
Councilor• Pre•ents 

Councilors Absents 

Also Present: 

Staff 1 

Teatif ierss 

MINUTES or THE COUNCIL or THI 
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 

REGULAR MEETING 
FEBRUARY 3, 1983 

Councilors Banzer, Bonner, Deines, 
Btlinger, Hansen, Kafoury, Kelley, 
Kirkpatrick, Van Bergen, Waker, and 
Williamson. 

Councilor Oleson (excused). 

Rick Gustaf•on, Executive Officer. 

Donald Carlson, Andrew Jordan, Ray Barker, 
Tom O'Connor, Dan LaGrande, Steven Siegel, 
Dennis Mulvihill, and Diane Dimon. 

Charles Crews, National Businesa League 
James Mayes, National Business League 
O.B. Hill, National Bu•iness League 

A regular meeting of the Council of the Metropolitan Service 
Diatrict was called to order at 6:40 P.M. by Presiding Officer 
Banzer. 

1. Introductions. 

There were no introductions. 

2. Councilor C0111Dunications. 

Councilor Etlinger reported on the Region 8 meeting of the 
As•ociated Oregon Counties which he and Councilor Oleson 
attended. He •aid the AOC was going to pursue a change in 
Metro'• enabling legislation to allow Metro to i•sue revenue 
bonds for the construction of a regional jail, as well as 
pursuing the Counties' ability to issue bond• for jails. 

Councilor Hansen •tated that he had been contacted by aember• 
of the National Business League who had expre••ed concern about 
Executive Order Nos. 15 and 16 which affected minority 
bu•ines• enterpri•• rule•, and apecifically how they would 
apply to the contract for the Alaska Tundra Exhibit. He •aid 
they had expres•ed interest in ••king a •hort presentation to 
the Council and that he would appreciate the Council hearing 
the group at 7130 p.a. 
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Presiding Officer Banzer noted that the Services Co111mittee 
•••ting which was originally •cheduled for February 8th and 
then poatponed to February 9th would not be held either of 
thoae date• and that the Council Secretary would be contacting 
the Councilors to arrange a convenient date to hear from Jeff 
Clunie regarding the Energy Recovery Facility. 

3. Executive Officer Communications. 

There were no Executive Officer Communications. 

4. Written Communications to council on Non-Agenda Items. 

Presiding Officer Banzer noted that she had received a letter 
from Henry lane which contained suggestion• on how to improve 
the process for filling Council vacancies. 

S. Citizen COlllllunications to Council on Non-Agenda Items. 

There were no citizen communications at thia tiae. (See No. 8 
for presentation by the National Business League.) 

6. Committee Appointments. 

Presiding Officer Banzer preaented the Council Committee ap-
pointments for 1983, aa followss 

Regional Services 

Gary Hanaen, Chair 
Cindy Banzer 
Ernie Bonner 
Jack Deines 
Corky Kirkpatrick 
Bob Oleaon 

Council Coordinating 

Corky Kirkpatrick, Chair 
Cindy Ban1er, Vice Chair 
lrnie Bonner 
Gary Banaen 
Marge lafoury 
Bob Oleaon 

Regional Development 

Marge lafoury, Chair 
Sharron Kelley, Vice Chair 
Bruce ltlinger 
George Van Bergen 
Dick Waker 
Charlie Williaaaon 

Contract Review Board 

Bruce Btlinger, Chair 
Sharron Kelley 
Jack Deines 
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Friends of the zoo 
Bruce Btlin9er 
Corky Kirkpatrick 
Jack Delnea, alternate 

Joint Polley Advisory 
COllJlllttee on Tranaportatlon 

Charlie Williamson, Chair 
Bruce Etlinger, Vice Chair 
Dick Waker 
Corky Kirkpatrick, alternate 

Audit/Inveet•ent Committee 

Charlie Williaaaon, Chair 
Cindy Banzer 
George Van Ber9en 

Bi-State Task Poree Committee 

Gary Hanaen, Chair 
Dick Waker, alternate 

Motion: Councilor Etlinger aoved confirmation of the 
1983 Metro Council Committee appointments. 
Councilor Kafoury seconded the motion 

Councilor Etlinger stated he hoped that the co .. ittees would 
come up with clear work plans for the or9anization. Presiding 
Officer Banzer stated she had asked the COllllllittee chairs to 
prepare a work plan for the year. Councilor Kafoury stated 
that she would like to see the Council look at their purpose 
and organizational functions and propo•ed that a reoganization 
committee be establi•hed. Councilor van Bergen a•ked if such a 
reorganization committee could be aet up i11111ediately. Presi-
ding Off leer Banzer responded that ahe would first like to have 
the opportunity to set up an organizational structure for such 
a co11U1ittee. 

