms will be notified
and given an opportunity to appeal the award(s) in accordance with the
provisions of the Metro Code and Oregon law.

2.2. Findings supporting exemption from competitive bid process regarding
fostering competition

The Metro Contract Review Board finds that exempting the contract(s) for operation
of Metro transfer stations from competitive bidding requirements is unlikely to
substantially diminish competition for such a contract(s). To the contrary, this RFP
is likely to encourage competition among numerous suppliers that will offer a wide

Exhibit B
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spectrum of products and services representing a broad marketplace. This finding is
supported by the following:

2.2.1. Preparation of RFP Documents: The RFP has been written in a simple, easy
to read format given the complexity of the task for which proposals are being
requested. As described above in section 2.1.1 of these findings, potential
proposers have been provided with opportunities to review and provide
comments on this RFP prior to its final release. In addition, proposers will have
an opportunity to ask clariffing questions after this RFP is released. All of these
steps, in combination, will make this process fair and unbiased to all potential
proposers, such that parties are not likely to be discouraged from submitting
proposals due to a misunderstanding of the RFP documents.

2.2.2. Solicitation Advertisement: As described in section 2.1.2 of these findings,
the solicitation will be advertised in regional and national publications, via
Metro's internet website, through direct contact with potential proposers, and
with announcements at several public meetings. Thus, this RFP will be
advertised widely to encourage the gteatest number of competitive proposals.

2.2.3. RFP Desien--Allowins Combinations of Proposals: This RFP pcrmits
proposals to operate one or both transfer stations. This will encourage
competition because smaller companies that may not have the resources to
operate both transfer stations, and that may have more innovative or
specialized approaches, will be provided the opportunity to submit a proposal
to operate a single transfer station. Thus, a firm may choose to propose only
on the one station that best fits its strengths. During the last procurement a
small local firm chose to propose to operate Metro South Transfer Station
only, and ended up as part of the second-highest ranked combination
(combined with a large national firm's proposal to operate the other transfer
station). It is unlikely this small firm would have proposed if the RFP had
required proposals to operate both stations.

2.3. Findings supporting exemption from the competitive bid process regarding cost
savings

The Metro Contract Review Board finds that exempting the procurement of the
contract(s) for the operation of Metro's transfer stations from competitive bidding
requirements will result in substantial cost savings to Metro. This finding is based
on consideration of the type of contract, its cost, the amount of the contract, the
number of available proposers, and other appropriate factors as follows:

2.3.1. Protection of Metro Assets: Exemption from the competitive bid
requirements permits Metro to solicit proposals that maximize the protection
of over $20 million of Metro's assets through proper operation and
maintenance of the transfer facilities and associated equipment. Proposed
operation and maintenance procedures as well as the experience of proposers
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is best evaluated through the proposal process and will result in substantial
savings in maintenance and repair costs both short and long term. In addition,
proper operation of the facility will minimi ze the financial risks to Metro
through expensive cleanups of hazardous materials and possible facility
closures occurring as a result ofpoor operational practices.

2.3.2. Waste Reduction Savings: Exemption from the competitive bid requirements
permits Metro to solicit both the cost and level of material recovery to which
proposers are willing to commit. This enables Metro to pick the most cost-
effective combination to achieve increased recovery-both between proposers
and as compared with other potential Metro waste reduction programs. This
will result in substantial savings in expenditures for achieving Metro's waste
reduction goals.

2.3.3. Savines Due to Increased Competition: As described in section 2.2, above,
this RFP process will encourage greater competition, which should result in
substantial cost savings to Metro to operate the transfer stations while
achieving its goals and purposes.

2.4. Additional factors regarding exemption from competitive bidding requirements

The operation of Metro's transfer stations represents a unique project in which
special expertise is required to perform a technically complex operation. It is
complex and is subject to multiple and conflicting needs of public and commercial
customers who use the station as well as integration with the regional solid waste
system. Metro must balance the cost of operating the transfer station with
achievement of Metro's waste recycling and waste reduction goals. These
conflicting needs are best balanced by examining both quantitative and qualitative
responses to the RFP, and are not easily measured only in pricing mechanisms.

s:\shtrc\8cyc\opconVfp\documenl\lindin gs.d@
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Exhibit C
Resolution No. 04-3426

METRO CONTRACT NO. 905690

This Contract Change Order No. 5, effectrve 2004, hereby amends Metro Contract
No. 905690 between Metro and BFI Waste Systems of North America, Inc. (formerly Browning-
Ferris Industries of Oregon, Inc.) "Contractor", dated July 18,1997, including prior change
orders, which contract and change orders are collectively refened to herein as the "Contract".

Purpose

The purpose of this change order is to extend the term of the Contract.

Provisions of Contract Change Order

l. The provisions of Paragraph No. 5 of the Contract Document entitled "Agreement"
are amended to delete the date "September 30,2004" and to replace such date with
"November 30,2004." In addition, the provisions of Article 3l of the General
Conditions of the Contract are amended to delete the date "september 30, 2004" and
to replace such date with "November 30, 2004."

2. Except as amended and modified herein, all other terms of the Contract and any previous
Contract Change Orders shall remain in fulI force and effect. Any material conflict between the
provision of the original Contract, including the provisions of other previous Contract Change
Orders, and this Contract Change Order No. 5 shall be resolved by reference to and reliance upon
this Contract Change Order No. 5.

BFI Waste Systems of North America, Inc. METRO

Signature Signature

Print Name and Title Print Narne and Title

Date Date

CHANGE ORDER NO. 5



STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 04-3426 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION FROM COMPETITIVE BIDDING REQUIREMENTS
AND AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE OF RFP #04-109I-SWR FOR THE OPERATION OF THE
METRO SOUTH AND/OR METRO CENTRAL TRANSFER STATIONS

Date: February 17,2004 Drafted by: Chuck Geyer

BACKGROUND

In January 2004, Resolution No. 04-3412, "For the purpose of authorizing an exemption from competitive
bidding requirements and authorizing issuance of RFP #04-1091-SWR for the operation of the Metro
South and,/or Metro Central Transfer Station," was filed with the Metro Council to authorize release of
RFP #04-1091-SWR for the Operation of the Metro South and/or Metro Central Transfer Stations.
Consideration of the resolution was postponed until February 5th in order to obtain comments from
interested parties regarding the request for proposals.

At the February 5'h Council meeting, the Metro Council adopted Resolution No. 04-3412,{, directing the
Metro Chief Operating Officer to negotiate an extension of the existing operations contract and to report
on the result of such negotiations no later than February 26,2004. Concerns were raised at the meeting as
to the impacts on the RFP schedule should negotiations be unsuccessful. A representative of the current
operator (BFI) stated that BFI would agree to a short-term extension at existing prices if long-term (three
year) extension negotiations were unsuccessful.

The Chief Operating Officer has been unable to negotiate the terms of a long-term extension that are in
the best interests of Metro and is therefore recommending that the Metro Council authorize release of
RFP #04- l09l -SWR. Due to the delay caused by unsuccessful negotiations, the Chief Operating Officer
also recommends a two month extension to the existing operations contract in order to allow adequate
time to conduct the RFP process and allow the successful proposer time to mobilize.

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

l. Known Opposition

There is no known opposition.

2. Legal Antecedents

Metro Code Section 2.04.05a@) authorizes, where appropriate and subject to the requirements of ORS
279.015, the use of alternative contracting and purchasing practices that take account of market realities
and modern innovative contracting and purchasing methods which are consistent with the public policy of
encouraging competition.

Metro Code Section 2.04.058(b) requires Council approval of amendments to contracts designated as
having a significant impact on Metro. Contract No. 905690 was designated as having such a significant
impact.

Staff Report to Resolution N o. 04-3426
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3. Anticipated Effects

Adoption of Resolution No. 04-3426 will exempt the procurement of transfer station operations services
for Metro's two transfer stations from the competitive bid requirements of the Metro Code and State law,
and authorize the release ofa request for proposals to obtain such services. Adoption ofthe resolution
will also authorize the Chief Operating Officer to execute Change Order No. 5 to Contract No. 905690.

4. Budget Impacts

There will be no impact on the current budget. The FY 2004-05 budget may be impacted depending on
the cost associated with the replacement contract(s) and the establishment of a bonus fund.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Council President recommends approval of Resolution No. 04-3426.

M:Vcm\odvrcjecsUrgislation\TSOpsRFP-20o4\sbfTrepo(v.mion2.de
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Agenda Item Number 10.1

Resolution No. 04-3421, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Execution of a Seven-Year Lease with
Oregon Park Development, LLC.

Executive Session

Metro Council Meeting
Thursday, February 26, 2004

Metro Couucil Chamber



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF A SEVEN-YEAR LEASE
WITH OREGON PARK DEVELOPMENT,
LLC

RESOLUTION NO. 04-3421

Introduced by Michael J. Jordan, Chief
Operating Officer, with the concurrence
of David Bragdon, Council President

WHEREAS, Metro's latex paint recycling and retail facility has been housed in its current
building at the Metro South Transfer Station since August of 1999;and,

WHEREAS, limited parking, competing truck traffic, and long lines of transfer station customers
at the Metro South Transfer Station make it difficult for customers to get to the recycled latex paint
facility; and,

WHEREAS, the small size of the current space at Metro South Transfer Station does not allow
for the storage of sufficient feedstock and stockpiling of latex paint inventory or the automated production
of more profitable one-gallon cans; and,

WHEREAS, Metro currently stores much of its recycled latex paint inventory in an off-site
warehouse, costing $26,400 annually; and,

WHEREAS, the current latex paint recycling building could be used to house Metro South
Transfer Station maintenance activities and provide meeting space, as called for in the Metro South
Transfer Station Capital Improvement Plan; and,

WHEREAS, Metro proposes to move its latex paint recycling and retail facility to a 22,500
square foot building located at 4825 N. Basin Avenue, Swan Island, that is well suited for production,
storage and sales of Metro's recycled paint; and,

WHEREAS, Metro would lease the new location from Oregon Park Development, LLC; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed leasehold would have thirty reserved parking spaces, convenient
ingress and egress, and would be more centrally located and accessible to a larger portion of the Metro
Area, expanding the potential recycled paint retail customer base; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed leasehold would increase available processing and storage space from
I 1,000 to 22,500 square feet, allowing for the automated production of one-gallon cans, providing the
ability to store more incoming waste latex paint, and enabling increased paint production and stockpiling
over the winter for sale during the busy painting season; and,

WHEREAS, entering into a leasehold is preferable to Metro acquiring or constructing a building
because the current real estate climate has produced lease rates that are very favorable to tenants, and
leasing allows for greater future flexibility; and,

WHEREAS, Metro Code 2.0a.026(a)(3) requires Metro Council approval for any lease contract;
now therefore,

Resolution No. 04-3421
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BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council authorizes the Chief Operating Officer to execute a
seven-year lease with Oregon Park Development, LLC.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of 2004.

David Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney

Resolution No. 04-3421
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 04-3421 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A SEVEN-YEAR LEASE WITH OREGON
PARK DEVELOPMENT, LLC

January 28,2004 Prepared by William Eadie
Jim Quinn

BACKGROUND

Metro's latex paint recycling operation has been housed in its current building at the Metro South
Transfer Station since August of 1999. For several reasons, as outlined below, it is advantageous to move
the operation to a leased off-site location. The proposed lease is with Oregon Park Development, LLC,
for a 22,500 square foot warehouse located on Swan Island. This building is well suited for production,
storage and sales of Metro's recycled paint.

A more detailed explanation of the operational, financial, and marketing aspects of the paint recycling
program can be found in the "Metro Latex Paint Recycling Business Plan", dated August 2003.

Justification for Relocatine the Latex Paint Recyclinq Facility

There are several factors that make it advantageous to move Metro's latex paint recycling operation to a

new location:

. There are substantial traffic congestion problems at the current Metro South location that make it
difficult to retail Metro's recycled paint to a large number of customers. There is limited parking,
competing truck traffic, and at times long lines of transfer station customers making it difficult to
get to the latex facility.

. The new facility would increase available processing and storage space from I 1,000 to 22,500
square feet. An increase in processing and storage space is beneficial because it will eliminate the
current $26,400 annual expenditure for offsite warehouse space, allow for automated production
of one-gallon cans which are more profitable to sell, provide the ability to store more incoming
paint feedstock, and facilitate increased paint production and stockpiling over the winter for sale
during the busy painting season.

. The new facility will be more centrally located and accessible to a larger portion of the region,
expanding the potential customer base.

o There will also be a substantial financial benefit by using the building currently used for latex
paint recycling operations on the Metro South site to instead house maintenance activities and
provide meeting space that is called for in the Capital Improvement Plan.

Leasing a building is preferable to new construction for two reasons: the current climate is very favorable
for leasing, and leasing allows for greater flexibility.

Staff Report to Resolution No.04-3421
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Summarv of Proposed Lease

Property: 4825 N. Basin Avenue, Swan Island
Landlord: Oregon Park Development, LLC
Tenant: Metro Latex Paint Recycling
Premises: 22,500 sq. ft. of shell space, including approximately 1665 sq. ft of interior office space
Commencement/Occupancy: March 1, 2004
Early Access: Allowed
Term: 84 months
Option to Renew: Yes; one to five year term
Right of First Refusal: Yes (on 30,680 square feet, including approximately 5,250 square feet of office
space)
Assignment and Subletting: Allowed
Building Rent: Average rental rate over first five-years is 32.8 cents per sq. ft.
Average rental rate over entire seven-year term is 33.8 cents per sq. ft.
Tenant (NNN) Expenses: 8.5 cents/sf/mo
Tenant Improvements: Landlord will build-out as requested and recover cost in rent payment over term
of lease
Parking: thirty assigned parking spaces
Signage: Yes

Justification for Selection of This ProperW

The proposed lease satisfies the following selection criteria:
o Market location

Swon Island is centrally located
o Convenient Access to I-5

Less than 1.5 miles from the I-5 interchange
Less than 3 minutes drive time to I-5 interchange

o Adequate size (22,500 sq. ft.)
o Adequate building clear height (twenfy-four feet)
o Adequate power (400a/480v)
o Adequate striped parking and staging area (thirty striped spaces)
o Adequate loading and staging area (two dock-doors, three grade-doors)
. Includes a five-year lease renewal option at the then market rate
. Includes a right of first refusal on additional space in the same building
o Allows for assignment and subletting

The proposed lease exceeds the following selection criteria:
o Competitive lease rate

Average rental rate for the proposed building over the firsl five years is 32.8 cents per sq. ft,'
Average rental rate over the seven-year term is 33.8cents per sq. ft,'

The Range of rental rates of the comparable buildings (adjustedfor build-out allowances and
operating expenses) is 32.4-48.4 cents per sq. ft; three of the four building indicate a higher
range offrom 34.6-48.4cents per sq. ft. in comparison to the proposed building

. Positive exposure
Street signage allowed; plus, building is easily visible to passing vehicles

o Convenient access
A four-lane, one-way street (N. Basin Avenue) provides direct access to the building

Staff Report to Resolution No. 04-3421
Page 2 of 4



Comparison of Proposed Lease to Comparable Properties:

Selection Criteria

Location

Access

Exposure

Loading

Parking

Size

Signage

Ave. Rental Rate/SF

Adjusted Rental
Rate/SF*
Lease Renewal

Operating Expenses
per square foot
Clear Height

Power

Proposed Hayden Island
Lease
Adequate Adequate

Good Below Avg.

