
MINtJ'l'BS OP TBB COUNCIL or TBB 
METROPOLITAN SIRVICB DISTRICT 

May 28, 1992 

Council Chamber 

Councilor• Pre•enta Pre•iding Officer Jill Gardner, Larry 
Bauer, R09er Buchanan, Tanya Collier, 
Richard Devlin, Id Gronke, Sandi Ban•en, 
Ruth McFarland, Su•an McLain, George Van 
Bergen and Id Wa•hington 

Councilor• lxcu•eda Deputy Pre•iding Officer Judy Wyer• 

Al•o Pre•enta Executive Officer Rena Cu•ma 

Pre•iding Officer Gardner called the regular meeting to order at 
5140 p.m. 

~ IBTBQDUCTIONS 

None. 

L. CITIZIN COMMUtfICATIONS TO THI COUtfCIL ON NOH-AGIHQA ITIMS 

Councilor Wa•hington noted Bd Bartholomew, elementary •chool 
•tudent, wa• pre•ent to ob•erve the meeting and commended Mr. 
Bartholomew on hi• intere•t in governmental affair•. 

1.i.. IXBCtJTIVB OPPICBR COMKtlNICATIOHS 

Hone. 

!..... COHSBHT AGBNQA 

!.a.l Con•ideratiop of April 23. 1992 Mipute• 

!.&.l Re1olutiop Ho. 92-1623. Por the Purpo•e of Authorizing 
I•1u1nc1 of a Reque•t for Prgpo1al1 for Bgnd Cgun11l 
Seryice1 for the Periocl July 1. 1992 to June 30. 1995 

Motiopa Councilor Devlin moved, 1econded by Councilor 
McFarland, for adoption of the Con11nt Agenda. 

Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Ban1en, McFarland, Van Bergen, Wa1hington 
and Gardner voted aye. Councilor• McLain and 
Wyer• were ab1ent. The vote wa1 unanimou1 and the 
Con1ent Agenda wa• adopted. 
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~ ORDINAftCIS. FIRST READINGS 

~ Ordinance Ho. 92-461. An Ordinance Am1ndinq Metro Ordinance 
No. 92-4446. for Conteated Ca11 No. 91-21 fore1t Park 
(Public Bearing) 

The Clerk read the ordinance for a f ir1t time by title only. 

Preaidin9 Officer Gardner announced the Council would con•ider 
Ordinance No. 92-461 in it• capacity a• a qua1i-judicial 
deci1ion-maker. 

Ethan Seltzer, Regional Planning Superviaor, gave 1taff '1 report 
and 1aid the ordinance would facilitate a land trade in Fore1t 
Park. Be referred to Ordinance No. 92-4446, An Ordinance 
Amending the Metro Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) for Conte1ted Ca1e 
Ho. 91-21 Foreat Park, adopted by the Council on February 27, 
1992. Be aaid the Council applied a condition to the trade 
•tipulating that certain propertie1 had to be conveyed to the 
City of Portland in a certain form within 90 day1 after Ordinance 
No. 92-444A waa adopted. He aaid the City of Portland and BGW, 
Inc. worked to complete the tran1action and believed the 
tranaaction could be completed, but 1aid they needed more time in 
addition to the 90 day1. Be aaid Ordinance No. 92-461 would 
a.mend Ordinance No. 92-444A to allow that additional time. Be 
diatributed Ordinance No. 92-4616 which he aaid alao changed the 
word •donation• to •acquiaition.• Be aaid the target date for 
the transaction had been extended to June 1, 1993, and required 
all parties involved to report to the Council on the atatu• of 
the case at that time if it was not 1atiafactorily completed. 
Mr. Seltzer said the condition• for a aatiafactory trade had not 
been changed, but gave the partie• involved addition time to work 
on the tranaaction. 

Councilor McFarland noted 1taff '• report 1aid changing •donation• 
to •acqui•ition• waa meant to keep Metro from 1etting a 
precedent. Mr. Seltzer aaid language waa changed becauae the 
original ordinance implied the land would be donated to the City 
of Portland. Be aaid the City would actually acquire the land 
either through purchaae and/or condemnation. Be said •donation• 
did not accurately de•cribe the proce•• the City would 90 
through. 

Councilor Collier aaid there waa a hu9e difference between 
•donation• and •condemnation.• Mr. Seltzer a9reed, but said the 
ca•• repre•ented a relation•hip between the City and BGW, Inc. 
Be •aid repre1entative1 of both partie• were pre1ent to explain 
their po1ition1. 
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Preaiding Officer Gardner opened the public hearing. 

Barry Aµerbacb, City of Portland deputy city attorney, said when 
the City originally developed the plan for acquiaition, it wa• 
with the intent that the property owner, BGW, Inc., would 
negotiate and purcha•e from the third party the property that wa• 
the inholding in Fore•t Park, and would then donate the property 
to the City. Be aaid that waa why the word "donation" wa• 
originally incorporated into the ordinance. Be said BGW, Inc.'• 
repreaentative wa• preaent and could deacribe BGW, Inc.'• 
attempt• to negotiate a purcha•e with the property owner. Be 
••id an imp•••• had been reached between BGW, Inc. and the 
property owner and BGW, Inc. had not been able to conaummate the 
tran•action to date. Be •aid the City and BGW, Inc. developed an 
agreement in which BGW, Inc. would provide the fund• with which 
the City could acquire the property. Be ••id if that acqui•ition 
proved unaucce••ful, the City could obtain it by eminent domain. 
He aaid the City and BGW, Inc. would work on that agreement and 
planned to have that and the authorization to proceed on the 
City'• part before the City Council in the next week or ao. Be 
eaid additional time had been reque•ted because of poeaible 
litigation and to give the City time to eatabli•h a fair price 
for the property. 

Councilor McFarland noted •taff '• report atated "The requeet of 
the City repre•enta a requeet for an amendment to a condition, 
eomethin9 that our Code i• ailent on. Therefore, in order to 
adequately prepare the way for Council con•ideration of the 
reque•t in a manner that would not prejudice future Council 
action•, Metro ataff advi•ed the City to aubmit a •econd letter, 
received on May 18, 1992, reque•ting that the 90-day "clock" be 
atopped in order to allow the Council auff icient time to con•ider 
the reque•t." Mr. Seltzer explained Metro had attached 
condition• to UGB ca•e• •paringly in the paat becau•• Metro had 
limited ability to enforce condition•. Be •aid Metro had impo•ed 
condition• in the paat and cited example•. Be •aid th• Metro 
Code did not currently de•cribe how condition• •hould be applied 
to UGB amendment• and •aid •taff would •ubmit an ordinance to 
amend Code language on UGB amendmenta. He •aid language would be 
included on condition•, when they might be applied and how tho•• 
condition• might be amended. He •aid not previou•ly conaidered 
wae how a condition could be amended, and •aid in thi• ca•e, the 
time frame muat be amended. 