By voice vote, the motion to confirm the 1983 Metro 
Council Committee appointllent• wa• carried, with one 
dissenting vote (Deines). 

7. Work Session on Legislative Prograa. 

Donald Carlson, Deputy Executive Officer, •tated that the staff 
was prepared, a• a result of di•cusaiona with the Council 
Coordinating COllllittee, to go into a 110re in-depth discussion 
of legislative aattera relating to the solid waste program and 
the zoo. He said as far a• the area• of econ011ic developaent, 
infrastructure financing, land use siaplification, and general 
Metro aattera, a report would be prepared and preaented to the 
Council in the near future. 
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Mr. Carlaon aaid it waa hoped the Council would coae to some 
concluaions in ter•• of direction to Mr. O'Connor regarding the 
soo and aolid waste aattera. 

Mr. TOii O'Connor, Legislative Aaaiatant, preaented hi• aemoran-
dua regarding Legialative Issues and Guideline• for the Zoo and 
Solid waate. (A copy of the •••orandua i• attached to the 
agenda of the aeeting.) Be said he would go through each of 
the areas contained in the aemorandua, diacuaa thea, exact from 
the Council a aet of guidelines he could use in analysing up-
coaing legialation, and work with the Coordinating COllllittee on 
Metro's positions. 

Presiding Officer Banzer stated that it would be assuaed that 
the recomaendationa presented by Mr. O'Connor in his aeaorandum 
would stand unless there waa objection to them. 

Councilor Deines asked what happened if a bill came out in 
final form that bad provisions in it that the Council didn't 
like even thou9h they aay have initially aupported the recom-
•endation of Mr. O'Connor. Mr. O'Connor said there would be 
the opportunity to work with the Coordinating COllllittee to 
devise amendments to le<JiSlation to aeet the concerna, solicit 
testimony by appropriate Councilors at the foraal Coaaittee 
bearing, and then if it vent into a work session, they would 
have the opportunity to participate and seek aaendaent of the 
language. 

Mr. O'Connor then proceeded with the review of the aeaorandum. 

Recycling 

HB 22441 Reco1111endation supported. 

Oregon Environaental Council Bills Reco .. endation supported. 
Councilor Kelley co11mented that while the bill may have nega-
tive effect on the Metro region, it aight be aOllething of value 
statewide and suggested that where that happened Metro ahould 
puraue being declared an exception. 

Collection rranchiae Requireaent11 Reco .. endation supported. 
There waa considerable Council diacuasion re9ardin9 the Waste 
Reduction Plan and how it related to proposed legislation. 
Councilor Hansen comaented that on the question of franchiaing 
requireaenta, it was his personal feeling that they should try 
to be as supportive toward• that type of legislation as poa-
sible. 
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Bottle Bill Legislations Reco .. endation aupported. 

Packaging Legislations Rece>1111endation aupported. 

Alternative Recycling Financing Legislations Reco11111endation 
aupported. 

Incentive• for Recycling Industrieas Recommendation aup-
ported. Councilor Etlinger co11111ented that he had inquired if 
Metro could use pollution control fund•, or the tax credit that 
waa going to be used for the garbage burner for aupporting re-
cycling. 

Solid waste Facility Permitting 

RB 2236: Reco11111endation supported. 

BB 22411 Reco11J11endation supported. 

At this time, the Council deferred the legislative guidelines to the 
end of the agenda and took up the presentation by the National 
Business League regarding Metro's MB! Policy. 

8. MB! Policy. 

Councilor Hansen introduced Charle• Crew• fro• the National 
Business League. 