Very Good Below Avg.

Adequate Adequate

Good Adequate

22,500 16,969

Good Good

32.8 cents 38.9 cents

33.8 cents (7-yr average)

32.8 cents 34.6 cents

I -5yr

$0.08s

24',

400a/480v

I -5yr

$0.1 20

20'

250a/480v

I 50a
I 20/240v
Very Good

Yes

Columbia Blvd.

Adequate

Good

Good

Adequate

Adequate-Good

17,250

Good

40.4 cents

Airport Way

Adequate

Good

Average-Good

Inadequate

Adequate-Good

20,62s

Good

3 L4 cents

Airport Way

Adequate

Good

Very Good

Adequate

Adequate-Good

18,660

Good

44.9 cents

Management Quality Very Good

ROFR Yes

39.6 cents

I -5yr

$0.1 t 4

23',

Adequate

Good

Yes

32.4 cents

l-Syr

$0.1 27

Adequate

400a/480v

300a-208/l 20v

Unknown

Unknown

48.4 cents

I -5yr

$0.1 20

20'

Adequate

Unknown

Unknown

*adjusted for different build-out allowances and operating expenses structures

ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

l. Known Opposition
None

2. Legal Antecedents
Metro Code 2.04.026(a)(3) requires Metro Council approval for any lease contract.

3. Anticipated Effects
Adoption of Resolution No. 04-342 I would authorize execution of a seven-year lease with Oregon
Park Development, LLC, for a22,500 square foot warehouse located on Swan Island.

Staff Report to Resolution No. 04-3421
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4. Budget Impacts
For the remainder of FY03-04 the lease commits Metro to about $ 18,000 in expenditures.
For FY04-05 the total lease cost is expected to be $100,150, which is less than the amount
anticipated in the department's proposed budget for FY04-05. In future years there are
modest cost increases, due to the increases in the rent schedule shown below.

Rent schedule:

Months
I
2-6
7-24
25-48
49-60
6l
62-72
t5
74-84

Rent
s7,720
$0
$7,720
$8, I 06
$8,51 I
s0
$8,51 I
$0
$9, I 92

Triple net costs: start at S1912.50 per month, vary with actual costs.

The department has conducted an economic analysis comparing the cost of leaving the paint
recycling operation in its current location vs. moving it to a new leased building. The
analysis concluded that the move would be financially beneficial for the following reasons:

There will be a $685,000 savings in capital costs by using the current latex building to house
maintenance and office facilities called for in Metro's Capital Improvement Plan

The additional space in the new facility will increase the latex operation's revenue by allowing
for increased processing of latex from other agencies for a fee and increased production of more
profitable one gallon cans

The net increase in operating costs in the new facility will be very modect, estimated at $16,000
for FY04-05.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
The Chief Operating Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 04-3421

M :\rcm\od\projccts\LegislationUatex leNesl frpt. DOC
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6OO NORTHIAST GRANO AVTNUE
TEt- 503 797 1700

PORTLANO, OREGON 97232 2136
FAX 503 797 1797

M erno
CoMMITTEE FoR CITIZEN INVoLVEMENT

Mission:To Asstsr rN DEVELopMENT, TMpLEMENTATToN AND EvALUATtoN oF crrrzEN INvoLVEMENT AcrrvrrrEs AT METRo

Report to the Metro Council for MCCI Business for Febntaryr 2004
Report presented 2n6lW

Industrial lands open houses feedback from MCCI
l. An MCCI member has attended an industrial land workshop, which over 100 people were
at. She said the most interesting exercise was where they sat at a big table with "puzzle pieces"
and a map and had to lay them out'on the map following the nrles and guidelines the planners had
to follow. She found it very interesting and said it gave them a little sympathy for what planners
go through. She thought that the workshop would be effective at communicating with citizens.

2. It has been noticed that Charbonneau residents are up in arrrs about the industrial land
study and the possibility of industrial lands being sited near them.

3. MCCI noted at the time of their last meeting that there was not a Goal 5 open house
scheduled for the Damascus area. At the time of this report, however, an open house has been
finalized at the Sunnybrook Service Center.

MCCI has been informed that over 800 responses had been received to the Highway 217 survey
on Metro's website in the first week and half it was online. That's an incredible amount of
feedback in a short time, and we think staff did a great job on the survey. Members also
commented that there are still issues about who is lead agency on the I-5l99W connector road.
We asked if Metro would be taking a role in getting public involvement. We've been informed
that there are open houses planned and that the discussion of Metro's role was currently
happening, but that at this point, there are no Metro staff or resources available.

This project is one of many that has led to a general MCCI discussion on public involvement
processes where METRO is not the lead agency but is the funding agency or partner agency, and
that topic is going to continue to be discussed in MCCI meetings.

Current MCCI businessfor Murch:
Improving Regional Communication
MCCI has developed a list of discussion items for improving regional communication, including:
o how to work on things where Metro is not the lead agency but we have a partnership,
r how to communicate with CPOs and CCIs and how we work together;
o what are best practices, how do we honor and recognize folks who do implement the best
practices,
r and how to use those opportunities to improve citizen involvement in the region.

STEERING CoMMITTEE, NoMINATIN6 CoMMITTEE AND MCCI SUB-CoMMITTEES: CoUNCIL AND BUD6ET; GRowTH MANAGEMENT;
TRANSPoRTATIoN AND REGIoNAL ENVIRoNMENTAL MANAGEMENT; Zoo, PARKS/GREENSPACES AND AoMINISTRATIoN

Recycled paper
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MCCI
February26,2004
Page2

Citizen Involvement Network
MCCI has drafted a letter to the citizen memhrs of other Metro committees and subcommittees
encouraging them to share information with MCCI on issues they are working on. The plan is to
invite them to help MCCI build a citizen involvement network.

Members discussed the idea of a listserve or online chat group where citizens involved with
neighborhood issues could share information. The com.mittee discussed the proposal and the
legalities of such a group, which we will continue to further research.

Out of boundary communities
MCCI is still discussing the idea of holding a neighborhood summit meeting, primarily to discuss
communicating with out of boundary communities. We postponed active discussion of this item
from our Febnrary 186 meeting to our upcoming March 56 meeting. Councilor Mclain had
expressed an interest in attending this discussion, so when she had a scheduling conflict for our
last meeting, we delayed the conversation until March.

Neighborhood News
CPO 9 is in the middle of dissolution and CPO 8 is having issues as well. Hillsboro sent out 400
surveys as part of their citizen involvement and received a lot of reaction from the Hispanic
population in the community, which has received press coverage and at council meetings. MCCI
is considering discussing the changing values and population in the regron.

Our Gresham members were pleased that Council President Bragdon mentioned downtown
Gresham at the recent State ofRegion address. The are glad that their regional centerhas received
1144 fuading.
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TRANSMITTAL LBTTER

February 26,2004

The Honorable David Bragdon
Metro Council President
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Council President Bragdon:

I am pleased to present Metro's Quarterly Financial Report for the second quarter of the 2003{4 fiscal year. The report summarizes revenue
and expenditure performance for each fund, in a format that includes cunent revenues as well as operating and non-operaling expenditures.
There is also information regarding excise taxes through December 31, 2003. ln addition to the information provided in past quarterly reports,
this report includes a section summarizing the status of Capital lmprovement Projects budgeted in FY 200344, This section can be found in
the back of this report, Also new to this report is the addition of graphs to the transmittal letter summarizing the major sources of Enterpdse
Revenue and Excise Tax.

The financial status of the General Fund and in particular, the excise tax,
is of extreme importance to the agency. Overall excise tax revenue
received through the end of the second quarter totaled $4.8 million,
exceeding the seasonal year-to-date budget by 1.6 percent. While Solid
Waste & Recycling, the Oregon Convention Center, Planning, and
Building Management exceeded first half projections, the Zoo, Expo
Center, and Parks fell short. The revised annual forecast, based on
historical patterns and results from the first two quarters, projects year-
end excise tax collections above budget by more than $185,000 overall.
This includes an additional year-end contribution to the Rate Stabilization
Reserve of $335,000. The net result is a projected reduction in
discretionary excise tax available in the General Fund at year-end of
$150,000. The actual beginning balance in the General Fund was
$371,000 higher than budgeted with $102,000 of this going toward the
Recovery Rate Stabilization Reserve. The remaining $269,000 helps to
offset the projected shortfallfrom non-solid waste activity.

Exclse Tax Recelved Through Decembor 31, 2003
Actual vs. Prorectod

drdt h 0nh..

OYTD
Budget

f Actual

s2.0
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

At 46 percent of budget, revenue received for all of the operating funds through the end of the second quarter is slightly higher than past

vears. ExDenditures, however, appear a little high for this point in the year, partially due to additional debt service in the Solid Waste Revenue
ii,nO. f" ii," ZOOi-Oi fiscal yeir, ihe SotiO Was-te and Reiycling depahment began restructuring its debt to take- advantage of lower interest 

_

ratei, and to ensure compli;nce with bond covenant requirements. This was achieved through a combination of refunding and defeasance of

"r[L"Ji"i a"tt. in" first naf of this Rscat year included orer $4 million in Solid waste debt service, exceeding budgeted debt service by
or"iiiT,iiffion, anO completing the debt r;struc1uring. After adjusting for this additional debt service, expenditures for all of the operating
funds through the end of the first quarter are at 44 percent of budget, on the high side of normal'

Enterprise revenues in the parks Department are dowl slightly from projections primarily due to a reduction in Glendor,/eer revenue. The first
Ji m6nt,rrs of tfre nscal year is usualiy the highest revenue-generating period for the department. The receipt of one-time unexpected revenue
in OJ-mOei trefpea make up for the flnt haif of the year. The Parksbepartment expects to meel overall revenue projections by year-end.
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

MERC continues to fall short of budgeted revenue at both Expo and the Portland Center for the Performing Arts- However, at the Oregon
Convention Cenler enterprise revenues are up from the prior year and from budget.

Enterprise revenues for the Expo Center were at 34 percent of budget for the first half of the year, lower than expected due to the poor
economy, Expo ls projected to end the year down 6 percent from budget.
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Through the end of the second quarter, enterprise revenues for the Portland Center for the Performing Arts were at 42.5 percent of budget'
lower than expected for the lirst half of the year.

While attendance at the Zoo was at 99 percent of budget through the second quarter, admission revenues were down from budget by I
percent. Calerjng revenue has impovei from th6 first-quarter b-ut is down 16 p;rcent from budget. Retait is reported down due to the timing of
financial informaiion from Aramark. These billings '^'ill continue to lag a monlh or two.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

With many of the non-Meto facilities having reached their tonnage caps, the shift in Solid Waste from Metro to non-Metro facilities
has slowed. At 49 perceht, enterprise rovenues were slightly bellow budget for the Iirst half of the year, but higher than last year.

Solid Waste Revenue Fund
Total Enterprise Revenue Year-to-Date
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Any comments or suggestions on how this summary, or the document in general, could be improved would be very welcome. Please do not
h€sitate to contact me with any questions or concens.

Sincerely,

William L. Stringer
Chief Financial Officer & Director, Finance & Administrative Services Department
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

OPERATING FUNDS
operating funds aft those fuuds that contain the revenues and expedditures associated with Meuo services. As a genelal rule, thcy are thc

fu[ds where persoflal ".*i*" "*p".ait.Jl".._"i..g.a. C""t"irr"a uthin this section is a budget-to_actual summary providing

irri".-"ii." rig*airrg eactr runa's activity-ttyough thie cnd of ttre second-quattcr, FY 2oo3-o4 Also included b the same informadon for
G" i,J..-"p"",i-ip.i-a ior last nscar yJar. eioii *it}, arr" ""-"rical information there is a brief explanation, by classification, of the

revenues and cxp€nditures in each fund.

The funds have becn groupcd by typc: geneml Eovemment, enterprise, or intefiral service to provide for a-bettef understanding of the

iiifi..r,iop"r.rio.r" "irrr"iro. 
fi.r.!i".iii ep*;;;;4il";" "* ih"-ircneral, Planning, a11d Regional Perks funds fhe enterpri'e funds

"il,i,li. r"ri[C op"*u"g, som wa-ste ifiiui, "ta zo. operati"g runas. The intem;l service iunds are the Building Manaaement' Risk

Management, and Support Scrvices funds.

I?re followinS tablcs show the annual budgeted revcnues and expenditures compared to actual through the second quarter o{ the current
fiscal year, ;d the previous three ycars (shown in millions)'
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General f"und

The General Fund was established to track revenuea and €xpenditures for all genelal goverDment functions. This includ4 thc Metro Council
and Public Afiairs Department. The General Fund is supported by an excise tax on the purchase of Mctlo goods alrd aervicea. Outlined below
is an explanation of the activities in the General Fund thlough the second quar:ter, FY 2003-04.

Revenuer E petrdltuer

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Excise Tax - A tax upon the purchase of Metro goods and services
At 48 percent, the taxes received through the end the second

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Council Office -The Council Office is at 42 percent of budget
through the end of the second quarter. Year-to-date spending on
materials and services is at 22 percent of budget.

Public Affairs Department - Through the end of the second
quarter, the Public Affairs Department is at 29 percent of budget.
Savings are the result of a vacancy in the department for the first
two months of the year, one of the Public Affairs staff on loan to
the Planning Department, and under-spending on materials and
services. Spending on materials and services is at 14 percent of
budget for the first half of the fiscal year.

Special Appropriations - Budgeted expenditures in this category
include a $t50,O00 special appropriation for election costs,
$150,000 for public notice costs required by ballot measure or
Metro code, $15,000 for Water Consortium dues, and a $25,000
contribution to the Regional Arts & Culture Council (RACC).
Actual expenditures through the second quarter totaled $+0,6t t
consisting of $15,611 in Water Consortium dues and the $25,000
contribution to RACC.

Interfund Transfers Out - This category includes transfers to the
central service funds to pay for services allocated through the cost
allocation plan. Central service transfers are made monthly,
quarterly, or semi-annually depending on the type. Also included
in this category are monthly transfers of excise ta:< to various
operating funds. The General Fund is monitored to ensure there is
sufficient cash balance before excise tax transfers are made.
Through the end of the second quarter, transfers out are at 48oh of
budget.

quarter are slightly below
this tax is available in the
beginning on page 36.

Additional information regarding
Tax section of this document,

budget.
Excise

Interfund Transfers In - Transfers come from departments for
allocated costs in the Council Office. In the current fiscal year,
these costs include the salary for the Chief Operating Officer and
portions of the Archives program. The total transfers are
determined through the cost allocation plan. Through the end of
the second quarter, transfers in are at 50 percent ofbudget.