Richard Whitmon, attorney for BGW, Inc., •aid HGW, Inc. came to 
Metro with thi• ca•• a• a laat re•ort. Be aaid BGW, Inc. 
repre•entative• had held over 20 meeting• with the Raaeey family, 
owner• of the parcel in que1tion, over the la•t one and one half 
year• to try to clear the property between the two partie• in a 
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voluntary manner. Re •aid BGW, Inc. •till hoped to do that 
working through the City. Be •aid the two partie• were far 
apart on price agreement. Be aaid the laet offer made waa eight 
time• the appraieed value of the property. 

Jim Siulio, City of Portland Bureau of Parka, eaid the merit• of 
the locational UGB remained the eame and aaid Ordinance No. 92-
4616 •imply &•ked for more time. 

John Sbegpap, pre•ident, Friend• of Poreet Park, •aid Friend• of 
Foreat Park beqan when Fore•t Park wa• created in 1950 and •aid 
Friend• of Poreat Park had negotiated with the Ram1ey family 
aince the late 1940• to acquire the parcel in queetion. Be eaid 
the property wae critical to the Park becau•e it waa located in 
the heart of Fore•t Park. Be •aid the City had been able to 
protect the property, but aaid the parcel ahould properly be 
under public ownerahip. 

Councilor Gronke aaked how •taff determined June 1, 1993, to be 
the deadline for further neqotiationa. Mr. Seltz~r •aid the City 
requeated one year from thi• approximate date to complete the 
traneaction. 

Councilor Collier aaked if repreaentativea of the Rameey family 
were pre•ent to teatify on the ordinance. Mr. Seltzer aaid no 
Ram•ey family repreaentative• were present, but that all parties 
to the case had been notified of thi• action and of the Council'• 
previoua action taken in February. Be •aid the Ramaey family had 
been notified they were eligible to become partiee to thi• caae, 
but never became participant• in the proceeding. Be aaid Metro 
ataff had received no communication• from the R&Jllaey family. 

Councilor Van Bergen said when he f ir•t came on board the 
Council, the Council con•idered a ca•• •imilar to thi• one. B• 
1aid he believed the Council •hould adopt or not adopt a ca••, 
but that it ahould not adopt •omethinq that might happen in the 
future. Be aaid a caae •uch •• thi• could lead to all aort• of 
variablea. He reque•ted General Coun•el Dan Cooper aubmit a 
written opinion on whether the Council had the atatutory or 
ordinance authority to condition a UGB amendment. Be •aid 
otherwi•e, he would vote againat thia ca•• at thia time. 

Councilor Collier did not mind voting to extend the caee for 
neqotiation•, but objected to removing the word •donation.• She 
asked for more information regarding the deletion and •tated for 
the record that 1uch a deletion would take away all impetue to 
negotiate if the City could 90 ahead and condemn anyway. She did 
not believe in taking citizen•' pereonal property without 
compenaating them fairly. She eaid •he needed to know •pacific 
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fact• •uch a• how much the property in que•tion wa• a••e••ed for 
and how much the Ram•ey family had been offered. She •aid 
property wa• often worth more than it• appraisal value. 

Councilor Devlin •aid it wa• for the City to decide if the 
property would be acquired either through donation or 
acqui•ition. Be •aid without Ordinance No. 92-461A, the City 
could u•e it• right of eminent domain if it believed the property 
in que•tion wa• •••ential to Foreat Park. Be aaid eminent domain 
•hould be u•ed •paringly, but believed there were ju•tified 
circum•tance• under which to u•e it. Be •tated that along with 
eminent domain, property owner• •hould be paid fair market value 
of their property. 

Pre•iding Officer Gardner a•ked if there were any other per•on• 
pre•ent who wi•hed to te•tify. No other per•on• appeared to 
te•tify and the public hearing wa• clo•ed. 

Pre•iding Officer Gardner announced the second reading of 
Ordinance No. 92-461A and vote wa• tentatively •cheduled for the 
June 11 Council meeting. 

1-L NON-BBFERRED RESOLQTIONS 

Councilor Bauer noted Re•olution Ho•. 92-1611 and 92-1612 were 
originally •cheduled for thi• Council agenda, but had not been 
acheduled on thi• agenda a• planned. 

Motion to Su•pend the Rule•a Councilor Bauer moved, 
eeconded by Councilor Collier, to •u•pend the Council'• 
rule• to include on the agenda a• Agenda Item Noe. 7.4 
and 7.5, Re•olution Ho•. 92-1611 and 92-1612, relating 
to the procurement of tran•f er etation aervice• for 
Waehington County. 

Councilor Bauer explained the Wa•hington County Solid Waete 
Committee had eubmitted and received approval for their •olid 
wa•te plan and that Metro had begun a proce•• to complete the 
regional •olid waete •y•tem and that the agenda item• added, if 
adopted, would further the proce••· Be •aid the re•olution• 
would not commit Metro to any final conclu•ion a• to who would or 
would not own and/or operate the tran•fer facility(•), but would 
continue the public proce•• to •elicit for a franchi•e. Be 
etated there wa• no rea•on not to proceed to eecure auch 
propo•ale. 

Preeiding Officer Gardner explained Re•olution No•. 92-1611 and 
92-1612 were reviewed by the Council Solid Waete Committee which 
recommended them to the full Council for adoption. Be eaid on 
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May 19, Primary Election day, there were two initiative• on the 
ballot in Yamhill County that dealt with the di•po•al of •olid 
wa•te within Yamhill County that wa• generated out•ide of Yamhill 
County. He •aid tho•• mea•ure• dealt with re•trictinq or even 
preventing the disposal of auch solid waate. Be aaid the aolid 
wa•te now proceaaed by the Foreat Grove Tranafer Station wa• 
di•poaed of in Yamhill County. He •aid, after Council ataff 
informed him that both ballot measure• pa•aed in Yamhill County 
and Legal Counsel adviaed him they were uncertain of what the 
meaaurea' implication• were and how they would be implemented, he 
decided to poatpone Council consideration of the two resolution• 
becauae there were que•tione raiaed over what aervice area the 
Wa•hington County tranafer atation would be able to aerve. Be 
said no item• were removed from the Council agenda becau•e they 
were not acheduled for this apecific agenda. Be referred to hi• 
memorandum to Bob Martin, Director of Solid Waste, requeatinq he 
review with the Solid Waste Committee what the ballot mea•urea 
meant related to the coat• of operating the Foreat Grove Tran•f er 
Station and also what they meant for the area in which the new 
transfer station waa de•iqned to •erve. 

Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Hanaen, McFarland, McLain, Van Bergen, 
Waahington and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Wyer• 
waa ab•ent. The vote wa• unanimous and the motion 
to euapend the rule• pa••ed. 