Mr. Charles Crews, President, National Business League, Oregon 
Chapter, 6939 N.E. Grand Avenue, Suite 4, Portland, 97211, aub-
•itted to the Council a letter regarding Metro'• MB! Policy. 
Be outlined five points the League wanted the Council to ad-
dress as soon as possibles l) Reacind Executive Order No. 15 
enacted December 7, 1982 because MB!'• and MBB organization• 
were not allowed input, 2) that the previoua MB! progra• of 
Metro be reinstated1 3) that no contract•, now or in the 
future, be awarded until a clear and conci•e MB! prograa from 
Metro was eatabli•hed1 4) that Metro aet up a contractors input 
co .. ittee aade up of ainoriti•• and non-ainorities and buaineas 
organization• (auat only be froa the buaineas comaunity)r and, 
5) that a liaison peraon be hired, carrying out the duties out-
lined in the MBB progra• aubaitted to the Departaent of 
Tranaportation. (A copy of the letter i• attached to the 
agenda of the aeeting.) 

Councilor Kafoury a1ked Mr. Crew• exactly what the probl••• 
were with Executive Order 15. Mr. Crew• reaponded that the 
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minority businesses and organisations had not had a chance to 
participate in the formulation of the Executive Order, and felt 
that that was unfair. 

Councilor Ranaen stated that he had no problem with any of the 
five point• outlined by Mr. Crews. Be aaid Executive Order 15 
wa• a teaporary aituation until a long ter• MBE program was 
deterained. Re aaid Metro ahould have a aodel MBE program and 
supported the point that no contract be awarded until auch a 
pr09raa was in place. Be aaid the bids on the Alaska Tundra 
Exhibit, were going to be received Pebruary 9th and discuasion 
needed to occur before that time to determine what to do about 
that contract. 

Donald Carlson, Deputy Executive Officer, diatributed to the 
Council copies of a letter to Mr. Jame• Berry of the National 
Business League which responded to an inquiry of the League. 
(A copy of the letter is attached to the agenda of the aeet-
ing.) Mr. Carlson then outlined the history behind the 
iaauanee of Executive Order 15. Be said Executive Order 15 was 
intended to clarify the application of the MBB prograa and the 
administration of it. He said it was staff's rec0111Dendation 
that the bidding process for the Alaska Tundra Exhibit con-
tinue, with the MBE policies as contained in Executive Order lS 
applied to the bids. Be aaid the Council would deteraine on 
February 24th whether the bid ahould be awarded and whether the 
MBE policy requireaents had been met. 

Mr. Gustafson, Executive Officer, clarified that Executive 
Order 15 allowed for bidders to aubait documentation that they 
had aade a good faith effort to involve minority contractors. 
He said bidder• could chooae between the good faith effort or 
10• ainority buainesa participation. 

Mr. Crews reiterated that the League was not contacted and a 
majority of the MBB'• affected had no input into the Executive 
Order. He said they were asking that the bids for the contract 
be set over until there was a clearer understanding of what the 
MBE participation should be. He aaid there was a great deal of 
confusion regarding the bidding proceaa, and that priae 
contractor• were not advertiaing or were late in advertiaing 
for ainority buaineaa bida to fulfill the beat effort cri-
teria. Re ••id a delay of a week or two ahouldn't affect the 
conatruction of the project. 

Councilor Kafoury atated that partial solution to the problea 
aight be to requeat the staff to prepare an addendum delaying 
the opening of the bid• to aasure that there was auff icient 
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ti•e for the •inority contractors to respond to advertiaing for 
bids. She said the black c01111unity and other •inoritiea in the 
co .. unity needed assurance that there would be an adequate re-
view of the bid document• when aub•itted that minority buaineae 
goals were being obtained. 

Mr. James Mayes, Secretary, National Business League, testified 
that the Minority Buaineaa Program Metro had at one ti•• was 
the beat program in the region because it contained a •andatory 
incentive for all contractor• to seek out MBB'a and provide 
thea with at least lOt of the work. He said the addition of 
the good faith effort by Executive Order 15 did not provide 
adequate ainority participation, and said he was upset that he 
waa not involved in the •eetinga regarding Executive Order 15. 
He said the Alaska Tundra contract was a big contract and 
minorities should have be guaranteed a portion of it and that 
waa why they wanted it held up until the issue waa resolved. 

Presiding Officer Banzer questioned whether the 10• requirement 
met the intent of providing for minority participation when 
prime contractors sometimes always went to the eaae minority 
contractors to achieve the lOt goal. 

Councilor Etlinger requested that staff provide him with 
Metro'• MBE performance record in dollars and percentages prior 
to Bxecutive Order 15. He said he thought the request the 
League had made was reaaonable if it did not have a aaaaive 
impact on the construction deadline for the Alaska Tundra 
Exhibit. 