Page 8
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Metro Excise Tax
Enterprise Revenue

Earnings on Investrnents

Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requlrements

Operating Expenditures
Council Oflice
Public Affairs DePartment

Special APProPriations

Subtotal Operating ExPenditures

Non-Operating ExPenditures
Interfund Transfers Out
ContingencY

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current ExPenditures

(Jnappropriated Balance

Total Requlrements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

General Fund
As of December 31, 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Amended
Budget
2002-03

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002-03

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$1,288,482

YTD as
% Budget
2002-03

132%

49%
0%

r39%
0%

50%

490

s60h

sr,277,550

10,019,954
0

25,000
0

248,114

10,293,068

$l 1,570,61 8

$l,400,107
652,445
340,000

8,041,194
443,930

$10,877,676

692,942

2,496,4M
70

4,992
8

62,034

2,563,508

$2,563,508

$293,882
98,'725

0

t,847 ,367
0

$1,648,753

4,823,802
70

13,646
l3

124,068

4,961,599

$6,610,351

s585,002
r 91,084
40,61l

3,839,853
0

$4,656,550

1,953,801

$6,610,351

$979,000

9,577,258
0

r 5,000
0

984,589

10,576,847

$l 1,555,E47

s1,996,314
460,058
713,000

7,954,020
200,000

$11,323,392

232,4s5

2,s 19,510
0

5,880
120

24s,268

2,170,778

$2,770,778

$550,210
102,622

18,014

1,803,847
0

4,709,901
(6)

20,781
r36

490,536

5,221,348

$6,509,830

s990,011
l9l,837
36,895

3,198,1 88
0

57Yo

2,392,552 392,607 816,697 3,169,372 670,845 1,218,744

50%
42%

5%

38%

40%

39%

39v,

0%

8,485,124 1,847,367 3,839,853

$2,239,974

8,154,020 1,803,847 3,198,188

$2,474,692 s4,416,932

2,092,898

$1 1,555,847 $6,509,830
$1 1,570,618
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Planning Fund

The Planning Fund wes establiahed to track the revenues and cxp€nditures associated with the Tranaportation and Growth Managemelrt
activities. As oudined in the Metro Charter, growth mrnagement.and tand-usc plsnning are tlc primary Eissioos of the agency. The
information outlined below plovides an explanation of thc activities in the Planning Flnd thrcugh the second quarte! of FY 2003-04.

Rcvctruca Expeldlturc!

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Grants - The majority of funding comes from federal, state, and
local grants. Funds are received on a reimbursement basis and
typically lag one to two months behind expenditures. Revenues are
recorded when invoices based on the prior month's expenditure
reports are issued. Grant revenues through the second quarter
remain about the same as in previous years. Since the adoption of
the budget, several areas, such as the Transit Oriented
Development program, South Corridor final environmental impact
statement, and the Willamette Shoreline planning program, have
seen significant changes due to project delays. Changes in these
four areas have resulted in a reduction of anticipated grant
revenue of over 25 percent or approximately $3.3 million at second
quarter.

Enterprise Revenue - This category primarily includes revenues
generated through the Data Resource Center. Revenues are the
result of contracts with private entities, local jurisdictions and
storefront sales. Most of the contracts are invoiced quarterly.
Revenues received through the second quarter represent billings
for services and sales on a reimbursement basis. Recording of
revenues typically lags one to two months behind expenditures.

Interfund Transfers - Includes transfers of excise tax from the
General Fund as well as transfers for direct services from other
Metro departments. Excise tax transfers are received monthly
providing the General Fund cash flow permits. Direct transfers are
made as expenses are incurred. Through the second quarter six
months of excise tax transfers have been received.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - Expenditures are as expected through the end
ofthe first quarter at 45 percent.

Materials & Services - The majority budgeted for this expenditure
category is tied to the purchase of TOD lands ($+.SS million) or the
direct receipt of grant funds. TOD land purchases are made as
appropriate lands become available. One TOD purchase for
$117,000 was made during the quarter. Most other major
expenses are tied to grant funds and are as expected.

Debt Service - Debt service payments are for capital leases of
computer equipment and are paid in accordance with the
approved schedule. The final payment on the outstanding capital
lease is due in February 2OO4.

Capital Outlav (CIP) - Capital expenditures zre for the completion
of the TRANSIMS computer purchase originally authorized in FY
2001-02.

Interfund Transfers Out - This category includes transfers to the
central service funds to pay for seryices allocated through the cost
allocation plan, as well as the third installment on repayment of
an interfund loan from Solid Waste and Recycling. Central service
transfers are made monthly, quarterly, or semi-annually
depending on the type. These transfers are as anticipated through
the end ofthe second quarter.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Grants
local Gov't Shared Revenue

Enterprise Revenue

Earnings on Investrnents
Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requirements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Debt Service
Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)

Interfund Transfers Out
Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotel Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Planning Fund
As of December, 31 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$r,950,893

I ,654,81 6

7,500
r38,494
27,939

343
2,283,669

4,112,760

$6,063,6s4

$3,239,503
s74,394

I,037
44,653

I ,1 65,593
0

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

l3

Amended
Budget
2002-03

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002-03

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$1,999,360

1,174,282
7,035

137,005
46,1 8 1

49
2,035,391

3,399,943

$5399,303

$3,209,62r
819,460

40,772
0

t,302,767
0

s5372,621

26,681

YTD as
% Budget
2002{3

$654,43 I

r 2,895,064
0

543,480
0

14,s36
4,643,456

18,096,536

$r8,750,967

$7,262,224
8,561 ,505

$18,660,967

90,000

1,151,349

1,950

105,364
tt,525

343
I,123,528

2394,059

$2,394,059

$ 1,632,199
477,594

0

0

456,680
0

$655,143

l5,l 14,738
0

502,570
0

14,536
4,822,3t2

20,454,156

$21,109,299

s6,677,575
11,204,773

40,773

72,000
2,711,625

402,553

$21,109,299

0

806,770
3,500

I l 1,388

8,656
42

1,178,549

2,108,904

$2,108,904

$1,625,896
735,068

38,972
0

529,826
0

305%

8%
0%

27%
0%
0%

42%

23Vo

32o/o

10/

llYo
26Yo

48%

23%

100%
0%

48%
0%

42%

25V"

15,823,729 2,109,792 3,813,897 17,882,348 2,360,99 4,029,082

44,2t2
54,200

2,431,286
301,540

2,837,238 456,680 1,211,282

s2,566,472 $5,025,180

I,038,474

$6,063,654

3,226,95t 568,798 t,343,s39

s2,929,762

$18,750,967
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Regional Parks F.und

the Regbnal Parks F\md $Es establish€d to t'ack the rEv€nues and €xpenditurE€ rdated to the operetions ofthc pafl<s, gof cours, marine frcilities, pioneer
cemeterbs and open speccs maisged hy lrleto. Ihe infodnation li,sted below Frovides an erelanation of thc activiths in this firnd through the s€cond
quarter of FY 20O3-O4,

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Revenues

Grants- Significant grant rwenues include $230,000 from the State
Marine Board for capital improvemerrts at the M. James Gleason Boat
Ramp, $295,803 in U.S. Fish &Wildlife Service grants for Greenspa.ces
grants program and $1116,000 from the State of Oregon for improvements
at Oxbow and Blue Lake Parks. Grant billings through November for U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service will be recorded in January. The Gleason Boat
Ramp project will not @in until suruner of 2004. Construction has
begun on projects at Oxbow and Blue [ake. Billings will be made to the
state as the projects progress.

Intergovemmental Revenues - Ttre funds received are Metro's share of the
r€,trenues received by the State from the registration fees for recreational
vehicles and County marine fuel taxes. Through the second quarter,
revenues received are slighfly above projections at 51 percent ofbudget.

Enterprise Revenues - Rep'resents revenues received for the use of Metro
Regional Parks and golf course. The first six months is usually the highest
revenue-generating period for the regional parks. Enterprise revenues zre
currently dorvn from projections mostly due to a reduction in Glendoveer
revenues. However, the reeipt of two one-time unerrpected revenues
should make up for most of the lost r€rr'enue. It is orpected that by year-
end orerall enterprise rerr'enue will meet budget projections.

Contibutions and Donations-The FY 2003-04 budget assumes a
$22O,34O donation of restoration services from Ducks Untimited and the
Tualatin River Keepers as well as several smaller donations or
intergovemmental contributions for various projects. To date, the
departrnent has received $10,300 for Howell Territorial Park assistance
and $14,000 in donations to the Salmon Festival.

Interfirnd Transfers L: - Leterfrrnd tznsfers received include excise ta:<
revenue from the General F\:nd and transfers from the Open Spaces
F\nd for former Multnomah C-ounty locai sharc projects managed ty the
Regional Parks Departrnent. Excise tax transfers are made on a monthly

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Endiing December 31, 2003

basis, as cash flow in the General F\rnd permits. Througfr the second
quarter, the deparfrnent has received six months of er<cise ta:< transfers
from the General Fund. Transfers from the Open Spaes Fund are made
quarterly as erpenditures for the Multtomah County local share projects
are incurred; there were no such transfers in the second quarter.

Drpenditures

Personal Services - F,:rpenditures were as orpected througlr the end of the
second quarter at 50 percent ofbudget. The first 6 months are Parks'
busy season, with part-time and seasonal employees contributing to
personnel costs that ae higler than average.

Materials and Services-This orpendih-ue isat42 percent of budget
through the second quarter. E>rpenditures are as erpectea through
December.

Capital Outlav (Non CI4 -The orpenditures in this classification were for
the purchase of a tactor in the Natural Resources pogram. The $88,162
in e4penses during the second quarterwas miscoded and should be
charged against CIP Capital Outlay.

Capital Outlav (CIH - Ttre Parks & Greenspa.ces Departrnent manages
Multnomah C-ounty's portion of the l-ocal Share Funding approved by the
Open Spaces Ballot Measure. F\rnding for capital projects is derived
partally from local share and partially from grants. Planned projects
include improvements at O:<bow Park, M. James Gleason Boat Ramp and
Blue lake lakefront. The M. James Gleason Boat Ramp project has been
delayed to the summer of.2OO4, however, progress has @un on the
Oxbow Park and Blue Iake I-akefrront prrojects.

Interfund Transfers Out - Int€rfirnd transfer enpense primarity represents
transfers to srtral service firnds for allocated @sts as well as a transfer of
excise tax to the Smith and Bybee lakes FUnd. Central Service tansfers
are made either monthly, quarterly, or semi-annually depending on type.
Brpenses through the second quarter are as expectea.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Grants
Intergovernmental Revenues

Enterprise Revenues

Earnings on Investments

Contributions and Donations

Other Miscellaneous Revenues

lnterfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requirements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services

Materials and Services

Capital Outlay Projects (non-CIP)

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)

Interfund Transfers Out

ContingencY

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Regional Parks Fund
As of December 31,2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

$3,158,426

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Ac{uals
YTD

2003-04

$3,596,811

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Amended
Budget
2002-03

Ac{uals
Qtr 2

2002{13

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$3,422,429

0

183,727
1,456,217

51,328
368,032

6,583
947,611

3,013,498

s6,435,927

$1,498,559
894,601
l8,1ll

352,000
593,928

0

$3J57,198

3,078,729

YTD as
% Budget
2002{3

1,087,864

$10,246,290

$3,063,r 64
2,003,468

26,400

$7,547,440

2,698,850

3,097,894

$6,694,706

sr,s46,223
846,021
l 13,682

35,574
579,751

0

s3,121,252

3,573,453

s6,694,706

1l $3,565,847

5l
't52,500

380,800

2,181,508
5l,930

646,651
500

3,268,824

65"/o

7,282,113

$10,848,560

431

$2,957,227
2,474,E75

18,500

45%

$8,104,665

2,743,895

0

97,935
478,327

1t,547
354,r82

4,368
571,743

l,5l E,l 03

$1,51 8,103

$684,420
624,228

0

319,588
289,455

0

698,353
414,361

2,458,663
58,998

277,640
l I,500

3,168,349

12,650
2r0,984

I ,47 I ,198
3 l,658
24,375
t7,759

r,329,2'70

0%
48%
67%
99%
57%

1317%
29%

96%

4lo/o

59Yr

5,300
141,520
550,480

I1,890
7,000
5,140

664,63s

1J85,964

$1,385,964

$734,98',1

548,669
88,1 62

34,554
290,046

0

5 5t%
36%
98%

44%

29%
48%
0%

36%

5,093,032 1,371,818 2,s05,927 5,450,602 1,308,648 2,411,2'lt

898,31 l
1,294,'707

261,390

2,454,408 324,600 615,325

I,1 95,54 1

1,239,703
218,819

2,654,063 609,043 945,928

$10,246,290

$1,696,418
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MERC Operating Fund

The MERC OFrating Fund contains the operating revenues and crcpelrditules of the liacilities Danaged by the Metro brposition-Rcareation
Corrmi.sion (MERC). These ,acilities include ttre Oregon CoN'ention Center (OCC), the Portland Metropolitan E <position C€nter (E Ao), and the
Fortland Centcr for thc Pcrlorming Arts (PCPA). The fund also includes MERC AdrninisFation. The informetion outliued below provides an
explanation of t}le activities in this fund tirough the end of the s€cond quarter of FY 20O3-O4. MERC'S o!'erall results wer€ not as good as
budgeted. This is the result of t]rc stressed lodging industry and cofi'ention business. MERC is adjusting their FY 2003-04 budget making
changes to cut costs to match nex revcnuc projections.

Revenues kpenditures

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Intersovernmental Revenue -The FY 03-04 Budget includes $8.0
million in Multnomah C.ounty todgrngTax, with $6.2 million for
Convention Center operations and $1.8 million for PCPA. As of the
end of the second quarter, $t.9 mitlion of the Lodging Tax has been
received from Multnomah County, a decrease of almost 9 percent
from the prior year. The projected annual decrease from the prior
year is 5 percent.

Enterprise Revenue - This classification consists of revenue that is
received for the services provided by the dillerent facilities. The $11.4
million received for the year is 45 percent of budget.

Eryo Center- Enterprise revenue of about 30 percent of budget,
lower than was expected due to the poor economy. Expo expects
to have 6 percent less revenue than budgeted.

Oregon Conuention Center- At about 52.2 percent of budget,
enterprise revenues are up from the prior year and budget.

Portlottd. Center for the Performing Arts - Year-to-date revenues
are 42.5 percent of budget. PCPA expects to meet projections.

Contributions and Dcinations - Included in this classilication are
contributions from the City of Portland to support the operation of
PCPA for $315,000. As of the second quarter those funds have not
been received.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Expo Center - Operating revenues of $2.0 million (31 percent of
budget) coupled with operating expenditures of $1.5 million (36
percent of budget), overhead of $0.2 million and debt service of $1.1
million result in a year to date decline in fund balance of $0.8 million.
The continued tight economy has impacted Expo's revenues. They
hope to break even by fiscal year-end.

Oreqon Convention Center - Operating revenues of $7.0 million (52
percent of budget) plus hotel/motel receipts of $1.5 million are offset
by operating o<penditures of $9.1 million (50 percent of budget) and
overhead transfers of $0.9 million resulting in a $1.5 million
reduction in fund balance This is a $0.5 million improvement from
first quarter, the result of cost containment measures implemented
early in the year and consistently strong revenue generation.

Portland Center for the Performine Arts - With Operating Revenues of
$2.5 million, hotel/motel tax receipts of $0.4 million, operating
expenditures of $3.1 million and overhead of $0.5 million in the first
half, fund balance declined by about $0.7 million. PCPA plans to
break even this frscal year.

MERC Administration - E:rpenditures year-to-date are lower than
expected, from vacancies and low first quarter M&S expenditures.