1.s. NON-REFERRED RESOLUTIONS 

AQDITIONAL AGENQA ITEMS 

1..Li Reaolution No. 92-1611. For the Purpoae of Authorizing an 
Exemption to the Requirement of Competitiye Bidding for 
I11uonce of o Regueat for fronchi1e Application• for the 
Provi1ion of Tronafer and Mlteriol Recoyery Facilitiea and 
Seryice1 for Eo•tern Wa1bington County 

Motions Councilor Bouer moved, aeconded by Councilor 
Devlin, for adoption of Reaolution No. 92-1611. 

Dan Cooper, General Counael, explained Legal Counael Todd Sadlo'1 
memorandum dated May 28, 1992 •Yamhill County Initiative• 
Concerning the Operation of Riverbend Landfill.• He 11id both 
initiative• adopted by Yamhill County voter1 dealt with allowing 
material into landfill• in Yamhill County. He aaid both 
initiative• were in ordinance form becau•e Yamhill County waa not 
a home rule county and did not hove a charter to AJDend. Be •aid 
one initiative tiled by on organization called Citizen• Aqain1t 
Pollution (CAP) contained language that applied to the 1itin9 of 



METRO COUNCIL 
May 28, 1992 
Page 7 

future landf illa, the renewal of permit• for exiating landfill•, 
and contained two limitation•. He •aid one limitation •tated a 
new landfill, or the expan•ion of an exi•ting landfill, could not 
occur if the landfill would take wa1te from out•ide the county 
greater than 25 percent of the wa•te it would proce•• from inaide 
the county. Be •aid the eecond limitation dealt with landfill• 
located within 500 feet of the 100 year floodplain of a navigable 
river. 

Mr. Cooper •aid the •econd adopted ordinance wa• filed by another 
organization •ponaored by the Riverbend Landfill Company. Be 
said that ordinance dealt with apecif ic terms and condition• 
related to the renewal of a permit for the Riverbend Landfill 
which would expire in 2003, and provided for different •tandard• 
for the acceptance of waate from outaide the county than the 
fir•t initiative, and defined term• contained in the firat 
initiative. 

In •wmnary, Mr. Cooper eaid the fir1t initiative'• provi•iona 
limited application• to new landfill• and the expanaion of 
exi•tinq landf illa, and a provision which atated the ordinance 
wa• not intended to limit any exi•tinq landfill from receiving 
volume• currently authorized by it• permit, not the volume• of 
wa•te it may be receiving in reality. Be aaid it had to be 
determined how much waate the current permit allowed the 
Riverbend Landfill to accept. He aaid Legal Counael determined 
there waa in all probability no auch volume limit• on the preaent 
operating limit• for Riverbend Landfill. Be •aid Legal Counael 
concluded the only limit Riverbend Landfill ehould worry about 
wa• the provi•ion in the ordinance drafted by the Riverbend 
Landfill Company which limited them to no more than 45 percent of 
their total aolid waate volume being conaumed by out-of-county 
waate. He •aid, baaed on the information Legal Counael received 
on what that volume waa, that that amount wa• much larger than 
what Metro currently aent or could aend con•i•tent with Metro'• 
contract with Oregon Waate Sy•tema, Inc. (OWS) that the Columbia 
Ridge Landfill receive 90 percent of Metro'• landfillable wa•te. 
He did not believe the initiative• would have any immediate 
impact on the Fore•t Grove Tranafer Station flow to Riverbend 
Landfill. He •aid it waa poaaible a court could di•agree with 
Legal Counael'• interpretation. He •aid one of the initiative• 
contained a provi•ion that any Yamhill County citizen could file 
a lawauit to enforce the former provi•ion and that the county 
would have to pay the citizen'• attorney'• feea. Be aaid the 
Board of Yamhill County Commiaaioner• had via aeparate ordinance 
repealed that provi•ion of that ord~nance. Be aaid whether that 
repeal wa• 1ubject to another referendum wa• a ••parate i••ue. 
Be •aid the County commi•aioner• al•o pa••ed a reaolution •tating 
their intent, when renewing the franchiae for Riverbend Landfill, 
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to limit out-of-county wa•te to 75,000 ton•. Be •aid there were 
many unan•wered que•tion• about the impact of the two 
initiative•, but aaid they did not contain any immediate ban on 
current volume• •hipped by Metro. 

Councilor Devlin noted Re•olution No. 92-1611 waa a procedural 
reaolution granting an exemption and ••id the Council •hould hold 
it• aub•tantive di•cuaaion when con•idering Reaolution No. 92-
1612. 

Councilor Ban•en explained Reaolution No. 92-1611 authorized an 
exemption to competitive bidding becauae Reaolution No. 92-1612 
requeated franchiae applicant• to •ubmit •ite-apecific propoaal• 
and therefore propoaera could not bid on the aame •ite to produce 
competitive bid•. 

Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Banaen, McFarland, McLain and Wa•hington 
voted aye. Councilor• Van Bergen and Gardner 
voted nay. Councilor Wyer• waa ab•ent. The vote 
waa 9-2 in favor and Re1olution No. 92-1611 waa 
adopted. 

~ Reaolution No. 92-1612. For the Purpo•e of Authorizing 
Iaauance of a Regueat for Frapchite Application• for the 
Proyiaiop of Tranafer apd Haterial Recoyery Seryicea for 
!aatern Waahinqton County 

Motions Councilor Bauer moved, 1econded by Councilor 
Devlin, for adoption of Re•olution No. 92-1612. 

Preaiding Officer Gardner opened a public hearing. 

Steye Larraoce, Waahington County Commia1ioner, •aid he aerved •• 
chair of the Wa•hington County Solid Wa•te Syatem• De•iqn 
Steering Committee for five year•. Be aaid the Steering 
Committee uoanimoualy urged aupport of the reaolution to begin 
work on the facility thia year. Be introduced member• of the 
Steering Committee who were preaent. 

Councilor McFarland a•ked Comaia•ioner Larrance why work would 
beqin thi• year given the exi1ting time line. Commia•ioner 
Larrance •aid facility pha•e• miqht not take •• long a• eatimated 
and that the Steering Co11111ittee had hoped work would •tart thi• 
year. 

Councilor Devlin •aid he te1tif ied before the Solid Waate 
Committee on the iaaue. B• aaid Metro had dealt with the 
Wa•hington County portion of the •y•tem for approximately 10 
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year•. Be •aid Metro adopted a plan for the weatern wa•t• •bed 
that included two aervice areaa. Be aaid the Wa•hington County 
atation ahould be on-line a• aoon •• poaaible. Be •aid poa•ible 
queation• about Yamhill County would be whether neqotiation• 
ahould be auapended between A.C. Trucking and ows. Be •aid the 
plan the Council adopted did not include the Fore•t Grove 
Tran•fer Station, but included the plan requirement• for the 
weatern portion of the wa•te shed. 