Presiding Officer Banzer asked what the iapact would be on the 
project if the aatter was ref erred to the Coordinating Com-
aittee. Mr. iay Rich, Assiatant zoo Director, responded that 
if the Council did not approve contract award on Pebruary 24th 
there would be a aerious iapact on completing the Exhibit by 
May 1984. Presiding Officer Ban1er au99e1ted that the iaaue be 
sent to the Coordinating Coamittee for review and discussion, 
wlth the hope that resolution could be attained by February 
24th and no later than March 3rd. 

Mr. Rich clarified that the laat addendu• sent out •pecifically 
stated a 10• goal and that there was a very good possibility 
that the goal would be achieved. 

Councilor Williaaaon C01111ented that no aatter what the Coordi-
nating Comaittee did, the rule• shouldn't be changed before 
February 24th, because bidder• were working with one set of 
rule• and to change the• in the aiddle of the process would 
cauae probl•••· 
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Councilor Kafoury said ahe waa concerned that aufficient ad-
vertising for ainoritle• was not occurlng. She aaid along with 
aending the laaue to the Coordinating Comaittee they ahould 
consider requesting an additional addendua to be publiahed 
which would delay the opening of the bid• and require the 
general contractor• to provide for the full twenty days of 
advertiaing. 

Mr. Carlaon explained that the bid document atated that bidders 
had to have a fourteen day publication period and th• Executive 
Order atated twenty daya. Be aaid they put out an addendums 
that delayed the bid opening •even daya to allow contractors 
the opportunity under the good faith effort criteria the full 
twenty daya to advertiae. 

Mr. Guatafeon atated that there was no requireaent for publi-
cation if it vaa a contractor'• intent to provide the 10• and 
the publication requirement was only neceasary if the contrac-
tor could not provide for minority participation and therefore 
had to 1ubmit docuaentation that he had advertised twenty days 
in advance. 

Councilor Waker said that it aeemed what was being contended 
was that Executive Order 15 was not going to achieve the re-
sults that the previous policy achieved. He aaid the bid 
process would produce the evidence aa to whether Executive 
Order 15 va1 going to get the job done or not and reco1111ended 
that the Council go ahead with the bidding proceaa. 

Councilor Hansen said if the matter was referred to the Coordi-
nating C<>1111ittee on the 14th that the deciaion regarding the 
Alaska Tundra Exhibit would be made becauae the bid opening 
date waa February 9th. Be aaid it would be very difficult to 
reject all the bid• on February 24th at the Council aeeting if 
they judged that the MBE policiea had not been •et. B• aaid the 
bottom line on the queation of the fairneaa of Executive Order 
15 was that the people aoat directly effected by it were not 
involved in th• proceaa. He aaid it waa eaay to caat blaae on 
ataff or the ainority comaunlty that did have input, but the 
fact waa that the Council had received a copy of the Executive 
Order and didn't queation it at that ti••· 

Mr. Crewe atated that the addendua only indicated that proof 
wa• needed to 1how a 9ood faith effort and did not atate the 
10• ainority participation requireaent. General Counael Jordan 
atated that the lOt waa in the bid docuaent. 

Councilor Bonner atated that the policy i••ue for the Council ••••ed to be to deteraine if the Executive Order waa conaiatent 
with the Council'• policy on MBE participation. 
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Councilor Waker aaid hi• poaition waa that •inority contractor• 
were entitled the beat poaaible opportunity to bid on work 
within the fra•evork of the fact that the public w•• entitled 
to the loveat pooalble coat. Be aaid he thought Bsecutive 
Order 15 vaa a reaaonable atteapt to deal with both principle•, 
and thought the Council ahould not continue to debate the iaaue. 

Mr. o.a. Bill, Vice Preaident, National Bu•ineaa League, and 
ainority buainea .. an, atated there were diacrepanci•• ln the 
docu .. ntation provided to the National Buain••• League by Mr. 
Guatafaon and the addendu.. to the bid docu•enta. Be •aid 
Baecutive Order 15 required twenty daya of advertiaing in 
newapapera, however, the addendua required proof of adver-
ti•ing, which waa not in the Baecutive Order. Be aaid 
Baecutive Order 15 aade null and void the docu•ent aubllitted to 
th• Departaent of Tran•portation regarding Metro'• MBB prograa. 