Interfund Transfers Out - Expenditures are as expected

Page 14
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Metro
Quarterly Financial RePort

Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Intergovernmental Revenue

Enterprise Revenue

Eamings on Investrnents

Contributions and Donations

Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotrl Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requlrements

Operating Expenditures
ExPo Center
Oregon Convention Center

Portland Center for the Performing Aru
MERC Administration

Subtotat Operating ExPenditures

Non-Operrting ExPenditures
Debt Service
Interfund Transfers Out
ContingencY

Subtotsl Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current ExPenditures

IJnapProPriated Balance

Total Requlrements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

MERG Operating Fund
As of December 31,2003

$9,986,094

7,988,680
25,46r,276

206,28r
324,635
I 00,000
r73,939

34,254,81 I
$44,240,905

$35,460,411

8,780,494

l,916,356
6,542,013

2,9t9
4,950

3l,199
0

9,497,438

$8,497,438

$917,470
4,428,506
r,63't,232

250,226

l 1,1 14

I,641,903
0

Amended
Budget
2002-03

95% $13,596,822

t1%

8,016,509
21,383,358

165,426
3r5,r80

77,000
110,000

2,101,591
5,394,301

28,820
0

8,260
34,674

7,567,645

$7,567,645

$l, I 06,889
4,962,812
1,824,808

247,425

2,000
470,157

0

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Ac'tuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$9,501,307

r,916,356
1 1,365,1 20

23,281
26,950
55,493

0

13,387,200

$22,888,506

$1,s26,522
9,r3s,796
3,069,928

502,461

22,349
2,155,064

0

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002-03

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$12,769,627

2,101,591
9,328,s98

148,947
0

47,259
65,122

I1,691,516

$24,461,143

$1,620,676
8,156,979
3,231,949

497,665

15,074

928,r21
0

943,t95

$14,450,465

10,010,679

YTD as
% Budget
2002{3

520h

94%

26%
44%
90%

OYo

6t%
59%

39v,

56.h

s4,238,6'16
r8,318,119
6,828,639
1,134,664

30,520,098 '7,233,435 14,234,707 4'7% 28,244,213 8,141,935 13,507,269

30,067,473

$43,664,295

$4,3 r 5,069
16,'.747,889

5,986,915
l,194,340

5

38%
49%
54%
42%

48o/o

5%
t7%
0%

15%

22,809
3,694,943
1,222,561

4,940,313 1,653,017 2,177,413

$16,412,120

6,476,386

$22,888,506

310,694
5,533,294

483,769

440h 6,327,757 472,158

$34,571,970

9,092,125

$44,240,905

$8,886,452
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Solid Waste Revenue Fund

The Solid Waste Revenue Fund was established to track revenues and expenditures associated with the collection, recovery, and disposal of
waste within the Mctro boundery. Thc Solid Waste and Recycling department manag* this fund. The inlormation ]isted below provides an
explanation of the activities in this fund through thc second quEiter of FY 2003-04.

Revenues Expenditures

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Enterprise Revenue - Enterprise revenues for the 03-04 fiscal year
are slightly higher than the prior fiscal year. The shift in market
share has slowed due to the maxing out of the tonnage caps at the
non-Metro facilities.

Miscellaneous Revenue - This classification mainly includes pass-
through debt service receipts, cash overages and shortages, and
fines.

Interfund Transfers In - Budgeted Interfund Transfers are for
direct costs related to the Rehabilitation and Enhancement Fund,
and for repayment of an interfund loan to the Planning Fund.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - These expenditures are as expected at 47
percent of budget.

Materials and Services - Theses expenditures are as expected for
the second quarter at 39 percent.

Capital Outlav (Non CIP) - Expenditures in this classification are
for minor repairs to Solid Waste and Recycling facilities as well as
the purchase of equipment for use by the department.
Expenditures are as expected.

Debt Service - Funds are for the repayment of the bonds sold to
finance the construction of the Metro Central Transfer Station and
the Riedel Compost Facility. The amount is considerably higher
than budget, and last year, due to the defeasance completed in
February and refunding completed in May but funded July 1,
2003.

Capital Outlav (CIP)- Capital project expenditures are higher than
expected, and higher than the prior year. T\ro larger projects
started in the 2OO2-O3 fiscal year were completed in the first and
second quarters. Those are the Metro South - Northern Tip Floor
Renovation totaling almost $900,000 and the Metro Central -
Replace Metal Roof and Ventilation System at almost $1.8 million.
The Northern Tip Floor Renovation did not have expenditures in
FY 2002-03 as expected. The department is in the process of
amending the budget to provide the $450,000 that should have
been carried forward from FY 2003-04.

Interfund Transfers Out - The planned transfers to central service
funds for allocated costs are within expectations for the year.

Continsencv - The department is in the process of amending the
budget to provide $450,000 from Contingency to Capital Outlay
(CIP).
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Grants
Enterprise Revenue

Earnings on Investments

Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requlrements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services

Capital Outlay Projects (non-CIP)

Subtotal Operating ExPenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Debt Service

Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)

lnterfund Transfers Out

Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Solid Waste Revenue Fund
As of December 31, 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

$3 l,239,138

0
49,596,153

678,896
365,000
130,023

50,770,072

$82,009,210

s8,680,433
36,059,674

261,600

1,861,426
4,560,600
4,209,801

r 1,358,338

s66,991,872

r 5,017,338

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

539
12,437,902

105,000
38,638

0

12,582,079

$12,582,079

$2,020,909
8,445,299

2,606

14,473

I,460,615
956,328

0

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$34,800,9s5

80,905
24,273,596

262,r28
72,352

0

24,688,980

$59,489,935

$4,041,854
14,203,524

46,802

4,067,018
2,763,260
2,002,308

0

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

200243

5,746
12,3423M

142,244
24,778

0

12,515,072

$12,515,072

21,842
560,207
918,924

0

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$39,823,81 I

6,245
23,674,211

553,t29
49,001

0

24,282,592

$64,106,403

$3,977,176
14,842,082

I I 8,849

t,411,290
791,142

l,930,848
0

$23,071,386

41,035,017

YTD as
o/o Budget
200243

105%

6%
48%
74%
t3%
0%

4Eo

7zYo

45,001,70? 10,468,813 18,292,180

Amended
Budget
2002-03

lll $38,081,459

100,000
49,507, I 3 I

752,300
365,000
l4l,4l8

73"h

50,865,849

$88,947,308

s8,256,217
38,083,939

499,000

218%
6l

$73,264,372

15,682,936

$2,01 1,855

8,722,784
82,616

6,5 13,951

7,094,607
4,210,036
8,606,622

26,425,216 1,500,973 4,t33,280

$12,318,229

0%

4 48%
39%
24%

40%

410 /La /o

tt%
46%

0o/o

t6%

3lo/"

4l 46.839,156 10,817,255 18,938,107

21,990,165 2,431,415 8,832,586

$l 2,900,228 $27,124,766

32,365,169

$59,489,935$E2,oo9,2lo
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Zoo OperatlEg Futd
The Zoo Opelating Fund tracks the revenues and expenditures of t}!e Orcgon Zoo. Capital plojects at thc Zoo are budgctcd in the Zoo Capital
Fund. Thc information below providea some dcteil on the financiel activity of this fund through thc second quarter of FY 2003-04.

Revenues kpenditures

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Real Propertv Taxes - Revenues from Metro's voter-approved
permanent rate levy. Revenues are 85.4 percent of budget through
the second quarter, which projects to a year-end shortfall of up to
$145,000 below budget. We will continue to monitor these
revenues.

Grants - No grant funds were budgeted. The revenue is the last
payment from a prior year's grant, received in July.

Enterprise Revenues - Revenues received from admissions,
catering, concessions, and other enterprise activities. 7,oo
attendance was at 99 percent of budget at 693,000, but admission
revenues were down 9 percent ($263,000) from budget for the
second quarter. TheT-oo has not recovered from a poor July, and
Zoolights attendance and revenue did not meet projections.

Catering revenue improved from the first quarter, but remains
short of budget, by 16 percent through December. Retail is
reported down due to timing of financial information from
Aramark - these billings will continue to lag a month or two.
Actual figures reported in January show sales 24 percent under
budget, though it should be noted this is a transitional period.
Total enterprise revenue is down 12 percent ($823,000) from
budget; adjusted to include December retail revenue, it's down
1 1.3 percent.

Donations - Donations are at 49 percent of budget.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Senrices - Personal Services expenditures were 48
percent ofbudget through the second quarter. This represents the
lowest expenditure rate for this category through the second
quarter in the past five years, when the average has been 51.7
percent of budget. This should provide enough underspending to
meet PERS reserve requirements projected at $550,000 for the full
year.

Materials & Services - Materials & Services shows 47 percent
spending for the first quarter, which is on the low end of the rate
for the past five years. The 7.oo is monitoring this spending closely
in light of the revenue picture.

Capital Outlav (Non CIP) - Expenditure was for a project to re-do
the floor at the Elephant facility. It was paid for with an IMLS
grant.

Caoital Outlav (CIP) - The CIP is recorded in the 7.oo Capital Fund.
There is $205 charged in the second quarter, which is a coding
error that is being corrected.

Interfund Transfers Out - This category represents transfers for
central services and debt service. Central service transfers are 5O
percent ofbudget, as expected for the second quarter. The transfer
to the General Revenue Bond Fund is only 53 percent of budget,
the result of the October refunding of the OECDD loans. There will
be a payment on the newly-issued Full Faith & Credit Bonds on
February 1; total transfers for debt service this year will be 61
percent of budget, a savings of $168,000 this year from the
refunding.

Page 18



Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues

Real Property Taxes

Grants
Enterprise Revenue

Eamings on Investrnents
Contributions and Donations

Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Subtotal Current Revenues

Tota! Resources

Requirements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services
Capital Outlay Projects (non-CIP)

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)
Interfund Transfers Out
Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Zoo Operating Fund
As of December 31, 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$5,902,062

7,536,613
14,063

6,341,954
56,072

604,344
34,332

14,587,377

$20,489,439

$6,249,800
3,465,030

57,446

205

r,314,268
0

$t 1,086,749

9,402,691

$20,489,439

YTD as
% Budget
2003.04

Amended
Budget
2002-03

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002{3

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$6,543,031

7,232,268
36,367

6,600,617
102,380
643,054
27,456

14,642,143

$21,1 85,174

$6,326,391
3,488,004

73,838

138,810
l,095,360

0

$l l,l 22,403

10,062,77r

YTD as
o/o Budget
2002.03

t04%

85%
65%
53%

ttl%
50%

t03%

66'h

740

s5,202,233

8,822,490
0

l3,l 14,025

104,045
1,232,000

29,156

23,302,316

$28,504,549

s13,032,647
'1 ,351,'170

268,600

$24,253,312

4,251,237

"t,498,97s

0
1,738,091

17,884
344,015

2'7,089

9,626,054

$9,626,054

s2,840,92s
1,610,841

45,109

205
'773,025

0

$5,270,105

1l $6,3t4,624

il

8,493,666
56,000

12,343,488
92,469

r,288,000
26,'756

22,300,379

$28,615,003

4'70

$ 12,837,648
7,559,649

474,2002t

51

$24,631,858

3,983,145

9,424,233

s9,424,233

$2,848,599
1,510,709

925

18,341

547,680
0

s4,926,253

7,198,795
22,3M

I,686,146
2l,856

482,983
12,148

20,653,01',1 4,496,875 9,7'72,276 20,87r,497 4,360,233 9,888,233

49%
46%
r6%

47%

93%
42%

0%

33%

4501o

0

2,600,295
1,000,000

3,600,295 773,230 1,314,473

I 50,000
2,619,680

990,681

3,760,361 566,021 1,234,110

$28,504,549
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Building Management Fund

The Building Mana8ement Fulrd was established to track the revenues and expenditures related to the operations of the Metro Retional
Center and attached parking stiucture. This fund is an intemal s€rvice fund and as such receives transfers from other portions of the
agc[cy as its primary revenue source. The information listed below provides an explanatioD of the actMties in this fund ttEough the second
quarte!, FY 2003-04.

Revenues Expenditures

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Enterprise Revenues - These revenues are received from parking
fees and rental income. The agreement with MERC to manage the
Metro Regional Center parking structure has been extended
through March 31, 2005. At 54 percent ofbudget, revenues from
the parking structure and lease income from the plaza building
are higher than expected through the end ofthe second quarter.

Interfund Transfers In - This category includes indirect transfers
for operations and debt service related to the Metro Regional
Center. Transfers are made semi-annually for debt service and
quarterly for operations. Actual transfers through the end of the
second quarter include the first two transfers for operations and
the first semi-annual transfer for debt service.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - Expenditures are as anticipated through the
end ofthe second quarter.

Materials and Services - Expenditures in this category provide for
operations of Metro Regional Center and include utilities, repairs
and cleaning services. Expenditures are as anticipated through
the end of the second quarter.

Capital Outlav - This classification includes appropriations for
minor repair and remodeling for Metro Regional Center and
acquisition of building maintenance equipment. To date, none of
this money has been needed.

Interfund Transfers Out - These transfers are made to the General
Revenue Bond Fund to cover the debt service requirements for the
Metro Regional Center and parking structure. In October, this
debt was refinanced with Full Faith & Credit refunding bonds. As
a result of the refinancing, interfund transfers out are projected to
be 80 percent of budget at year-end, a savings of nearly $345,000.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Enterprise Revenue

Eamings on Investrnents

Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requlrements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services
Capital Outlay

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Interfund Transfers Out
Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Building Management Fund
As of December 31, 2003

$t,541,439

562,556
30,000

0

2,209,499

2,802,055

$4,343,494

$306,549
5 96,510

15,000

$2,713,755

1,629,739

149,266
5,832

28

84,491

239,618

s239,618

$68,370
156,762

0

1,205,554
0

$ 1,516,205

528,526
22,762

0

2,276,618

2,827,906

M,344,111

s278,942
615,760
138,150

I ,71 5,506
40,000

1,755,506

$2,788,358

r,555,753

$4J44,111

145,740
4,552

9

106,406

2s6,108

$256,708

$67,630
120,506
44,M3

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

s1,570,356

304,093
16,689

3'7

|,079,754

1,400,573

$2,970,928

$ l 36,760
248,301

0

1,205,554
0

$1,590,615

r,380,313

s2,970,928

YTD as
% Budget
2003{4

Amended
Budget
2002-03

Ac{uals
Qtr 2

2002-03

Actuals
. YTD
2002-03

$l,504,368

28t,987
22,942

9

I,057,169

1,362,108

$2,866,475

$132,75r
218,073

46,A3

1,149,954
0

0 1,149,954

$1,546,t21

1,319,654

$2,866,475

YTD as
% Budget
2002-03

50Y"

680

42%

69%

1,032,852 232,119 396,86'7

99%

53%
t0t%

0%
46%

48Yo

66Yo

48%
35%
33%

18%

6'7%

66%

s50h

918,059 225,132 385,06 I

1,755,696
40,000

r,795,696 1,205,554 1,205,554

$1,430,686

0

0 0%

79$232,1
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Risk Management Frrnd

The Risk Management !!nd was established to tlack the revenues and expenditures of insurance related activities at Meho. This fund i3 an
intcrnal scrvice fund and as such receives transfers from other portions of the agency as its pdmary revenue source. Tte information listed
below provides an explanation of the activities thlough the second qua.rter of FY 2003-04.