Councilor McFarland did not believe there waa any r•••on to delay 
the proce•• further. 

Councilor McLain •tated for the record her agre ... nt with 
Councilor• Devlin and McFarland. She •aid reqardle•• of the 
hiatory leading to the ia•uea, the i••u•• before th• Council at 
thi• time were the pertinent i••ue• to be con1idered at this 
ti.me. She expreaaed aupport for the reaolution and co ... nded 
Preaiding Officer Gardner for inveatiqatinq the Yaahill County 
initiative• and their poa•ible impact on Metro work. She 1aid 
teetimony and Council diacua1ion indicated it waa appropriate for 
the Council to go forward at thi• time. 

Pr••idinq Officer Gardner 1tated again why the reaolution• had 
not been acheduled for thi• agenda 10 that the Solid Waate 
Collllllittee would have the opportunity to receive Legal Counael'• 
opinion of the impact of the Yamhill County initiative• after the 
May 19 election. 

Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Banaen, McFarland, McLain, Van Bergen, 
Waahington and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Wyer• 
wa• abaent. The vote wa• unaniaoua and Reaolution 
No. 92-1612 wa• adopted. 

~ ORDINAlfCIS, FIRST READINGS (Continued) 

~ Ordinance Ho. 92-456. For the Purpo11 of amending the 
Regional Solid Waate Hanaq•atnt Plan to Incorporate the 
Bou•ehold Bazardoua Waite Kanage.,nt Plan and to Update Plan 
Policy 2.2 

The Clerk read the ordinance for a firat tiJle by title only. 

Preaidinq Officer Gardner announced Ordinance No. 92-•56 had been 
referred to the Solid Waate Coaaittee for conaideration. 
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Ordipapge Ho. 92-462. Ap Ordinapc1 'ntn4inq Ordipao91 Bo, 
91-390A R1yi1inq the py 1991-92 Budget apd Appropriatiop1 
Scbldul1 for the Purpo11 of fupdinq Ipgr1a111 ip the Solid 
la1t1 Bty1nu1 Pund Opar1tin9 Aggpupt apd Moclif i91tion1 to 
the Rthlhilitation apd lphapc'P'nt pynd 

Tht Clerk r1ad th1 ordinanc1 for a f ir1t tiae by title only. 

Pre1idin9 Offic1r Gardner announctd Ordinance No. 92-462 had been 
referred to the Finance Committ11 for con1ideration. 

Orslinans• Bo. 92-460. Ap Ordipapc1 !ptndipq Ordipapc1 Bo. 
91-390A R1yi1inq th1 py 1991•92 Budq1t apd Appropriation• 
Sgh1dul1 for tb1 Purpo11 of pyodinq Upapticipatld Co1t1 for 
th1 U11 of th• J41i1 Sy1tea for Lla•l B1111rch 

Th• Cltrk r1ad the ordinance for a fir1t time by title only. 

Pr11idin9 Off ic1r Gardntr announctd Ordinanc1 No. 92-460 had been 
referred to the Finance Collllittee for con1ideration. 

Tht Cltrk r1ad th1 ordin1nc1 for a fir1t ti.mt by titl1 only. 

Pr11idin9 Off ic1r Gardn1r announctd Ordinanc1 No. 92-457 had been 
r1f1rr1d to th• Pinanc1 Collldtt1e for con1id1ration. 

1.a.,i Ordip1091 Ho. 92-459. Ap Ordip1pg1 !pepdipq Ordinap91 Ho, 
91-l?OA R1yi1inq the py 1991-92 Budq1t apd Appropriation• 
Sghldul1 for the Purpo11 of fupdipq ypqr1d11 apd 
lph1pc191nt1 to the Pipapgial Sy•tlW apd tht Purcb111 of a 
High Capagity Ttpt priy1 

Th• Cltrk r1ad the ordin1nc1 for a fir1t tiae by title only. 

Pre1idin9 Officer Gardner announctd Ordinance No. 92-459 had been 
r1f1rr1d to th• Finance Collldtt1e for conaideration. 
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Ordinanc1 No. 92-458. An Ordinance Amlndinq Ordinance No. 
91-390A Reyi1inq the py 1991-92 Budget and Appropriation• 
Sch1dul1 for the Purpo11 of Tr101ferrinq Appropriation• 
Within tb1 Or1qon Conyention Center Operating Fund and 
Spectator F1cilitie1 Operating Fund for Increa11d Metro BBC 
Qperation1 

The Clerk read the ordinance for a fir1t time by title only. 

Pre1idin9 Off ice Gardner announced Ordinance No. 92-458 had been 
referred to the Finance Committee. 

~ Ordinance No. 92-463. Ap Ordinance Amending Ordinance No. 
91-3906 R1yi1inq the FY 1991-92 Budget and Appropri1tion1 
Schedule for the Purpo1e of Tr1n1ferrinq Appropriation 
Within the Council Department 

The Clerk read the ordinance for a fir1t time by title only. 

Pr11idin9 Officer Gardner announced Ordinance No. 92-463 had been 
referred to the Finance Committee for con1id1r1tion. 

i.s. ORDIHANCES. SECOND BEAPINGS 

l.s..l Ordinance No. 92-453. For the Purpo1e of Granting a 
Franchi1e to Pemc;o. Inc. For the Purpo1e of Operating 1 
Petroleum Contaminated Soil Prpee11inq Facility and 
Declaring 10 Emergency (Public Bearing) 

The Clerk read the ordinance for a 1econd time by title only. 

Pre1idin9 Officer Gardner announced Ordinance No. 92-453 wa1 
f ir1t read on May 14 and referred to the Solid Waite Committee 
for con1ideration. The Solid Waite Committee con1idered the 
ordinance on May 21 and recommend•d it to the full Council for 
adoption. 

Motion a Councilor McFarland moved, 1econd1d by Councilor 
Ban1en, for adoption of Ordinance No. 92-453. 

Councilor McFarland 91v1 the Solid Waite Collllllitt1e'1 report and 
recommendation1. She explained the fr1nchi1e for Pemco, Inc. 
involved 1 mobile unit to deal with 1mall1r unite of material 
•uch a1 hydrocarbon•. 

Pr1aidin9 Officer Gardner opened the public hearing. No per1ona 
appeared to t11tify and the public hearing waa cloaed. 
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Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, Gronke, Banaen, 
McFarland, McLain, Van Berqen, Wa•hinqton and 
Gardner voted aye. Councilor• Bauer, Devlin and 
Wyer• were ab•ent. The vote wa• unanimou• and 
Ordinance No. 92-453 wa• adopted • 

.is.2 Ordinance Ho. 92-454. For the Purpo1e of Granting a 
Franchi•• to Sona• Soil R11ource Recoy1ry of Oregon. Inc. 
For the Purpo11 of Operating a Patrolawp Contemioated Soil 
Proc•••inq Facility and Declaring an 1mtrqency (Public 
Hearing) 

The Clerk read the ordinance for a ••cond time by title only. 