Motions Councilor Kirkpatrick •oved that the i••u• be refer-
red to the Coordinating Comaittee for the •••ting of 
February 14th in order to adequately addr••• the re-
que•t• of the National Bu•ln••• Leaguer with the 
under•tanding that ahould it be decided that the bide 
received February 9th for the Alaaka Tundra lxhibit 
did not aeet MBB objective•, it waa po••ible for the 
Council to reject all bide at the •eeting of the 
Council on rebruary 24th. Councilor Waker aeconded 
the llOt ion • 

Councilor Kafoury asked if there wa• going to be an evaluation 
c01111ittee to review all the bid docwaenta. Mr. Carl•on re-
aponded that ataff would be evaluating the bid documents and 
then they would be •ub•itted to the Coordinating Comaittee. 

Councilor Kafoury aaid that it ••e•ed they were trying to 
change policy while a proc••• wa• going it. Sh• •aid they 
either ought to atop the proce•• and deter•ine juat exactly 
what they intended or notify people who intend to bid of the 
Council'• interpretation of what they ••ant when they aaid 
•good faith•. 

The vote on the 110tion reaulted ins 

Ayea1 

•aya1 

Abaents 

Councilor• Kirkpatrick, Waker, and 
Williaaaon. 

Councilor• Banaer, Bonner, ltlin9er, 
Banaen, Kafoury, and Kelley 

Councilor• Deinea, Oleaon, and Van ler9en. 

Motion failed. 
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Motions Councilor Williaaaon .oved to ter•inate the bid for 
the Alaska Tundra Bxhibit and reissue the RPP after 
the Coordinating co ... ittee and Council had deliber-
ated on the issue. Councilor Kirkpatrick seconded 
the .otion. 

Councilor Ban•en said the 110tion wouldn't be nece••ary if a 
•••ting and hearing before the 9th could be held to discuss the 
options available. Councilor Kirkpatrick stated she was not in 
favor of ••king a aajor policy change without adequate time to 
let people know they were considering it and without staff tiae 
to prepare. Councilor lafoury auggeated that in order to as-
sure that the MBI proce•• worked, they proceed with the process 
for the Alaaka Exhibit, with the •tipulation that a panel of 
citizens selected from the minority comaunity participate in 
reviewing the bids. 

The vote on the 11<>tion to terainate the bid process 
for the Alaska Tundra Exhibit re•ulted in: 

Ayes: 

Nay as 

Absent: 

Councilor Kirkpatrick. 

Councilor• Banzer, Bonner, Etlinger, 
Hansen, Kafoury, Kelley, and Williamson. 

Councilor• Deine•, Ole•on, Van Bergen, and 
Waker. 

Motion Palled. 

At this time, the Council rece••ed to 9125 p.m. 

Motion Councilor Bonner aoved that the bid opening date be 
extended to February 18th, that the •atter be refer-
red to the Service• C011J1ittee for a hearing on 
possible re•ci••ion of Executive Order 15. Councilor 
ltlinger ••conded the •otion. 

Councilor Bonner stated he did not like the option• to either 
cancel the bid• and start over or accept th• proce•• already in 
place. He said if there va1 a question about Executive Order 
15 as to whether or not it wa• consistent with Council policy, 
they needed to resolve that iaaue first. He said it should 90 
to the Service• C01111ittee because they had a •••ting on Tuesday 
and it could be decided before the Council .. eting on the 24th. 

Councilor Hansen stated he wanted to ••k• two •••ndllent• to 
Councilor Bonner'• 110tion1 Bxtend the bid opening one week to 
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the 16th, which would allow 110re ti••• and allow the coordi-
nating C01111itt .. to hear it inatead of th• Service• COllllittee. 
Councilor Bonner accepted the au99eationa •• friendly mnend-
aent•. 

Councilor Waker apoke in oppoaition to the 110tion. Be aaid the 
bid •hould be opened on the 9th with award on the 24th. Re 
1aid the opportunity wa1 available on the 24th to reject all 
the bid• if they ao deaired. Re 1aid they could decide whether 
to re1cind Executive Order 15 at the •••• tiae they would be 
reviewin9 the bld1 for con1iatency with the MBB policy and 
Executive Order 15. 

Councilor lafoury aaid 1he waa alao oppoaed to the aotion. She 
agreed that they 1hould proceed with the bid opening and re-
iterated that a review panel ahould participate with the 1taff 
in evaluating the bid1. 