Revenues Expenditures

Metro
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Grants - The $10,000 grant budgeted for this fund is from the
State of Oregon to assist with certain Worker's Compensation
claims for injured employees. No grant funds have been requested
yet this year.

Enterprise Revenues - PaSrments from departments for
unemployment and health and welfare insurance. Departments
pay these charges as a part of the fringe benefits paid per
employee.

Interfund Transfers In - Interfund transfers include costs
associated with the liability, property and workers compensation
programs that are allocated through the cost allocation plan.
Transfers to date are made on a quarterly basis.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - The expenditures in this classification are for
the staff that administers the Risk Management programs.
Expenses during the first six months have exceeded budget
expectations due to staff resignations and resulting vacation
payout and settlement, as well as unexpected legal costs charged
directly to the fund. Altogether the fund is expected to over-spend
its personal services category. Under-spending in materials and
services will offset the unexpected costs.

Materials and Services - Included in this classification are the
payments of insurance premiums and other costs associated with
the Risk Management functions of the agency overall. Major
expenses through the second quarter included the purchase of
liquor liability and propertlr insurance, premium payments for the
health and welfare program, and claims paid for unemployment,
workers compensation, liability and property programs. Expenses
are as expected through the first half of the fiscal year.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Grants
Enterprise Revenue

Earnings on Investments

Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requirements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operatlng Expenditures

Subtotrl Current Expenditures

Unappropriated B alance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Risk Management Fund
As of December 31,2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

$6,442,134

10,000

5,3 I 2,1 68
140,000

0
1,000,000

6,462,168

$12,904,302

$303,52 l
7,318,836

$8,122,357

4,781,945

$12,904,302

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003.04

Ac{uals
YTD

2003-04

s6,006,641

0

2,630,474
65,408

0
500,008

3,195,890

$9,202,530

$249,070
3,434,479

$3,683,549

s,5 1 8,98 1

$9,202,530

YTD as
o/o Budget
2003-04

Amended
Budget
2002-03

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002.03

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

$6,835,805

0

1,9r 1,848

112,207
2,041

347,014

2,373,1l o

$9,208,915

$148,369
2,700,687

$2,849,056

6,359,859

$9,208,915

YTD as
% Budget
2002-03

$7, I 53,523

10,000

5,131,533
100,000
405,000
694,017

6,340,550

$13,494,073

$308,290
7,521,188

$8,329,478

5, I 64,595

$13,494,073

96%

0%

37%
112%

t%
50%

37V,

6E /o

0

2,30r,768
21,997

0

250,004

2,573,169

s2,573,769

$ 165,s 80

2,565,035

5

4

0

r,322,340
23,992

0
173,507

1,519,839

$1,519,839

$70,451
l,478,913

7,622,357 2,'730,615 3,683,549

500,000

500,000 0 0

,730,615

0%0000

50%

490

TlYo

450h

't,829,478 I,549,365 2,849,056

500,000

500,000 0 0

$1,549,365

48%
36%

36%

0%

340h
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Support Services Fund
Thc Support Serviccs F\rnd is an internat servie fund established to track the revenues and er<penditurcs of the deparhrents and prcgrams that
plovide servicca to the cntirc ency. As an intemal scrvic! fund, transfers ftom other funds, as determined tlEough the co€t alocation plan,
support the activities in this fund. The informatioEl outlined below Fovides an cxplanation of tlre activities in this fund tbrough tlre second quart€r
of FY 20O3-O4.

Revenues Public Affairs - Creative Services - This division of the Public Affairs
department provides communications products and tools to the
agency. Expenditures are as expected through the end of the second
quarter.

Metro
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Enterprise Revenue - T?ris revenue is received from the Contractors
Business License program. Revenues for this program are at 41
percent of budget through the end of the second quarter.

Interfund Transfers In - Transfers from other funds to support the
activities in tl.is fund. The total amount is determined through tJ e
cost allocation plan.

Drpenditures

Finance and Administrative Services - This department includes the
Accounting, Financial Planning, Risk Management, Contract Services
and Information Technolory divisions. In the second quarter the
Property Services division was moved from the Oflice of the Council
to the Finance and Administrative Services department.
Expenditures for this department are as expected through the end of
the second quarter.

Information Teclutologg Dui.sion - This division manages Information
Technolory serwices throughout Metro. While expenses through the
second quarter appear siightly higher than the other departments,
the majority of service agreements for the agency are due in the first
quarter. Personal services costs through September are in line at
slightly over 46 percent while materials and services expenses are
higher at almost 59 percent of budget. Overall, IT expenses are as
expected through the second quarter.

Human Resources - This department provides human resource
services for the entire agency. E:<penditures for this department are
as orpected through the end of the second quarter.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

OIIice of the Metro Attomey - This department provides legal counsel
to the Metro Council and all departments within the agency.
Expenditures in this department are as expected through the end of
the second quarter.

Oflice of the Auditor - This oflice provides auditing services to the
agency. An amendment was passed in July of this fiscal year
transferring $+Z,0OO from contingency to materials & services in the
Office of the Auditor for work carried over from the previous year.
Expenditures in this department are as expected through the end of
the second quarter.

Debt Service - The debt seryice palrments are for capital leases on
computer equipment in the Information Technologr division.

Capital Outlav (CIP)- Capital projects budgeted in this fund include
$50,000 in the Property Services division for the purchase a new
copier in the print shop. The remaining $230,000 in CIP projects is
budgeted in the Information Technologr division. All of the
expenditures through the end of the second quarter are for IT
projects.

Interfund Transfers Out - These include transfers for indirect costs
as allocated through the cost allocation plan for the Support Services
departrnents'use of Building Management and Risk Management
services. Transfers are as expected through the second quarter.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Enterprise Revenue

Earnings on Investrnents
Other Miscellaneous Revenue

Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requirements

Operating Expenditures
Finance and Administrative Services

Finance and Administrative Services - IT
Human Resources

Public Affairs - Creative Services

Office of the Metro Attorney
Oflice of the Auditor

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Debt Service

Capital Outlay Projecs (CIP)

Interfund Transfers Out
Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Support Services Fund
As of December 31, 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

$678,272

432,000
12,960

0

9,687,849

10,132,809

$10,81 1,081

$3,683,24s
2,186,329

953,682
538,375

I ,153,083
654,940

34,620
280,000
756,5s7
418,276

1,489,453

$10,659,107

151,974

Ac{uals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Amended
Budget
2W2-03

114% $l,l 14,549

41 572,091
r2,555

0
9,475,383

l1

10,060,029

$11,174,578

46%

$3,567,835
2,607,013

93s,620
577,672

t,228,910
678,792

Ac{uals
YTD

2002-03

$ r,023,045

200,423
28,616

1,475
4,625,664

4,956,177

$5,879,222

YTD as
o/o Budget
200243

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002{3

89, I 82

3,892
1,239

2,367,195

2,461,508

$2,461,508

$6'16,434
436,174
262,t02
119,772
258;156
I 84,5 l6

0

54,111

38,280
0

$772,198

t78,778
t5,436
5,489

4,734,390

4,934,093

$5,706,291

$t,412,777
1,067 ,153

440,254
246,651
502,754
307,388

812
141,839
353,279

0

r09,776
4,639

906
2,312,832

2,428,153

$2,428,153

s732,165
520,9'78
201,992
r42,728
288,028
l 89,303

36,250
22,895
38,1 l3

0

$l,452,330
1,352,569

393,610
273,926
538,438
3 18,097

92%

35%
228%

0%
49%

48Yo

53Y"

4lYo
s2%
42%
47%
44%
47%

45%

100%
29%
460/o

0%

29%

3

9,169,654 1,937,754 3,977,577 9,595,842 2,015,195 4,328,970

5t%
47%

38,060
l 80,000
668,900
471,628

1,358,588

$10,954,430

220,148

38,059
51,495

309,452
0

92,391 495,930

y,473,507

r,232,784

$5,706,291

97,258 399,006

y,727,976

1,151,246

$10,81 1,081

$2,030,145
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$l 1,174,578

$2,172,453

s5,879,222

4301"
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

CAPITAL FUNDS
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Capital f'unds

There a.re four capital funds included in this rection: the Open Spaces Fund, the Zoo CaPital Fund, thc Convention Ccntcr Project CsPital
Fund and the ME:RC pooled Capital Fund. Each of these funds was established to track t}re r€venues and expenditures rel,ated to major
capital projecta or capital improvements at Metro facilitics.

. Open Spaces Fund - open sPaccs land purchascs

. zoo Capital Fund - Great Northw6t Project, as well as ottre! Zoo capital Projects

. Convention Center Capital Fund - original construction of OCC and the exPansion projcct

. MERC poolcd Capital Fund - Erajor capital renewal snd leplacement needs for all the MERC facilities
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Revenues

Grants - The budget represents anticipated contributions from the
National Fish & wildlife Foundation for stabilization projects on
Open Spaces proPerties.

Interfund Transfers In - Reimbursements from the Regional Parks
Fund for stabilization assistance on Howell Territorial Park lands.

Interest Earninqs - The interest earned on the remaining bond
proceeds providLs a portion ofthe resources that support the open
spaces program.

Enterprise Revenue - This represents revenue received from other
iurisaictions for providing real estate services. The department
turrently has contracts with the City of Gresham, Tualatin Hills
Parks and Recreation District, the State of Oregon and the City of
Portland Parks and Recreation Bureau.

E:rpenditures

Personal Senrices - Expenditures in this classification are for the
staffng that i" required for the open space acquisition serrrices,
includlng the due diligence staff. Expenditures are as anticipated
through the second quarter.

Materials and Services - The major expenditures in this
@nts of local share funds to local jurisdictions'
are paid as requests are received for reimbursement. Five
iurisdictions stiU have local share amounts remaining. Other
major projects are prop€rty related such as appraisals,
environmental consultants and stabilization.

capital outlav (cIP) - Expenditures are for the purchaseof land.
Actual expenditures are subject to negotiations with landowners.

Interfund Transfers out - Transfers out of the open- Spaces Fund
lnchlde expendttures for Multnomah county local share projects
and for centrat services. Iocal share transfers are made quarterly
as expenses are incurred. Central service transfers are made
monthly, quarterly, or semi-annually depending on type.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Opcr SpeceE Fund
,Ihis fund fu used to account for bond plocecds aitd d<penditurcs related to the open spac€s, perksand-streams tonds. Thc informetion
o"ifi"J t fo* p-"iaca an explanatio; of the activitiea in this fund through thc second quarter of FY 2003-04.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues

Grants
Enterprise Revenue

Eamings on Investments
Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requirements

Operrting Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay Projecs (CIP)

Interfund Transfers Out

Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current ExPenditures

Unoppropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Open Spaces Fund
As of December 31, 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

$ 10,85 I ,057

200,000

85,000

285,000

$l I,136,057

$9,029,638

2,106,419

$l I,136,057

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003.04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$9,403,28s

0

10,008
54,888

4,65'.7

69,554

$9,472,839

$243,915
446,127

420,668
143,'143

0

$1,254,453

8,218,385

$9,472,839

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002-03

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

sts,737,420

0
17,468

201,723
0

239,191

s15,976,61 I

$480,337
847,910

1,889,373
244,856

0

YTD as
% Budget
2002-03

104%

0%
OYo

l58Yo
0%

188%

1050h

490A

t9%

24%

21%
20%
0%

26%

25"h

Amended
Budget
2002-03

87% $15,152,519

0

0

0
5,442

M,377
0

49,819

$49,819

$ I 18,01 I
350,925

361,000
58,005

0

$887,942

0
0

t2't,500
0

I 27,500

$15,280,019

6,880,000
I ,21 8,408

223,350

$13,780,019

1,500,000

0
15,723

t2t,617
0

157,340

$157,340

$237,093
295,048

1,077,564
122,729

0

s520,61 7

2,1t2,643

2,633,260 468,937 690,042

0%

24Yo

2t

l40A

$978,1 79
4,480,082

5,4s8,261 532,141 1,328,247

5,1 37,300
I,009,078

250,000

6,396,378 419,005 564,411 8,321,758 1,200,293 2,134,229

$1,732,435 $3,462,476

12,514,135

$15,280,019 $15,976,61 I
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2oo Capltal Fund
This fund ia us€d to account for e:penditures r€Lated to capital projects at the Orcgon Zoo. The infomation outlincd trclow provides an
explanation of the activities in ttris fund through the end of the s€cond quarter of FY 2003-04.

Reveruca hlrGlrdlt[rcs

Metro
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Grants and Donations - Grant revenue received in the second
quarter consisted of $15,000 from the US Forest Service for Eagle
Canyon. Donations totaling $75,159 were for the Condor project
($19,138), Eagle Canyon ($20,000, from the Collins Foundation),
Family Farm ($15,030), and $20,991 for the Great Northwest
Project. The latter includes $19,500 from Coca-Cola, which is part
of its contract with the 7-oo.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - Spending was for temporary employees
working on construction of artificial rock work and trees in the
Eagle Canyon exhibit.

Capital Outlav (CIPI - Most of the spending was on the Eagle
Canyon exhibit, which is expected to open in late May. $80,000 of
the $1.15 million total was on the condor project. (The majority of
the approximately $1 million spent on Phase I of this project was
paid by the Oregon Zoo Foundation. This will be booked in the
third quarter as a donation, with the corresponding expenditures.)

Construction of the Family Farm portion of the Great Northwest is
planned to proceed in earnest in the second half of the year, with
expenditures projected to be around $1 milion.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues

Grants
Earnings on Investments
Contributions and Donations

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requlrements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)
Contingency

Subtotel Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Zoo Capital Fund
As of December 31, 2003

$6,1 10,661

0
122,213

2,000,000

2,722,213

$8,232,874

$5,339,681

2,893,193

$8,232,874

90, I 59

17,9t0
0

108,070

$108,070

$679,480

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$6,407,568

230,664
56,683

0

287,347

$6,694,915

1,t47,337
0

st,224,597

5,470,3 l 8

$6,694,915

YTD as
% Budget
2003-04

Amended
Budget
2002-03

$5,581 ,045

0

83,715
500,000

583,715

$6,164,760

$1,907,000

4,257,760

s6,164,760

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002{3

Ac{uals
YTD

2002-03

$6,880,060

86,758
75,830

181,256

343,845

$7,223,905

r 50,936
0

$150,936

7,072,969

$7,223,905

YTD as
% Budget
2002-03

t23%

0%
91%
36%

59o/"

llTYo

llYo
0%

8"h

$96,819 528,880 571 ,260

96,819 28,880 77,260

4,742,862
500,000

650,600

5,242,862 650,600 1,147,337

0%

l40A

8lo/"

23"

$0$0

0

86,758
18,089

146,538

2srJ8s

$2slJ8s

108,469
0

$108,469

0

0%

0%

$0

0

0

1,407,000
500,000

r,907,000 r 08,469 I 50,936 8%
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Convention Center Project Capital Fund

This fund is uscd to account for revenuea and expenditures related to the expangion of the Orcgon Convcntion C,€nter. The informatioi!
outlincd below plovides an er.planation of the activitres in this fund through the sccond quarter ofFY 2003-04. This project fufshed on
schedule and opened April 2003.

Revenues Expenditures

Metro
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Interest Earninss - The interest earned on the revenue received
from various sources. The interest generated will be used to
support the project.