Pre1idio9 Officer Gardner announced Ordinance No. 92-454 wa• 
f ir1t read on May 14 and referred to the Solid Wa•te Committee 
for conaideration. The Solid Wa•te Committee conaidered the 
ordinance on May 21 and recommended it to the full Council for 
adoption. 

Motion1 Councilor McFarland moved, aeconded by Councilor 
Ban•en, for adoption of Ordinance No. 92-454. 

Councilor McFarland gave the Solid Waate Committee'• report and 
recommendation•. She explained the Committee received aome 
teatimony in oppoaition to the ordinance by Bydrocarbona, Inc. 
becauae both Bydroc:arbon1, Inc. and Sona• Soil were located 
within one block of each other and Hydrocarbon•, Inc. did not 
believe there would be enough work for both buainea1e1. She aaid 
Hydrocarbon•, Inc. had applied for an expan•ion of their 
franchi•e to treat other type• of waate. She 1aid Metro •till 
allowed 1urface aeration of hydrocarbon• on an impermeable ba•e. 
She did not prefer that method of treating wa•te. She aaid both 
companie1 would have the opportunity to deal with 1urface-
contaminated •oil and aaid there were limitation• on •oil treattd 
with ga•oline or die•el. Councilor McFarland •aid Metro needed 
both buainea1ea with their different treatment t1chniquea 
treating contaminated aoil. 

Pr1aidin9 Officer Gardner opened th• public hearing. 

Bill Monohan, O'Donnell, Ramia, Crew ' Corrigan, eaid he 
repre•ented Sona• Soil Rtcovery and introduced Jeff Ward who he 
aoid waa available to anawer technical queation•. 

Councilor Gronke aaked if Sona• Soil Recov1ry would proc••• •oil 
contaainated both above and under-ground. 
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Mr. Ward, operating manager for Sona• Soil Recovery, •aid dealt 
with below-ground tank• only at thi• time and •aid above-ground 
•pill• were •till cla••if ied a• hazardou• wa•te. Be •aid Sona• 
Soil Recovery had applied to the Department of Bnvironmental 
Quality (DIQ) to change that hazardou• wa•te rule in the future. 

Councilor Van Bergen a•ked how many petroleum contaminated 
franchi•e• Metro ultimately planned to i••ue. The Council 
briefly diacu•••d the i••ue• further. 

Pre•iding Officer Gardner a•ked if any one el•• pre•ent wi•hed to 
te•tify. No other person• appeared to te•tify and the public 
hearing waa clo•ed. 

Councilors Bouer, Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Han•en, McFarland, McLain, Van Bergen, 
Waahington and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Wyer• 
was ab•ent. The vote wo• unanimou• and Ordinance 
No. 92-454 wa• adopted. 

2L NON-BEFBRR!D RBSOLQTIONS (Continued) 

1.i..l Re1olution No. 92-1624, For the Pureo•e of Proclaiming 
Tualatin Riyer Qi•coyery Day and Supporting It• G9•1• of 
Recreation and Pre1eryotion 

Motion to Su1pend the Rul11: Councilor Collier moved, 
aeconded by Councilor Devlin, to 1u1pend the Council'• 
rule• requiring re•olution• be referred by Committee so 
that the Council a• o whole could con•ider Re•olution 
No. 92-1624. 

Vote on Hotion to Su1pend the Rule1s Councilor• Bauer, 
Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, Gronke, Ban•en, McFarland, 
McLain, Van Bergen, Wa1bin9ton and Gardner voted aye. 
Councilor Wyer1 wa• ab•ent. The vote wa• unonimou• and 
the motion to •u•pend the rule1 pa••ed. 

Motions Councilor Buchanan moved, •econded by Councilor 
Collier, for adoption of Re1olution No. 92-1624. 

Councilor Devlin explained a Tualatin River Di•covery Day 
repre•entative, April Olbrich, had previou•ly aaked the Council 
to expre•• •upport for Tualatin River Di•covery Day and it• goal• 
of recreation and pre•ervation. Be •aid the reaolution •upported 
the event thi• year to be held on June 27 and all future TUalatin 
River Di•covery Day•. 



METRO COUNCIL 
May 28, 1992 
Page 14 

Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Banaen, McFarland, McLain, Van Bergen, 
Waahington and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Wyer• 
waa abaent. The vote wa• unani.mou• and Re1olution 
No. 92-1624 wa• adopted. 

li1 Reaolution No. 92-1628. For the Purpo1e1 of B1tabli•hinq a 
Joint Work Plan Between Metro and Tri-M!t to Study Merger 
Option• 

Pre•idin9 Officer Gardner noted that at the April 23 Council 
meeting, the Council unanimoualy adopted a motion by Councilor 
Devlin to the effect that the Council would not take action on 
Re•olution No. 92-1613, to reque1t that Executive Officer Cu•ma 
and Tom Wal1h, Tri-Met general manager, return on thi• meeting 
date with a re•olution containing a mutually-developed work plan 
and proce•• for Metro and Tri-Met to examine merger-related 
iaauea. Be •aid if the Council found merit in Reaolution No. 92-
1628, it would be referred to the Tran1portation ' Planning 
Committee for further review. 

Bet•y Berg•tein, Senior Management Analy•t, •aid Exhibit A 
contained the work plan •• aubmitted May 27 and Exhibit B 
contained change• aubmitted May 28, 1992. 

Executive Officer Cuama aaid 1he had removed her name from the 
reaolution becau•e •he had not had auf ficient time to review it 
and for that rea•on bad forwarded it to the Council without a 
recommendation. 

Councilor Hanaen aaked how often Executive Officer Cu•ma and Mr. 
Wal•h had met •ince April 23. Executive Officer Cuama aaid they 
met one or two daya after the April 23 meeting, that Tri-Met and 
Metro •taff member• had colllllunicated on variou1 occaaion•, and 
that 1he, Preaiding Officer Gardner, and Mr. Walah met at length 
on May 27. Councilor Banaen a1ked if Council 1taff had had time 
to review the reaolution. Councilor Ban•en •aid the reaolution 
did not appear to reference the iaauea diacu•••d at the April 23 
meeting, including the five queation• on the financial impact of 
•uch a merger. 

Ma. Bergatein •aid the financial que•tiona were included in Ta•k 
II of Exhibit A. 