Motions 

The vote on the aotion to delay bid opening to 
February 16 and refer the ia1ue to the Coordinating 
C0111Dittee •••ting on February 14th for poaaible 
reaciaaion of Executive Order 15 re1ulted int 

Ayea1 

Naya1 

Abaent1 

Councilor• Ban1er, Bonner, ltlinger, and 
Hanaen. 

Councilor• lafoury, Kelley, Kirkpatrick, 
and Waker. 

Councilor• Deine1, Oleaon, Van Bergen, and 
Williaaaon. 

Motion failed. 

Councilor lafoury 110ved1 Batabliahaent of a review 
panel which would evaluate the bid• received for the 
Alaska Tundra lxhibit, the review panel to con1iat 
of repreaentative• of the ainority comaunity, includ-
ing •e•ber1 of th• National Buaineaa League, to 
evaluate whether or not the lOt Mii level wa• at-
tained 1 2) that the Council undertake a aajor review 
of the MBI prograa, a aajor cQ11POnent to be public 
participation, with the end reault to develop fair 
and equitable procedure• regarding ainority buain••• 
enterpriae1, and 3) that the review of the MBB policy 
occur and be COllpleted prior to any contract• being 
awarded. 
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Pre•iding Officer Banser aaked if the intent of the 11e>tion was 
to addreaa aajor contract• or any contract• awarded before th• 
MBB review wa• coaplete. 

councilor lafoury atated •he aeant conatruction contract• and 
waan•t aure how to define aajor. 

Mr. Guatafaon stated that it would be appropriate that it apply 
to any contract for which the MBB prograa would be applicable. 

Councilor ltlinger auggested that aff lr•atlve action be added 
to the •otion. Councilor Kafoury aald •he would rather deal 
vith the MBl/PBE prOCJr•• fir•t but agreed that affiraative 
action ahould be looked at some time in the future. 

Councilor Hanaen stated he felt there vas agr•e•ent on the 
Council that they wanted to improve their MBB progr .. and that 
they wanted llOre input froa the ainority eo1111unity. Be aald 
the bottOll line was that there was an eatiaated $1.6 •illion 
job, which was the bigge•t contract they would let for the 
year, and ten percent of that for minority contractor• would 
keep four to six small contractors afloat during the current 
econo•ic crisis. Be said he was probably going to vote againat 
the motion because it 1till didn't address the five issues that 
were raised by the National Business L•ague. 

The vote on the motion resulted ins 

Ayeaa 

Nayes 

Absents 

Councilors Banser, lafoury, Kelley, 
Kirkpatrick, and Waker. 

Councilor Bonner, Btlinger, and Hansen. 

Councilor• Deinea, Oleson, Van Bergen, and 
Williamson. 

Motion carried. 

Councilor Hansen asked hov the review would be iaple•ented. 
Preaidin9 Officer Banser responded that •he would send out a ••IK> setting up a procedure for the review of the bids to be 
opened on February 9th. 

1. Work Seaaion on Leglalative Progra• <Continued). 

Mr. O'Connor continued with th• preaentation of hi• .. •orandu•· 
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Baaardoua waate Legialationa Rec01111endation aupported. 

Pollution Control Ta• Credit• Legialationa Reeo1111endation aup-
ported. 

Councilor Waker atated that aince there were only five Counci-
lor• left to hear the legialative package that perhapa it would 
be 110re productive to continue it to another ti•• when ther• 
would be a chance for better attendance. 

Mr. O'Connor atated that he had one it•• which he needed direc-
tion on before the •••ting adjourned, and that waa propoaed 
Public Contracting Legialation. Be diatributed a .. llOrandu• 
regarding the legialation (a copy of the ••aorandua i• attached 
to the agenda of the •••ting), and deacribed the propoaed leg-
ialation. Be aaid hi• rec01111endation wa• that Metro ahould 
aupport the poaition of the League of Oregon Citi•• and A1aoci-
ated Oregon Counti•• and aeek to •aintain local control over 
contracting a1 currently in State law. Reco .. endation aup-
ported by the Councilor• preaent (Waker, Kirkpatrick, Btlinger, 
Kelley and Hanaen) 

There being no further buainea1, the •••ting waa adjourned at 10100 
P.M. 

Re1pectfully aub•itted, 

8-,,, .... ~:.,. ~ 
~rlee Flanigan 
Council Clerk 

79428/313 
l/t/82 