Interfund Transfers In - This category is a budgeted transfer from
the MERC operating fund, OCC. This transfer will not be made.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - Expenditures are for the construction
management and administrative staff associated with the project.
Expenses are higher than originally anticipated and require a
$70,000 budget amendment to move capital outlay to personal
services. All Convention Center Project Capital staff are now gone.
The budget amendment will be adopted by the end of February.

Materials and Senrices - These are planned expenditures in
support of the project that are not classified as capital outlay

Capital Outlav (CIPI - The final projects were completed by the end
of the second quarter. There are about.5 million in invoices to be
paid in the third quarter.

Unappropriated Fund Balance - A small balance of about
$140,000 wilt be reserved into FY 2004-05 for possible insurance
claims.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues

Donations & Bequests

Earnings on lnvestments
Interfund Transfers In

Subtotel Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requirements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)
Interfund Transfers Out

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated B alance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Convention Center Project Capital Fund
As of December 31, 2003

$r,564,870

0
130

260,000

260,130

$1,825,000

$46,300
2,300

1,776,400
0

$1,825,000

0

$I,825,000

124,666
4,1 68

0

128,834

$128,834

s23,978
512

927,425
0

$951,915

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003.04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

$1,939,r l9

124,666
23,441

0

148,107

s2,087,226

s96,793
803

|,275,621
0

$1,373,216

714,010

s2,087,226

YTD as
% Budget
2003.04

18031

ll40

Amended
Budget
2002-03

$58,612,069

0
252,863
740,000

992,863

$59,604,932

Actuals
Qtr 2

200243

0

15,23't
l3,l 18

28Jss

$2E,355

$ 1 06,1 63

930

r 5, r 08,83 l
5 1,330

s15,267,254

Actuals
YTD

2002-03

s45;769,532

0

644,213
14,043

658,256

$46,427,788

s227,246
4,408

26,024,657
102,601

$26J5E,913

20,068,875

s46,427,788

YTD as
o/o Budget
2002.03

0%

2%

'78%

255%

66"/"

18.A

50%
t9%

49%

44%
5t%
44%

44o/"

3

$45 I,893
22,700

58,928,202
202,137

$s9,604,932

0

$59,604,932

48,600 24,490 97,s96 201

0%

75"

474,593 107,093 23t,654

1,'77 6,400 927,425 1,275,621 59,130,339 r5,160,161 26,127,259
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MERC Pooled Capital Fund

This fund is used as a rescrve fund for futurc major capital renewal and rcplacemelrt nceds ior all the MERC faciuties. Thc MERC Pooled
Capital Fund budgets a.nd accounts for those projects authorized and funded through MERC's capital planning process that identifres the
mission, dftection, and future facility needs of a[ MERC facilities. The information out]incd b€low provides an cxplenation of the activities in
this fund thmugh the sccond quarter of FY 2OO3-O4.

Revenues Drpenditures

Metro
Quarterly Financial Report

Contributions from Other Governments - The revenues in this
classification consist of contributions from the City of Portland to
support the capital needs of PCPA. Contributions are expected in
the second half of the year.

Interest Earnines - The interest earned on fund balance.

Interfund Transfers In - These are transfers from the three MERC
facilities to cover planned capital improvements.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Personal Services - Expenditures in this classification are for
staffing required to manage the capital projects. Expenses in this
category are 35 percent of budget, somewhat lower than expected.

Materials and Services - These expenditures represent the renewal
and replacement projects that are not classilied as capital outlay.

Capital Outlav (non CIP) - These are small projects the facilities
will complete during the year, $113,000 at OCC, $86,000 at Expo
and $250,000 at PCPA. Expenditures in this category are about
what is expected.

Capital Outlav (CIP) - The majority of the projects budgeted in this
classification are for PCPA. Delays in projects are the result of
scheduling issues at the PCPA. A major push was on to complete
many of the projects in the fourth quarter of the 2OO2-O3 fiscal
year. PCPA projects for $1,125,000 were carried over to FY 2003-
04. A major project, the lobby upgrade at the Keller Auditorium
was linished in the second quarter.
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Resources
Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Contributions from Governments
Earnings on Investments

Donations
Interfund Transfers In

Subtotal Current Revenues

Total Resources

Requlrements

Operating Expenditures
Personal Services
Materials and Services
Capital Outlay Projecs (non-CIP)

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
Capital Outlay Projects (CIP)
Contingency

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

Subtotal Current Expenditures

Unappropriated Balance

Total Requirements

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

MERC Pooled Capital Fund
As of December 31, 2003

Amended
Budget
2003-04

Actuals
YTD

2003-04

9l $4,479,447

YTD as
% Budget
2003{t4

Amended
Budget
2002-03

$3,947,279

81 5,1 80

26,630
822,421

1,886,278

I 3,550,509

$7,497,78874o/"

s446,456
100,000
280,000

25% 826,456

51 6,486,702
l 78,630

$7,491,788

6,000

s7,497,788

Ac'tuals
YTD

2002.03

$4,663,986

66,141

$4,730,127

$70,229
4,520

108,083

262,960
0

s445,792

4,284,335

s4,730,127

YTD as
% Budget
2002.03

l18%

20h

63o/o

t6%
5%

39%

22%

Actuals
Qtr 2

2003-04

Actuals
Qtr 2

2002-03

$2,01't,297

3,208,931
98,220

527,520
253,580

4,088,251

$6,105,548

$493,048
35,000

449,580

1,940,000
750,000

$3,667,628

2,437,920

$6,105,54E

12,259

$12,351

$86,850
I,170

60,679

762,945
0

$91 1,644

38,501

$4,517,948

$172,146
1,t77

73,277

$1,239,884

3,278,064

$4,517,948

0

12,259 248%
0%

iYo
0%

66,
0

14,5t7
0
0

0

8,501

0
0

3

0
4l

0

0
0

0

3

14,517

$14,517

sl7,473
4,520

37,652

l6l,l39
0

$220,784

977,628 148,698 246,600 59,645 182,832

993,284

2,690,000 762,945 993,284

4%
0%0

4%

60h

6,665,332 16l,139 262,960
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

EXCISE TAX
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Excise Tax

Metrc,s cr.cise tax is received froE uscls of Metro facittiea and 3lrvices in accordalcc qrith the Metro Chartc! and Metro Codc. Thc tax is
recorded as revenue in the Gencral F\rnd. ThiE tax supports tlre general govcnrment activities of Metro, and aLo suppotts activiues in tlre
pbnning snd Regioual Psrks Depqr'bDents via transfeia from the G€neral Fund. The Ff 2003-04 budget wa3 adoptcd assuming an ctcfuc ta.x
rate of 7:5 Frcc;t on alt authorized revcnuca with the cxception of solid -waste r.vcnucs, which erc calculated on a pcr ton ratc. The per ton
ratc for tyi2OO3-O4 is $6.32 F! ton. This per ton ratc includer appronimately $1.01 plr ton dedicated to Rcgional Parks that i3 crpccted to
generate about $1,230,914.

During thc ffat hall of the year excfuc tax r€ceipts excccded tie year-to-dat scasonal budtct. The iadcaic, howcvef,, wa8 ftom Solid Wastc,
and 6cndituc of excbe taxes derived from solid wastc activities is limited by Codc. Tlre atrnuel forecast, baacd on first quarter reaulk a,rd
input f;m thc departmdrts, ptDjectr a net dcclea.e of avBitrabte Ercbe Tax of $150,700 (a $125,000 improvement over the irst que.rtcr) and
a contribution to lhc Ratc stabilization Res€rve (fro!! overcotlcction of solid waste excise trx) of $335,300.

The table on pegc 40 is a projcction of the Gencrd Fund throuSh thc cnd of the fiscal ycar. nrc actual bcginning fund balsncc i3 about
$37O,OOO hig+r; thr,r budgctcd; $2?0,000 of tlre incrca.c is unr6tnatcd a.nd $100,000 i3 in the Solid Waste Ratc Stabilization R*crvc. At
tfr. pi"j".t"i t"*t of excisitax coUection, and with tull cr.Fnditu.re of budgetcd funds, thc ending b€.lance would bc $120,000 above budget,
but 

-$8O,O0O 
bclow ttrc beginning balance at thc sta.rt of the year. It b likely, given hktoric ratcs of undaE.nding 6nd the cuirent ycar's

sFnding pattern, that ori Oenerat funa wil add to its fund balance if excise tax rcvcnuc comcs in as projectcd.
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Solid Waste and Recycling - Actual excise ta:< came in
higher than the budget resulting in an expected
additional contribution to the General Fund Recovery
Rate Stabilization Reserve on an annual basis of about
$335,000.

Oregon 7no - T}:e excise tax received from 7.oo
operations through the frrst half is about 12.5 percent
lower than anticipated, reflecting the overall shortfall in
enterprise revenue.

Oregon Convention Center - The Convention Center is
ahead ofbudget by over 4 percent. September and
October were very good months for the OCC, and the
rest of the year is tracking near budget.

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Regional Parks - The excise tax received through the
first half of the fiscal year is lower than expected,
primarily from lower revenues from Glendoveer.

Expo Center - The receipts are about 15 percent lower
than what was anticipated through the second quarter.
The current economic environment is having a negative
impact on this operation.

Planning Department - The excise tax received from the
Planning Department is higher than budgeted, as Data
Resource Center sales are well above budget through
December.

Building Management - Revenue from employee
parking and Metro Regional Center building leases are
above budget for the second quarter.

Excise Tax Analysis
Year-to-Date:

Thc exciae taxes rcrccived through the sccond quartrr arc higher than budgeted by about I .8 percent as a result of higher than budgeted
Solid waatc !€ceipts. Hosever, projcctions based on year-to-date actua.ls indicatc crcisc taxes avail,ablc for spcnding 6rc 1.5 parcent bclo\rt
budget. Solid waste & Recycling, thc Orcgon Convention C€nter, Plarning, and Building MalaacEcnt gcncrated morc t6r tlla r budgetcd;
the Zoo and Expo Center had significant shordalls, 6nd Rcgional Palka was slightly under budgct.

aa

a

a

a

a

a
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Actual Recelpts through the Second Ouatter: This chart represents actual excise tax receipts through December 31, 2003

EXCISE TAX RTCEIVED ACTUAL MD VS PLAT MD
As of Decembcr 31, 2(X)3

SW&R Metro Facilities
SW&R Non Metro Facilities
Oregon Zoo
Oregon Convention Center
Regional Parks
Expo Center
Planning Fund
Building Management
Total l'ID s 4,746,338 $ 4,823,803 t 77,465

L,712,237
1,692,45O

545,268
50L,2L2
LLO,725
L74,9O2

3,218
6,326

1,767,794
1,797,632

477,L35
522,946
106,532
148,120

6,337
7,3O7

55,557
95,L82
(68,133)
2L,734
(4,193)

(26,782!,
3,1 19

982

3.24vo
5.620/o

-L2.5Oo/o
4.34o/o

-3.79Yo
-15.31%
96.93vo
15.52Yo
L.630/"

Revised Annual Forecast
as of month cadlng Decembcr 3lr 2(X)3

ED Estimate Actual Diffcreacc 7o Dlffcrcace

Faclltty/I\rnctlon
l.r 2003-04

Budgct
Reviccd eorrrr"fl

Forccact I Differencc 7o Differcace

SW&R Metro Facilities
SW&R Non Metro Facilities**
Oregon Zoo
Oregon Convention Center
Regional Parks
Expo Center
Planning Fund
Building Management

Total Y'fD
Excise Tax Reserve

3,302,236
4,057,328

983,552
993,527
184,400
479,585

7,725
12,889

3,4O9,384
4,285,5O7

860,654
1,036,609

L77,4L7
406,L48

15,213
14,889

LO7,L47
228,L80

(L22,8981
43,O82
(6,983)

(73,4371
7,499
2,OOO

3.24Yo
5.620/o

-L2.50vo
4.340h

-3.79o/o
-15.31%
96.93o/o
15.52o/o

; Lo,o2t,242 S 10,205,821 t 184,s29
0 335,327 335,327

IIct Avallable hclre Tax i 1.0,O2lr242 S 9,870,494 i (f5O,7481

L.84o/"

-1.5Oo/o
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RESOURCES

Beginning Fund Balance
Undesignated Carryover
Project Carryover
Rate Stabilization Reserve

Total Beginning Fund Balance

Current Revenues
Excise Taxes
lnterest
Transfers ln

Subtotal Current Revenues

TOTAL RESOURCES

REQUIREMENTS

Operating Expenditures
CouncilOffice
Public Affairs Department
Special Appropriations

Subtotal Operating Expenditures

Non-Operating Expenditures
lnterfund Transfers Out

Subtotal Non-Operating Expenditures

GENERAL FUND PROJECTION
through December 31, 2003

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

(1) Beginning fund balance has been adjusted to reflect
the FY 2002-03 final close ending fund balance.

(2) Projec:tion based on actuals through fhe secpnd
quader and historical seasonality trends. Excise tax
generated frcm sor,d waste is prcjecled to be $335,327
higher than budgeted contributing to the raite
slabilization reserve. Non-so/rd waste generated
excise tax is projected to be $150,748 lower than
budgeted resufting in a reduc'tion to the undesignated
ending resele.