Mr. Walah •aid the work plan proceeded from an aaauaption of an 
inveatigation of the myriad of regional land uae and 
tranaportation re•ponaibilitie• that both Metro and Tri-Met had; 
an examination of the appropriate •tructure for mer9er1 a 
achedule and proc••• for a pha•e-in of the proc•••I and an 
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analy•i• of all co•t• related to land u•e and tranaportation 
coat• neceaaary over the next two decadea. Be aaid the work plan 
reaulted from the concept developed at the April 23 meeting that 
a merger would be preferable and more effective than joint 
reaponaibilitiea. Re noted hi• commitment at the April 23 
meeting to ask the Charter Collllllittee to rein1tate Metro'• ability 
to merge with Tri-Met and aaid he •poke to Hardy Myer•, Charter 
Committee chair regarding that i••ue. 

Dick Feeney, Tri-Met aa•i•tant general manager, noted the work 
plan formalized Metro'• and Tri-Met'• common bond of intereat in 
land uae and tranaportation during a period of cooperation and 
joint partnerahip over a three-year period. 

Councilor McFarland aaid Mr. Walah had •tated the document would 
be a joint effort including Executive Officer Cuama and Preaiding 
Officer Gardner. She aaid the reaolution wa• a document 
pre•ented by Tri-Met. 

Mr. Walah aaid Councilor McFarland wa• correct and explained 
during the four-week period in queation, he waa away on buaineaa 
for three week• in Wa•hington, D.C. and New York and returned May 
27. Be aaid Tri-Met •taff worked on the plan during hi• ab•ence. 

Councilor McFarland aaid ahe wanted the Council to be involved in 
the proceaa. Preaiding Officer Gardner •aid he and Mr. Feeney 
had held two diacu••iona on the work plan in addition to the May 
27 meeting which al•o included Executive Officer Cu•m.a to diacua• 
the draft. 

Councilor McLain aaid the work plan was more detailed and much 
more committed to a lengthy atudy than the atudy the Council 
originally envialoned. She •aid the Council primarily needed 
anawer• to financial queationa to even decide if a merger waa 
fea•ible. She aaid the work plan •• aubmitted by Tri-Met wa• 
much more committed to a merger than the atudy previou•ly 
propoaed by the Council. She waa not •ure the focus of the atudy 
waa the same •• the one originally propoaed by the Council. Sh• 
••id the Council di•cuaaed at the April 23 meeting the difference 
between information gathering and aetting actual policy. She 
•aid there are different part• to auch proc••••• and that tho•• 
part• •hould be performed in the right order. She aaid the Joint 
Policy Adviaory Committee on Tran•portation (JPACT) •hould have 
an opportunity to comment on the work plan. 

Mr. Walah aaid three part• of the work plan were apecific ta•k• 
taken from the Council'• original RFP. Mr. Feeney aaid the work 
plan •hould be an exchange and acknowledge all the i••u•• 
involved. 
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Councilor Collier a1ked Mr. Feeney how the preamble - •1t i• in 
the long term public intere•t• of the Portland metropolitan 
region that the governing board• of Tri-Met and Metro e•tabliah a 
common effort that focu•e• on benefit• and opportunitie• of the 
cloae integration of tran•portation and land uae activitie•• -
related to merger i1aue•. 

Mr. Feeney •aid Metro and Tri-Met •hared common intere•t• in land 
u•e and Tri-Met and •aid it waa aenaible to define what tho•• 
intereata were. 

Councilor Collier •aid the preamble wa• not out of context with 
the work plan, but 1aid the work plan focu••ed on comprehenaive 
land uae and tran•portation i••ues which was not •imilar to 
looking at merger i1auea. 

Mr. Walah •aid the Tri-Met Board of Director• believed the i•aue• 
should be reviewed comprehen1ively. 

Councilor Collier •aid the •tudy wa• •cheduled to end in 1995 and 
a•ked how much it would co•t. Mr. Feeney •aid they believed the 
i••ue• merited thorough atudy and •aid aome of the ta•k• could be 
completed earlier than projected. He aaid Tri-Met e•timated the 
•tudy would coat approximately $600,000. 

Councilor Collier •aid the Council'• original RFP wa• for a 
$40,000 financial impact atudy to determine whether or not Metro 
ahould pur•ue merger i••ue• further. She •aid if the merger wa• 
not feaaible, it would not be feaaible to •pend $600,000. She 
•aid auch fund• were not available to Metro. 

Councilor Collier a1ked Mr. Walah what •pecifically had been done 
to reinatate Metro'• marriage clau•e in the Metro Charter. Mr. 
Wal•h •aid he had held two converaationa with Mr. Myer• and wrote 
him a letter which he di•tributed copie• of to the Council. He 
•aid he would al•o formally appear before the Charter Collllllittee 
to a•k that it be reinatated. 

Councilor Devlin aaid the work plan did not fulfill the Council'• 
expectation•. He •aid the Council •u•pended it• •tudy of merger 
ia•uea in December 1990 until the UMTA full-funding agreement wa• 
in place. Be •aid at the time, a li•t of i••u•• were defined 
that had to be an•wered before Metro would con•ider the merger. 
He •aid Tri-Met'• work plan wa• •imilar to Metro'• goal• at that 
time. Be recommended Re•olution No. 92-1628 be referred to the 
Governmental Affair• Conmittee for further •tudy and work. Be 
•aid Tri-Met'• propo•al did repreaent a •tep forward. 
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Pre•iding Of ficor Gardner agreed the re•olution ahould be 
referred to committee to hear from Tran•portation •taff, Legal 
Counael and Executive Officer Cu•ma for refinement. 

Councilor Devlin •aid the re•olution •hould al•o be referred to 
the Tranaportation ' Planning Committee •• well •• JPACT. 

Councilor Bauer •aid pre•entation of Tri-Met'• work plan did not 
mean the $40,000 financial atudy could not be undertaken. Be 
aaid an•wer• on financial impact would complement the larger 
atudy if the Council decided to puraue it. Be •aid the fir•t 
que•tion to be an•wered waa how much the merger would coat. 

Main Motions Councilor Collier moved, •econded by 
Councilor Buchanan, to adopt Re•olution No. 
92-1628. 

Motion to AR1end1 Councilor Collier moved, •econded by 
Councilor Buchanan, to amend Reaolution No. 92-1628 aa 
follow• (addition• underlined and deletion• bracketed) a 

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service Oiatrict 
conaidered Ro•olution No. 92-1613 for conaidoration at the April 
23, 1992 Council meeting; and 

WBBR!AS, Approval of Re•olution No. 92-1613 (voYl•J itill 
have authorize(4) the iaauance of an RPP for a financial impact 
atudy of a Tri-Met/Metro merger aolely for tho purpoao of 
determining Whether I merger Will procfUCe I financial bfOef it for 
the citizen•. taxpayer• and tranait rider• of the region. and 
doe• not imply that •uch a mierger will be ordered; and 

[WHBl\BA& 1 lhe i••H&ftee ei &ft RFP ~e pe•ie._ a fift&fteial 
i•p••' ••Y•Y weyl~ Re5 imply 'h•• •Yeh a .,.,,. veYl• ~· ••~•••~• 
MHl 

WRBRBAi 1 Af'e• •eeeiwiR• ••••i.,fty t•e• •he Qefte•al ltafta,ew 
et ~•i Me• 'ha\ iaeHaftee ef aft RPP •e po•te ... a f iRaRaial imp••-
••a•y veal• •••i•H•ly \h•ea\eft l•i Me\'• a~ili\y -· ••iR a ... 11 
FHR.ift• G•aft5 A•••e.,ft\ te• \he Wee\ei•e •i•h\•ail P•a~e•\I aR•) 

WHEREAS, Tho Council unanimoualy (12-0) p•••ed a motion at 
it• April 23, 1992 meeting tos delay action on Re•olution No. 
92-1613; direct Executive Officer Cuama to work with the Tri-Met 
General Manager to develop, in conjunction with Pre•iding Officer 
Gardner, a work plan for the two agencie• to exaain• .. rger 
i••uea; bring forward that work plan at the Hay 28, 1992 Council 
meeting in re•olution form, ao that the reaolution could be 
referred to the Council Governmental Affair• Comaitt•• for 
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con•ideration; [•R~ w•••h•~•l• A•••l•\i•R P•• 9~ l'la •ft 'h• May 
381 199a a9eR~a fe• a~ep\ieR if 'he we~k plaft i• Re\ •alllti••·~•J 
and 

WHEREAS, Tri-Met aubmitted a draft work plan which i• 
attached to thi• re•olution a• Bxhibit AJ now, therefore, 

BB IT RESOLVED, 

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service Diatrict agree• 
to a11iqn the draft work plan to the Gov•rQJRlntal Af f1ir1 
Copgnittee for further delit>eration on all m1rqer i1•u11. 

(Bod of amendment.) 

Councilor 8an1en aupported the amendment. She •aid taak• could 
be performed concurrently and •aid the work plan did not have to 
take three year• to complete. She urged the GoverDID4lntal Affair• 
Committee to remove work plan language •tipulating a commi••ion 
be appointed. 

The Council di•cuaaed the ia•uea further. Councilor Van Bergen 
••ked Mr. Walah the atatu• of the UMTA full-funding agreement. 
Mr. Wal•h ••id Tri-Met expected the agreement would be •igned 
aoon and aaid it wa• proqrea•inq well. 

vote on the Motion to Amlnds Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, 
Collier, Devlin, Gronke, Ban•en, McFarland, McLain, Van 
Bergen, Wa•hinqton and Gardner voted aye. Councilor 
Wyer• waa ab•ent. The vote wa• unanimou• and the 
motion to amend P•••ed. 

Vote on the Main Motions Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, 
Collier, Devlin, Gronke, Banaen, McFarland, McLain, Van 
Bergen, Waahin9ton and Gardner voted aye. Councilor 
Wyer• wa• ab•ent. The vote wa• unanimou• and 
Re•olution No. 92-1628 wa• adopted •• a.mended. 

l...L2. Re•olution Ho. 92-1613. For the Purpo•• of Approying an BFP 
for a Financial Impact Study of a Tri-Met/Metro M1rq1r 

Motion a Councilor Collier moved, aeconded by Councilor 
Buchanan, for adoption for Reaolution No. 92-1613. 

Councilor McLain compared the two •tudie• before the Council. 
She •aid the Council had to deteraine what it wanted to do and 
how much it wanted to •pend. She aoid it va• appropriate for the 
Council to gather ba•ic financial data before it embarked on the 
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larger atudy. She aaid both Metro and Tri-Met ahared the aame 
goal of wanting to do the be•t for the citizen• ~f the region. 

Councilor Gronk• aaid the work plan aubmitted by Tri-Met waa not 
the plan he had enviaioned and aaid he waa not unduly concerned 
about what the Tri-Met Board of Director• thought. Be aaked Mr. 
Walah how the work plan would affect the UMTA full-funding 
agreement. Mr. Walah aaid the agreement waa progr•••ing well, 
but aaid the propoaed work plan could impact progr•••· Be aaid 
Tri-Met wa• 30 to 40 day• away froa finalizing the agre ... nt. 

Councilor Banaen and Mr. Wal•h diacu•••d the full-funding 
a9re ... nt and how the propoaed .. rger could affect the agre ... nt. 
She objected to Mr. Walah'• inference that Metro'• action to 
begin a atudy of merger i••ue• would jeopardize the full-funding 
a9r•ement. She •aid Metro wa• an elected government and the Tri-
Met Board of Director• waa not. She expre•••d diaappoint .. nt 
that Mr. Walah referred to Metro'• ability to merge with Tri-Met 
aa •a unilateral take-over• in hi• letter to Hardy Myer• dated 
May 27, 1992. Mr. Wal•h aaid he did not intend to offend the 
Council with that language and aaid he reapected Metro'• work on 
land uae and tranaportation highly. 

Councilor Bauer a•ked Mr. Wal•h to continue to brief the Council 
on the atatua of the full-funding agreement. Mr. Walah •aid he 
would. 

Councilor Collier atated her intent to cooperate on merger iaauea 
and aaid referring Reaolution No. 92-1628 to the Governaental 
Af faira Comaittee repreaented Council cooperation. Sh• read the 
five financial queation• contained in Reaolution No. 92-1613 
Exhibit A. She di•agreed with Councilor Devlin'• c0111ment that 
Metro diacontinued the merger •tudy in 1990 becauae of financial 
conatrainta. She aaid Metro diacontinued it becau•e Tri-Met and 
other agencie• lobbied Metro to drop it. She expr••••d 
diaappointment that Mr. Wal•h and Don McLave, Portland Chaaber of 
Commerce pre•ident, did not pur•ue diacu••ion• with the Charter 
Committee on rein•tating th• marriage clauae more vigorou•ly. 

Councilor Devlin aaid it wa• unnec•••&ry to adopt R••olution Ho. 
92-1613 aince the Council had juat adopted Reaolution No. 92-
1628. Councilor Devlin aaid moat i••u•• could be r••olved within 
the next 30-40 day• via work in the Governll9ntal Affair• 
co-it tee. 
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Councilor• Bauer, Buchanan, Collier, McFarland and 
Washington voted aye. Councilor• Devlin, Gronke, 
Banaen, McLain, Van Bergen and Gardner voted nay. 
Councilor Wyer• wa• abaent. The vote waa 5-6 
against and the motion to adopt Reaolution No. 92-
1613 failed. 