Amended
Budget

Estlmated
Actuals

$ Change
from

Budget

269,302

101,901
371,203

Change

956,000
212,550
109,000

1,225302 (1)

212,550
210,901

28.17%
0.00%

93.49%
1,277,550 1,648,753

10,019,954
25,000

248,114

10,205,821 Q)

25,000
248,1',14

185,867

29.06%

1.85%
0.00%
0.00%m10,293,068 10,478,935

11,570,618 12,127,688 557,070 4.81%:

1,400,107
652,445
340,000

1,400,107
652,445
340,000

0.00%
0.00%
0.00%m
0.00%

2,392,552 2,392,552

8,041,194 8,041,194
8,041,194 8,041,194

109,000
1,027,872

546,228
1,147,714

437,228
119,842

0.00%m
401.13%

11.66%

Total Expenditures
Ending Fund Balance (lncl. Budgeted contingency)

Rate Stabilization Reserve
Undesignated Ressrve

10,433,746 10,433,746

11,570,618 12,127,688TOTAL REQUIREMENTS
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

SPENDING vs APPROPRIATIONS

This section providcs a comparison of the appropriation level with the actual spending through the end of the second quarter ol FY 2OO3-O4.
The appropriation level is the legal expenditure limit as oudincd in Oregon Budget Law. lvhen erpcnditures a.re audited at the end ol the

fiscal year, compliance with this level of appropriations is one of the primary critcria auditcd.
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
Remainino

35 17,998
15,000

550, I 42
40,000

t,629,739

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

A,s of December 31,2003

Amended
Budoet

toAdopted

0
,205,554

Budqet

s903,059
t5,000

1,755.696
40,000

t,629,739

3903,059
15,000

t,755,696
40,000

t,629,739

42.64%
o.wo

68.670/0

o.wo
o.w/o

Year to Date
Expenditures

s385,06 I

Expended

Building Manangement Fund
Operatlng Expenses (PS & M&S)
Capital Outlay
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency
Unappropriated Balance

0
0

Total Fund Reouirements s4.3C3-{94 $4J43.494 $1.590.615 36.62"/" s2.752.879

Convention Center Gapital Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Capital Odlay

s48,600
t,776,4@

s48,600
1,776,4N

s97,596
|,275,621

200.81%
71.8t%

(348,ee6)
500,779

Total Fund Reouiremenls $1.825.000 $1.825.000 s1373.216 75.24o/o $45 l,784

General Fund
Council Ofllcey'Public Affairs

Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)

Special Appropriations
Materials & SeNices

General Expenses
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency

Unappropriated Balance

$ 1.996.482 s2.052.552 s776,086 37.Eto/o sl,276,466
L,rr6,4U 2,052,552 776,$6

340,000 340,000 40,61 I tt.940/" 299,389

__, ,=_,340,000 , 34

E,04 r, t94
500.000

8,M1,194
443.930

3,839,853 47.750/o

o.w/o
420t,341

0 ,143,930

E.541,t94 8,485.124 3,839,853 45.250/0 4,U5,271

692,942 692,942 0.@o/" 692,9420

Total Fund Reouirements $1 1.570.61 8 sr 1.570.618 $4.656.550 40.24o/" s5.914.068
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
Remainlnq

(36s0)
8,357,546
9,805,643

l ?5,28 l

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

As of December 31, 2003

%Adopted
Budoet

0
119,54E,227

9,E05,643

Amended
Budoet

0
sl9,548,227

9,E05,643

Year to Date
Expenditures

650
sl I,190,681

0

Expended

General Obligation Debt Service Fund
Materials & Seryices
Oebt Service
Unappropriated Balance

General Revenue Bond Fund
Proiect Account

Caphal Outlay - Washington Park Parking Lot

Oebt Service-Account
Malerials & Services - Met o Regional Cenler
Debt SeMce - Metro R€gional Center
Oebt Service - Expo Center Hall D
Oebt SeMce - Washington Pail Partlng Lot

General Expenses
Contingency

Unappropriated Balance

O.O0o/o

57.250/"
O.$ff/o

I75,281 I 75,28 I 0 o.mo/"

t'l5,281 l 75.28 I 0 175-2At

0
I,785,696
t,t28,742

435,319

0
1,785,696
1,128,142

435,3 t9

t63265
27,211,153

t,12E,142

o.@%
1524.97vo

l00.0oolo
53.24o/o

(r63,265)
(2s,44s,6s7)

0
203.517231,782

3,349,75'1 1,349,757 28-755-142 454.420/" (25.405.385)

300,000 300,000 o.ooo/o 300.000
300,000 300,000 0 0.00% 3m

l,950,000 r,950,000 O.O@/o l,950,000

0

0

Total Fund Requirements $5.775.038 $5.775,038 $28.75s,142 497.92o/o ($22.980.r04)

MERC Operating Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
D€bt Service
lnterfund Transf6rs
Contingency
Unappropriated Balance

$30.520,098
22,t@

3,694,94)
t,222,56t
8,7aO,494

s30,520,098
22,809

1,694,943
t222,561
8,780,494

st4234,707
22,349

2,155,@t
0
0

46.64%
97.gEo/o

58.32./.
o.wo
0.wo

s I 6,285,39 I
460

t,539,t79
t,222,56r
8.780.494
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
Remaininq

1354,725
l.323.01 9

750,000
2,431,920

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

As of December 31,2003

Adopted Amended
Budqet Budqet

MERC Pooled Capital Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Capital Outlay
C,ontingency
U nappropriated Balance

$528.048
2,389,5E0

750,000
2,43't,920

t528,048
2,3E9,580

750,000
2,417,920

32.t20/o
44.63%
0.00%
0.@%

Year to Date
Expenditures

sl 73,323
t,066,56t

0
0

Expended

Total Fund Reqqirements $6,105,54q $6fllE1q $1,239,884 20.31% $4,865,664

Open Spaces Fund
Operatng Expenses (PS & M&S)

Capital Outlay
lnterfi.rnd Transfers
Contlngency
Unappropriated Bslanc€

s2,633,260
5,137,300

t,009,078
250,000

2,1 06,4 I 9

32,633,260

5, r37,300

1,009,078

250,000

2,1 06,4 I 9

s690,042

420,668

t43,743
0

0

26.20%
8.19%

14.240/0

O.Wo
o.wo

3l,943,218
4,716,632

865,335

250,000
2,t06,419

Total Fund Requirements $l I,136,057 $l I,136,057 $ I,254,453 tt.260h $9,881,604

Pioneer Cemetery Perpetual Care Fund
Unappropriated Balance sl 13,583 sl 13,583 o_w/o sl 13.583$0

Total Fund Requirements $LL 3,583 $l I 3,583 0.00vo $! 13,583$0

Plannlng Fund
Operating Exp€nses (PS & M&S)

Debl SeNice
Capit€l Outlay
lnterftrnd Transfers
Contingency
Unappropriated Balance

sr5,755,770
442t2
54,2@

2,437286
169,499

90,000

sl5,t2r,129
44212
5420o

2,437,286
30r,540

90,000

s3,8 t3,E97

1,037

44,653

I,165,593
0
0

24.|V/o
2.!40/o

t2.39%
47.820/o

0.wo
o.wo

3 12,009,832

41,t75
9,547

t,27t,69'
30r,540

0

Total Fund Requirements $l 8,750,967 $18.750,967 $5,025,180 26.80yo $13,635,787
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
RemaininE

$2,674,387
775,455
714,956
261,390

2,698,850

$100
4,555

354,450

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

As of December 31,2003

Adopted Amended
Budqet Budoet

Year to Date
Expenditures

s2J92,24s

89,438

Expended
%

Regional Parks Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Capital Outlay
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency
Una ppropriated Balance

Reglonal Parks Special Accounts Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
lnterfuM Transfers
Unappropriated Balance

s5,066,632
924,7|

t,294,107
261,390

2,698,850

sl00
93,993

354,450

$5,066,632
924,7|

t,294,707
261,390

2,69t,E50

sl00
93,993

354,450

47.220/0

t6.140/o

M.78o/o
0.@%
0.@%

0.wo
95.15o/o

0.00%

t49,256
755'79, I

0
0

s0

0

Total Fund Requ $448,543 s448.543 $89.438 s359.105

Rehabilitation & Enhanccment Fund
Materials & Services
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency
Unapproprialed Balance

Risk Management Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Contingency
Unappropriated Balance

Smith and Bybee Lakes Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Capital Outlay
lnterfuM Transfers
Contingency
Unapproprlated Balance

$533,952

23,923
300,000

1,599,670

s7,622,357
500,000

4,781,945

s23 1,470

t, I 00,070
52,412

9,817
3,59t272

s533,952
23,923

300,000

t.599,670

s7,622,3s1
500,000

4,781,945

s23 1,470

1,r00,070
52,4t2
9,t t7

3,59t,272

164,165

6,480

212O5
0
0

t8.800/,

0.0070

0-W/o
o.wo

48.330/0

0.w/o
o.@vo

27.gto/o

o.59Vo

40.46o/o

o.o@/o

0.wo

s433,588
,1 0rl

300,000

1,599,670

$3,93E.E08
500,000

4,78t,945

s167,105
1,093,590

lt2o7
9,817

3,59t,272

00,364$1

0
0
0

$3,683,549
0
0

Total Fund $4,985,041
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
Remainino

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

As of December 31, 2(N3

Adopted Amended
Budoet Budqet

Year to Date
Expenditures

Solid Waste Revenue Fund
Op€ratjng Account

Oporating Exp€nses (PS & M&S)

Debt SeNice Account
Debt SeMce

Landfill Closure Account
Materials & SeNices
Capital Outlay

Renewal and Replacement Account
Capital Outlay

General Account
Capital Outlay

Master Proiect Account
Debt SeNice

Recycling Business Assistance Account
Materials & Services

Cr€neral Expenses
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency

Unappropriated Balance

Exoended

s43,841,101 $43,847,707 t r 8,237,r 37 41.59"/o s25,6 I 0,570

43,847,'707 43,847,107 t8,237.137 41.590/0 25,6t0,570

t,5t I,426 t,5 I I,426 4,038,750 267.21Vo (2,s21,324)

r,5r 1,426 l,5l 1,426 4,038,750 267.2to/o (2,527,324)

t92,4N
I,008,200

t92,400
1,008200

8,24t
664,1tt

4.28o/o

65.930/0

I E4,l 59

343,489

1,200,600 1.200,600 672,952 56.05% 527,648

2,899,000 2,899,O00 1.588.252 54.790/0 1,3 10,748

2,E99,000 2,899,000 1,588,252 54.190/0 1,310,748

9 1 5,000 9l 5,000 557,099 60.E90/o 357,901

915,000 915,000 557,099 60.890/" 357,901

350,000 350,000 28,267 8.08% 321,733

350,0oo 350,0@ 2826't t.o8olo 321,713

700,000 700,0@ o.w/. 700,000

700,000 700,000 0.wo 700,000

0

0

4r09,801
I 1,35E,33t

4,209,801

I 1,358,33t

2,002,308 47.560/o

o.wo
2,207,493

I I,35E,33E0

I 5,568, I 39 I 5,568,1 39 2,002,308 t2.860/0 I 3,565,83 l

I 5,01 7,338 15,017,338 o.wo l 5,01 7,3380

Total Fund Requirements $It2,009,210
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
Remaininq

$1,568,733

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

As of December 37, 2003

Adopted Arnended
Budoet Budoot

!2,552,50'l s2,552,507 $983,774

Year to Date
Expenditures Exoended

3E.540/0

Support Servlces Fund
Finance Department

Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)

Business Support Department
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Oebt SeNice
Capital Outlay

Public Affairs - Creative Seruices

Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)

Office of Metro Attomey
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)

Office of the Auditor
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)

C.€neral Expenses
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency

Unapproprhted Balance

2,5s2,501 2,552,507 9A3,774 38.540/0 1,56E,733

4,24t,749
34,620

309,0oo

4,241,749

34,620
309,000

l,937,010

El2
l4l,839

45-670/0

234o/o

45.9ry/"

2,30/.,719

ir,aoe
I 67,16 I

4,585,369 4,585,369 2,O79,66t 45.35% 2,505,708

538,375

538,375 538,375 246,651 45.81o/" 29t,724

I, I 53,083 I,153,0E3 502,754 43.60% 650,329

l, I 53,083 I,t53,083 502,754 43.@/o 650,329

607,940 654,940 307,38E 46.930/0 341,552

607,940 654,940 307,388 46.930/0 347,552

756,557

465,276
156,557
4lt,276

353,2'19 46.700/d

0.wo
403,278
4tE,2760

I,22 I,833 I, I 74,E33 J53.279 lo.o'to/o E2t,554

t5t,974 t5t,974 0

Total Fund Requirements $r0,81 1,081 sl0.8l1.081 s4.473-507 41.38" $6.1 85.600
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Balance
Remaininq

$ t9,5s9
3,595,szs

500,000

2,t93, I 93

FY 2003-2004
Budget Appropriations vs Expenditures

As of December 31,2003

Adopted Amended
Budoet Budoet

ch

Zoo Capital Fund
Operating Expenses (PS & M&S)
Capital Outlay
Contingency
Unappropriated Balance

$61,819

4,777,t62
500,000

2,t93, t93

$96,8 t9
4,742,t62

500,000

2,t93, I 93

Year to Date
Exoenditures

s77,260

Exoended

79.8@/o

24.t90/o

o.ooo/o

o.wo

147 ))7t,
0

0

Total Fund Requirements $8.232,874 $8,232.874 sr,224,597 14.870h $7.008.277

Zoo Operating Fund
Operating Expens€s (PS & M&S)

Caphral Odlay
lnterfund Transfers
Contingency
Unappropriated Balance

s20,3t4,417
268,600

2,600,295

I,000,000
4,251,211

s20384,417
268,600

2,ffi,295
1,000,000

4,25t237

s9,7 r4,830
57,65t

I,3 14,268

0
0

47.6yo
21.46o/o

50.54vo

0.wo
0.wo

s 10,669,587

2to,949
1,286,027

I,000,000
4,25t,237

Total Fund Requirements $28,504,549 $28,504,549 $l 1,086,749 38.89o/o $17'417'800

Total Budoet 9293,814,s'r5 $293,814,515 $122,494,764 41.69% $171,077,777
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Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS UPDATE
Status of CIP Projects in the FY 2OO3-O4 Budget

The purpose of the attached report is to provide an update on the progress of the FY 2OO3-04 budgeted CIP plojects. The report
is laid out as follows:

ProJcct: Tttis colurrn is includes the Project Title and a short description of the project. The projects are listed by the fund they
are budgeted in.

FY 2OO3-O4 Adopted Budget: The amount in the FY 2003-04 budget for this project.

Comments: The current status and or progress on each project.

Totat P.oject kpectcd Coat: The total expected cost of the project iacluding past er.penditures altd future expenditures as
well as ttre listed budget anount.

If Cooplete Total Project Co!t: The actual cost of the completed project. This field only iacludes an amount if the project is
complete,

ProJcct CoEplcttotr Year: The year the project completiotr date as listed in the Adopted CIP. Changes to this completion date
are included in the comrtrents
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Finance and Administrative Services

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Business Services

Copier Replacement in Print Shop
Replacement of existing duplicators in the Print
Shop on a regular renewal and replacement
schedule.

$s0,000

Information Technolory

Replace/Acquire Desktop Computers (All Funds)
This project represents all desktop computer
hardware replacement by coordinating computer
replacement through the IT Department, ensuring
replacement on a regular schedule.

$ I 50,000

Serrer Management (Support Services Fund)
This is regular renewal and replacement of servers
as needed.

$120,000

PeopleSoft Database Conversion (Support Services Fund)
This project represents the completion ofthe
conversion to a more widely supported database
product to support the PeopleSoft financial and
human resources systems

$s0,000

Copier purchased. ($34,720)

Annual replacement cost. Agency cost may be
reduced due to Iower per unit cost and is
dependent on total units purchased. Total cost
will not be known until year end.

Complete for current year. ($ I 21,1 76)

Completed end ofyear last fiscal year. ($68,127)

$l 15,000

$ I ,037,937

$942,965

$212,33 8

$99,720

$944, l4 I

s230,465

Ongoing

Ongoing

Ongoing

FY 2003-04
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Finance and Administrative Services ( continued)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2OO3

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Information Technolos.v (continued)

Upgrade Network Infrastructure (Support Services fund)
Scheduled technical upgrade required ofnetwork 

I
equipmant due to technology improvements and 

I
increasing data demand. 

I

$25,000 In process, $ I I ,042 spent to date.

Travel Forecasting System Computer (Planning and Support Services Fund)
Final funding for the equipment used by the Travel
Forecasting Section of the Planning Department.

$89,200 Completed for current fiscal year, ($79,653)

$413,208

$ I,049,666 $ 1 ,040,1 l9

Ongoing

Ongoing

Total Business Support Deparfinent $484,200 $3,771,114 $2,314,445
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Maropolitan Exposition and Reueation Commission (MERC)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Convention Center Project Capital Fund

OCC - Oregon Convention Center Expansion
Add to existing exhibit hall space, meeting rooms,
and ballroom space in addition to parking for 1,200
cars, loading docks, and lobby/prefunction space.

$ 1,825,000 Project complete. Overall project, with the
additional projects to upgrade the current facility
was expected to be about $l 18,000,000. Costs
ended up to be about Sl 17,400,000. In addition
they were able to do more than was originally in
the scope of work due to efficiencies.