1.J. R£SOLQTIQNS 

li.l Reaolution No. 92-1580A. A Re•olution Ad,opting Bylaw• to 
Eatabli•h tbe Metro Committee for Citizen Ipyolyemept ICCI> 

Motions Councilor McLain moved, aeconded by Councilor Van 
Bergen, for adoption of Re•olution No. 92-1580A· 

Councilor McLain gave the Tran•portation • Planning Committee'• 
report. She gave background hi•tory leading to development of 
the CCI bylaw• by the Regional Citizen• Involvement Coordinating 
Committee (RCCIC). She •aid the CCI'• fir•t ta•k would be to 
write a handbook and develop a li•t of acronym•. She •aid RCCIC 
••id CCI would aerve a• a proce•• group. 

Preaiding Officer Gardner opened a public hearing. 

Ma. Bergstein introduced RCCIC member• present. 

Councilor Devlin di•cu•••d Council involvement in the CCI. 

Councilor Van Bergen asked what weight the Council ahould give to 
a CCI deci•ion. 

Aoa•l Olaep, RCCIC member, aaid CCI had been formed •• a group to 
diaaeminate information to citizena. Ma. Olaen •aid CCI could 
tell the Council when it needed to get more information out and 
what method• would work well to do so. She hoped application• 
would be iaaued aoon •o that CCI could be formed and become 
active. Councilor 81n1en aaked what the group waa doing to 
enaure CCI memberahip wa• multi-ethnic and gender diver••· M•. 
Olaen aaid the group waa making effort• to reach all •eqaent• of 
the population through community organization•. She aaid 
application• would be looked at by diatrict and then by county 
and hopefully the application• would be diver•• in nature. 
Councilor Waahington aug9eated the 9roup contact the 
auperintendent of achool• in Clackaaaa County for •••iatance 
alao. Councilor McFarland noted ahe had talked to many people to 
who did not know what Metro wa• or what it did. She aaid CCI 
would be an effective tool to help educate on what Metro wa• and 
what it did. 
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Piggy Lyoch, CCI meaber, diecu••td application criteria further. 
Councilor Van Bergen and Ma. Lynch briefly diecu••ed the proc••• 
to be u•ed by CCI. 

Hotioos Councilor Devlin moved, •econdtd by Councilor 
Ban•en, for adoption of Reeolution No. 92-1616. 

Councilor Devlin gave the Tran•portation 6 Planning COlllDittee'• 
report and reco ... ndation•. Councilor Devlin aaid the re•olution 
va• almo•t a procedural require .. nt a• the proce•• to develop and 
implement th• Gr••n•pace• pr09raa drew to a clo••· 

Councilor• Buchanan, Devlin, Gronke, Baneen, 
McFarland, McLain, Van Ber9en, Wa•hin9ton and 
Gardner voted aye. Councilor• Bauer, Collier and 
Wyer• were ab•ent. The vote waa unani.JDou• and 
R••olutioo No. 92-1616 va• adopted. 

1a.l Be•olution No. 92-1617. Por the Purpo11 gf Adopting a Policy 
on Highway Bridge Beplac•ment pypd• 

Motiopt Councilor McLain moved, •econded by Councilor 
Devlin, for adoption of Re•olution No. 92-1617. 

Councilor McLain gave th• Traneportation ' Planning Collaitt••'• 
report and recommendation•. She •aid the re•olution would give 
Willamette River bridge• higher ranking for eligibility for 
fed1ral dollar1. Councilor Van Ber9en aaid the re•olution vaa a 
good idea if the fund• wire appropriately di•tributed. B• to-
date, allocation• had be1n uneven becau•• Multnomah County 
contained ao•t of th• bridge• on the Will..,tte River. 

Andy Cotugno, Director of Traneportation, •aid ataff '• report had 
eu99••tion• for new and appropriate criteria and debate at the 
policy 11v1l. 

Councilor• Buchanan, Devlin, Gronke, Ban1en, 
McFarland, McLain, Van Bergen, Wa•hin9ton and 
Gardner voted aye. Councilor• Bauer, Collier and 
Wyer• were abeent. The vote wa1 unanimou• and 
R1aolution No. 92-1617 vae adopted. 
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.iLJ. R11olution No. 92-1610, For the Purpo1e of B1t1bli1hinq the 
TPAC Tran1port1tion pe1p1nd HAnaqement Sub9npgpittee 

Motions Councilor Buchanan moved, 1econd1d by Councilor 
Devlin, for adoption of Re1olution No. 92-1610. 

Councilor Buchanan gave the Tran1port1tion • Planning Committee'• 
report and recoaanendation1. The Council a• a whole di1cu11ed the 
role of the new advi•ory committee and the role of all 1dvi1ory 
committee• to the Council. 

Councilor• Buchanan, Devlin, Gronke, Ban1en, 
McFarland, McLain, Wa•hington and Gardner voted 
aye. Councilor Van Bergen voted nay. Councilor• 
Bauer, Collier and Wyer• were ab•ent. The vote 
was 8-1 in favor and Resolution No. 92-1610 wa• 
adopted. 

Reaolution No. 92-1621. for the Purpo1e of Relea1inq a 
Regue•t for Propo11l1 for Biological Monitoring in Smith i 
Bybee Lak11 HAnagemont Area and Allowing Bxecutiye Officer 
to Execute the Contract 

Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, 1econded by Councilor 
Gronke, for adoption of R11olution No. 92-1621. 

Councilor Devlin gave the Tran1port1tion ' Planning Co1111ittee#1 
report and recommendation•. 

Councilor• Buchanan, Devlin, Gronke, Ban1en, 
McFarland, McLain, Van Bergen, Waahington and 
Gardner voted aye. Councilor• Bauer, Collier and 
Wyer• were abaent. The vote w11 unanimou• and 
Re•olution No. 92-1621. 

L. COUNCILOR COffMYNICATIONS MID COffMITfEB RIPORTS 

Councilor Van Bergen a1ked the Regional Facilitie1 Committee to 
report on the Blazer/Arena contract, including any new or changed 
condition• •ince the Council waa la1t briefed on the 
contract/neqotiationa, Be a1ked what recommendation• and/or 
achedule had been relea1ed by the Funding Taak Force to-date. 
Councilor McLain •aid 1he would aak Re9ional Facilitie1 
Department ataf f to update the Committee on tho•• item• and •h• 
would report back on 1ame to the Council. 

Councilor Han1en aaked what the 1tatua wa• of current Charter 
Committee activity. Preaidin9 Officer Gardner aaid the Charter 
Committee'• attorney wa1 preparing a draft charter, the Charter 
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COlllaitt•• would bold one 110r• work ••••ion on th• dooUll8nt, and 
that the Charter Cmimittee would then hold public hearing• on the 
draft document. 

All buaine•• having been attended to, Pr••idin9 Officer Gardner 
adjourned th• ... ting at 9130 p.a. 

Re•pectfully •ubaitted, 

/a4ot<~ 
Paulette Allen 
Clerk of the Council 