$ I 15,000,000 s114,043,000 FY 2003-04

Subtotal this Fund sl,825,000 $r 15,000,000 $l14,043,000

MERC Pooled Capital Fund

PCPA-ASCH - West Entry Remodel
Remodel design of Wes Entry to accommodate
healy commercial usage oftheatre and related need
for truck and bus parking.

PCPA-ASCH - Main Street Tents
Tents for use when PCPA closes down Main Street
for revenue generation.

PCPA-NTB - Stage Floor Replacement
Replacement of stage floor that has reached the end
of its useful life.

PCPA-Keller Auditorium - Exteior Signage
Improvements to Keller Auditorium exterior and
signage

$200,000

$200,000

$ 100,000

$r 10,000

To be started late in the third quarter

This project to be carried forward to FY 2004-05
due to design issues with the City of Portland.

This project moved to FY 2005-06

This project to be started late in third quarter

s200,000

$200,000

s100,000

$110,000

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04
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Maropolitan Exposition and Recreatio n Commission (MERC) (continued)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year
PCPA-Keller Auditoium - Lobbies Upgrade

Full remodel of lobbies including carpet, furniture,
lighting, and all finishes

s400,000

PCPA-Keller Auditorium - HVAC Control Replacement
Replacement of HVAC $l10,000

PCPA-lYinningstad - Replace Seat Risers
Replacement of seat risers in the Winningstad
Theater

$50,000

PCPA-All Theaters - Power Distibution Panels

I Installation of power distribution panels. $55,000

EPO - Canopy and Walkwayfor Tri-Met Station
Construction of a walkway fiom Tri-Met Station to
Expo entrance.

s675,000

EXPO - Parking Lot Maintenance
Renewal and replacement of the parking lot. $40,000

Project to be completed by 6/30/04. S150,000
spent to date.

Project currently underway and will be complae
by year end.

This project is moved to FY 2004-05 due to
project priorities.

Complete

This project nearing completion and should come
in under budgeted cost.

l*,, onro,n, project complete for this fiscal year

Itsra,zoo 
snent)

$600,000

$r 10,000

s50,000

s50,000

$675,000

$ 193,000

s59,51 l

$ I 87,700

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

Ongoing

Subtotal this Fund $l,940,000 $2,288,000 $247,211

Total MERC $3,765,000 $ I 17,288,000 $l r4,290,211
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Oregon Zoo

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Zoo Capital Fund

Great Northwest Proj ect
Construct new exhibits, replace outdated facilities
and create new entranceway to feature native
animals, improve conditions for existing animal
collections, improve visitor access and enhance the
Zoo's self-sufliciency. The project is financed
through a $28.8 million bond measure approved by
voters in September 1996, interest earnings,
donations, and fund balance.

California Condor Captive Breeding Facility
Construction of mesh pens with appropriate nesting
and rearing areas for the production of California
Condors.

Modular Education Classrooms
Modular Education classrooms to be placed in
Tiger Terrace Plaza. Needed due to increased
demand for camps and classes.

$5, l 37,300

$2,000,000

s70,000

Work continues on Eagle Canyon and Family
Farm; expected to open on schedule in Spring,
2004. Final phases, Into to Forest and Remote
Forest are scheduled for completion in the
summer of 2005 and 2006, respectively.
Expected completion is moved to FY 2005-06

Approximately $l million spent to date, further
work on hold pending receipt of funding to
complete Phase I ($800,000).

lProject indefinitely delayed due to other

lpriorities for tunding.

s37,436,049

s2,000,000

$70,000

FY 2004-05

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

Subtotal this fund $7,207,300 $39,506,049 $0
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Oregon Zoo (continued)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Filtration Replacement
Replace aging filtration system for Penguin
building.

Walk Cafi Restroom Upgrades
Renewal and replacement upgrades to restrooms at

BearWalk Caf6.

Generator Replacement
Replace generator used by Construction &
Maintenance. Current generator is at the end of its
useful life.

$60,000

$s0,000

$30,000

Project was for water conservation, to avoid
regular (approx. weekly) draining and refilling

- not an animal welfare project. This
defened due to other priorities,

ly boiler replacement in Primate

project is being defened to be done in
with Primate building remodel

Completed in FY 2002-03

$60,000

$50,000

$30,000 $37,891

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

Subtotal this fund $ r40,000 $140,000 $37,891

Total Oregon Zoo $7,347,300 $39,646,049 $37,891
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Solid ll/aste and Recycling

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Solid Waste Revenue Fund

General Account

Metro South - Northern Tip Floor Renovation
This is an extension at the north end ofthe transfer
building in the area currently occupied by the
recycling drop boxes. The 32 x 150 foot extension
will provide additional space on the north side for
commercial vehicle maneuvering and floor sorting.

$544,000

Metro South - Relocate Latex Paint Operations
Project to move the Latex Paint operation out of
Metro South to increase facility size to meet
demand and for safety reasons.

$225,000

lMetro South - Latex Building/Public Area Lunch Room
This project replaces two previous projects to
construct a Maintenance Facility and Office and
Facilities improvements and is made possible by
relocating the Latex Paint Operation saving
approximately S470,000 in the combined projects.

$50,000

Metro Central - ffice Addilion
Expand offrce building to provide space for on-site
safety or training meetings for 90+ personnel. The
addition will also include new restrooms and two
new offices.

$11,000

Project to be complete by the end of February.
This project was combined with a Baler project
as it was more efficient to complete the Baler
portion with this renovation. In addition the
renovation project came in somewhat higher than
original estimate. Total new cost is expected to
be $890,000.

Negotiating lease. Design for the processing unit
should be complete this year, due to delays in
lease negotiation, total conversion to new facility

most likely extend into FY 2004-05

This will be delayed to FY 2004-05 as this
project needs the Latex Paint Operations to be
moved prior to beginning.

This project desigrr will be completed in the
fourth quarter. Construction was originally
scheduled for FY 2004-05.

s744,000

$250,000

$60,000

$ 125,000

$890,000 FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

FY 2004-05
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Solid lVaste and Recycling (continued)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Metro Central - llloodroom Improvements
The increasing volume of wood and yard waste
creates a need for additional storage and processing
space within the wood processing area.

$20,000 This project design is expected to be completed
in the fourth quarter as anticipated

$236,000 FY 2004-05

Subtotal-General s850,000

Renewal and Replacement Account

South - Convert Mechanical Room to Lockers
This project is to provide adequate locker facilities 

I
for operations contractor's personnel working on 

I
the floor of the facilitiet 

I

$357,000

Central - Replace Metal Roof and Ventilation System
$2,372,000Replace a portion ofthe roofand associated

ventilation system at Metro Central transfer station
that was scheduled to reach the end of its useful life
in 2001.

Subtotal- Renewal & 729,000

$ I ,41 5,000 $890,000

This project design will be completed in March
with constnrction in June or JulY.

lThis project has just been completed in the third
lquarter. All expenses are not in yet but project is

lexpected to be completed well under budget.

I

$392,000

$2,822,000

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

$3,214,000 $0

Landfill Closure Account
St. Johns Landfill - Maintenance Building

Construction of a maintenance building for
equipment and vehicles used in ongoing

I maintenance and monitoring of St. Johns Landfill.

s233,600 This project was completed in August. The
project was completed for less than expected.

$ss2,675 s440,277 FY 2003-04
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Solid ll/aste and Recycling (continued)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

St. Johns Landfill - Re-establish Drainage
The landfill top must be sloped to drain rainwater
offthe cover. Diflerential settlement of the waste is
interfering with proper drainage.

$550,000

St. Johns Landfill - Leachate Pretreatment
Over time the concentration of prohibited
substances has been increasing in leachate from St
Johns Landfill. It is likely that steps will be needed
to correct the contamination.

s rs0,000

St. Johns - Groundwater Monitoring llells
Installation of four wells to monitor the progress
achieved in cleaning up this closed landfill site

$43,000

St. Johns Landfill - Native Vegetation as a Cover Crop
Five-year experiment to test ifnative vegetation can
be used on the cover cap to prevent erosion damage
and improve water quality. It will also provide an
open meadow habitat.

$5,000

This project is phased based on the weather.
Final work for this fiscal year is expected to be
completed during the third quarter.

This is phase I of this project and will be
completed by year-end.

Holding for DEQ Investigation and Feasibility
Study results.

Ongoing

$896,000

$450,000

s53,800

$ I 77,100

Ongoing

FY 2003-04

FY 2004-05

FY 2004-05

Subtotal-Landfi ll Cl osure Account $981,600 $2,129,575 $440,277

Total Solid Waste and Recycling $4,560,600 $6,758,575 sl,330,277
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Regional Parks and Greenspaces

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Open Spaces Fund

Open Spaces Land Acquisition
Continuation of land acquisition by Metro which is
financed by the Open Spaces bond proceeds.

$5, I 37,300 Anticipate carryover of approximately 53.l
million for land acquisition. FY 2004-05 is
expected to be the final year ofacquisition but
program is willing seller based. Funds will
continue to carry. forward until spent.

s 128,408,995 FY 2003-04

Subtotal this fund s5,137,300 $ l 28,408,995 $0

Reeional Parks Fund

M. James Gleason Boat Ramp Renovation
Complete upgrade and renovation of boat ramp
facility contingent upon receipt of over $2 million
in grants from Oregon State Marine Board.

Blue Lake Park - Lakefront Enhancement
Phase I ofthe Lakefront Enhancement includes the

I demolition and land preparation of the old Swim

I Center building at Blue Lake Park.

lo*bo* Park - Picnic Shelters & Restrooms
I prUtl. use improvements at Oxbow Park. Includes
I replacing two picnic shelters and adding two picnic
I shelters.
I

$300,000

$ 188,3 I I

$410,000

Land use permitting expected to be completed
this fiscal year. Construction delayed until the
summer of 2004.

Desigrr and engineering is completed
is in progtess and expected to be

by spring 2004.

Construction is in progress and expected to be
completed by spring of 2004.

s I ,65 2,603

$348,31 I

$410,000

FY 2004-05

FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

Subtotal this fund $898,31 I s2,410,914 $0
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Regional Parks and Greenspaces (continued)

Second Quarter, FY 2003-04
Ending December 31, 2003

Project
FY 2003-04

Adopted
Budget

Comments Total Project
Expected Cost

If Complete
Total Project

Cost

Project
Completion

Year

Smith and Bybee Lakes Trust Fund

Dam Removal
Removal of the present dam that only allows water
to flow out ofthe lakes and construction ofa water
control stnrcture in the North Slough to return the
lakes to a tidal freshwater marsh.

Facility Improyements
Construction of improvements including relocation
ofparking lot, construction ofan entry road, and a
boat launch.

$438,500

s661,570

This project is complete and was funded by
outside sources. Project costs over budget will
not impact fund balance.

Design, engineering and permitting is complete.
Construction is expected to begin in June 2004
with completion anticipated by February 2005.

$438,500

$70 l,220

$590,770 FY 2003-04

FY 2003-04

Subtotal this fund s I , 100,070 $ l,139,720 $590,770

Total Regional Parks & Greenspaces s7, I 35,68 I $ l3l ,959,629 $590,770
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Exhibit A to Ordinance No. 04-1033
Amendments To Chapter 3.09

Local Government Boundary Changes

3.09.120 Minor Boundary Chanees to Metro's Boundary

(a) Minor boundary changes to the Metro Boundary may be initiated by M_gtrqJh-e_ g:$11pr

lhq co,g(r!y_responsible for eoneeOLlaqd_u_qq ptannilg&r $e affgcted territoryqpeeifie4pumuanlte-Metre
@propertyownerSandelectors-intheLeIdtqry-_tob9-40n.eIe"d,orother-sas"otherwise
providedbylawpsbliq-agqoslesdallpwpd by-9RS-!-9j-&58CI. Petitions shall meet the minimum
requirements of Section 3.09.040 above. The Chief Operating Officer shall establish a filing fee schedule
for petitions that shall reimburse Metro for the expense of processing and considering petitions. The fee
schedule shall be filed with the Council.

(b) Notice of proposed minor boundary changes to the Metro Boundary shall be given as

required pursuant to Section 3.09.030.

(c) Hearings will be conducted consistent with the requirements of Section 3.09.050. When
it takes action on a minor boundary change, the Metro Council shall consider the requirements of Section
3.09.050 and all provisions of applicable law.

(d) Minor boundary changes to the Metro Boundary-are-not-subject.Eay-bg rnadg,p-upq41t to
an the expedited process set forth in Section 3.09.045

(e) The tbllowing criteria shall apply in lieu of the criteria set forth in subsection (d) or (e) of
Section 3.09.050 to a minor boundary change to Metro's boundary. The Metro Council's final decision
ona that

( I ) The affected territory lies within the UGB; and

(2) -Upo+ann€r€ti{rn+et@t
i___c@sdd@h ry-irsuhiesllq@lart

or to service districts that will

(e0 Contested case appeals of decisions regarding minor boundary changes to the Metro
Boundary are subject to appeal as provided in Section 3.09.070.

ofa that Includes T,

A- petition to incolporate a cily that includes- territory wilhin Metro's jg1i5$igfiggg!
boundary shall comply with the minimum notice requirements in section 3.09.030, the minimum
requirements for a petition in sec{ion 3.09.040, the hearing and decision requirements in subsections (a),
(c), and (0 of section 3.09.050, and !f the lncoryoqqtioq is__co,qte519d by a qgceq9'4ry, pafty, the contested
case requiren-rents and hearing provisions of 3.09.070, 3,09.080, 3.09.090, and 3.09.l00p1qept &at t,h-q

lesal description of the affected territory required by Section 3.09.040 (a) ( l) not be orovided until

(a)

after !.[9 S_oard of County Copmiss,io-ners establishes thg fi_nal boundary for the, propgsed ci[y.

(b) A petition to lncolpora[e a ci[y that includes lerritory within Me[ro-]s juriq-dictional
boundary may include territory that lies outside Metro's UGB. However, incorporation of a city with
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such territory shall not authorize urbanization of that territorv until the Metro Council includes the
territory in lhe UGB pursuant to Metro Code Chapler 3,01.

(c) The following criteria shall apply in lieu of the criteria set forth in Section 3.09,050(d)
and (e). An approving entity shall demonstrate that incorporation of the new city complies with the
following criteria:

( I ) At least 150 people reside in the territorv orooosed for incorporation. as reouired
by ORS 221.07i0,

(2\ No part of the territory for incomoration lies within the boundarv of
another incoqporated city, as prohibited in ORS 221.020;

(3) The petition complies with the requiremcnts of ORS 221,031:,

@) The petitioner's economic statement comolies with the requirements
of ORS- 221.0_35-;

(5) If some of the territorv for incomoration lies outside the Metro UGR.
Ihat porlion of the territory conforms to the requirements o-f ORS 221.034;

for avgJqgqresideutia,l de,qsity of€$lees+-t0dvrclling-unit+per-ne+develepable+esiden+ial€€r€€F-su€h
@st_-e$_ud!h.Titlelb-uo-aud_Title__lt19Is_ved.@

ofthqUrb-anGrowthManagemen!Func!iona]P-t41r;and

(7\ Any citv whose approval of the incomoration is reouired bv ORS 221.031(4) has
given its approval or has failed to act within the time specified in that statute.
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