
MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 
METROPOLITAN SBRVICB DISTRICT 

Councilor• Present: 

October 8, 1992 

Council Chamber 

Presiding Officer Jim Gardner, Deputy 
Presiding Officer Judy Wyer•, Roger 
Buchanan, Tanya Collier, Richard Devlin, 
Bd Gronke, Sandi Ban•en, Ruth McFarland, 
Su•an McLain, Terry Moore, George Van 
Bergen and Ed Wa•hington 

Preaiding Officer Gardner called the regular meeting to order at 
5136 p.m. 

l.a. INTROQUCTIOHS 

Pre•iding Officer introduced new Councilor Terry Moore and 
pr~•ented her with a framed copy of Re•olution Ho. 92-1684 
appointing her to fill the Di•trict 2 vacancy effective September 
24, 1992. Pre•iding Officer Gardner noted that Councilor Moore 
took the oath of office at the September 24 Council meeting. 

l£. CITIZEN COMMVNICATIONS TO TUB COQNCIL ON NON-AGIHQA ITEM§ 

None. 

1.a., EXECUTIVE OFFICER COHMUHICATIONS 

1.a...1 Pre1ent1tion of Metro'• Seyentb Annual Recycling Recognition 
Award1 to Celebrate Recycling Aw1rene11 Week 

Councilor Wyer• announced the winner• and nominee• in all 
categories. Executive Officer Cu•ma presented framed award• to 
the winner•. 

Winner•& 1) Model Citizen Award - Pri•cilla Chapman; 
2) Individual Recognition Award - Sharon Richter; 3) Bu•ine•• 
Award (non-recycling related) - Bredl Saw Service Company; 4) 
Bu•in••• Award (recycling related) - Hippo Hardware ' Trading 
Company; 5) Organization/School Award - Kaiser Permanente Medical 
Program; 6) Special Project• Award - Sunflower Recycling 
Cooperative and KINI FM 102. 

Nomineeas 1) Model Citizen Award - Pri1cilla Chapman; Julie 
Lewi•, Sharon Richter, Jeanne Roy and lent v. Snyder; 2) 
Individual Recycling Recognition Award - Julie Lewis, Debbi 
Palermini, and Sharon Richter; 3) Bu•ine•• (non-recycling 
related) Award - Bredl Saw Service, DEJA, Inc., JAB Oregon, KINK 
PM 102, Ra••u••en Paint, Snyder ' A••ociatea, and Toyota Motor 
Di•tributor•, Inc.; 4) Bu1ine1• (recycling-related) Award - DBJA, 
Inc., Hippo Hardware' Trading Co., and Storie Steel 'Wood 
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Product•1 S) Organization/School Award - Kai•er Permanente 
Medical Care Program, Portland Public School•, and The Wherebouae 
Project; 6) Special Project• Award - Office of Bnerqy Reaource• 
(Bonneville Power A•aociation), KINK FM 102, Julie Lewi•, Sharon 
Richter, Rotary Club of Portland, Springdale Job Corp• Center, 
Sunflower Recycling Cooperative, and Thi1 Week MAa•zine. 

ii CONSENT &GENQA 

!..a..1 Minutes of SepteD\ber 10. 1992 

REFERRED PROM THE GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

.l.i.l. Re•olution No. 92-1688. For the Purpo•e of Eatabliahing the 
FY 92-93 Metropolitan Service Di•trict Leqi•lative Ta•k 
Force 

Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, •econded by Councilor 
Gronke, for adoption of the Consent Agenda. 

Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, Gronke, 
Han•en, McFarland, McLain, Moore, Van Bergen, 
Wa•hington, Wyer• and Gardner voted aye. The vote 
wa• unanimou• and the Con•ent Agenda wa• adopted • 

.5.i, ORDINA6CES. FIRST READINGS 

URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY ORDINANCE 

~ Ordinance No. 92-472. An Ordinance Acloptinq a final Order 
and 6mendinq the Metro Urban Growth Boundary for Conte•ted 
Ca•e No. 91-4: PCC Rock Creek (Public Hearing) 

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

Preaiding Officer Gardner announced the Council would con•ider 
Ordinance No. 92-472 in it• capacity a• a qua•i-judicial 
deci•ion-maker. 

Mark Turpel, Senior Regional Planner, explained the ordinance 
would add 160 acre• to the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) ea•t of 
185th and immediately north of Sprinqf ield Road. Be noted the 
Council adopted Re1olution No. 92-1630, Por the Purpoee of 
Expr•••inq Council Intent to Amend Metro'• Urban Growth Boundary 
for Conteated Cate No. 91-4, on June 25, 1992. 

Councilor Van Bergen •aid he had atated on previoua occa1ion• 
objection• to Metro ataf f acting in capacity of the Hearing• 
Officer and aaked why the Hearing• Officer waa not pre•ent to 
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brief the Council on the ordinance. Mr. Turpel explained the 
Bearing• Officer wa• not able to attend thi• meetin9 and that he 
intended to provide the •taff report only. Be aaid he could 
arrange for the Bearing• Officer to appear at the •econd hearing 
of the ordinance. 

Councilor Devlin noted the Council adopted Re•olution No. 92-1630 
•ubject to action by the Boundary Commi••ion. Be ••id the 
Council received a full explanation at the time of adoption from 
the Bearin9a Officer and ataff. Councilor Devlin aaid he did not 
know if another Bearing• Officer'• report would be required or 
not at thi• meeting or at the next. 

Preaiding Officer Gardner opened the public hearing. No one 
appeared to teatify and the public hearing wa• clo•ed. 

Councilor Van Bergen aaked about earlier non-readju•tment• and 
noted the Hearing• Officer had done conciae readju•tment• of 
previoua ca•••· He aaid he had voted in favor of •uch 
readjuatment• before, but had difficulty with the inflexible rule 
of no adjuatment• to the UGB over 50 acres and then only baaed on 
a very •trong •howing of compliance with •ervice need and u••· 
Be ••ked how thi• application for 60 acre• wa• more qualified 
than the Benjamin Franklin application. Be ••id hi• concern waa 
that the Council'• role wa• to make good deciaion• for the entire 
UGB, but aaked if PCC had over-expanded without the proper 
authority to do •o in anticipation of UGB amendment. 

The Council briefly di•cu•••d the ia•ue• further. 

Pre•iding Officer Gardner announced the •econd reading of 
Ordinance No. 92-472 wa• tentatively •cheduled for October 22 • 

.i&. ORDINAftC!S. SECOND READINGS 

iLl Ordinance No. 92-470. For the Purpo•e of Naending the 

:::~:~t;,wg;ftc::t:~ g:g:y:-y~tf~~·&e::ett~t~:tf!*nsp~C?ic 
Hearing (Public Bearing) 

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

Pre•iding Officer Gardner announced that Ordinance No. 92-470 wa• 
f ir•t read on September 10 and referred to the Tran•portation and 
Planning Committee for con•ideration. Be •aid the Tranaportation 
and Planning Co11111ittee con•idered the ordinance on September 22 
and recommended it to the full Council for adoption. 
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Motion: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor 
Buchanan, for adoption of Ordinance No. 92-470. 

Councilor McLain gave the Traneportation and Planning Committee'• 
report and recommendation•. She explained both the Water 
Reaource• Policy Advi•ory Committee (WRPAC) and the Regional 
Policy Advieory Committee (RPAC) approved the ordinance. She 
•aid following approval by the Council, the plan would be 
•ubmitted to the Department of Environmental Quality (OBQ) and 
then the Environmental Protection Agency (!PA) for 
recertification. 

Presiding Officer Gardner opened public hearing. No peraons 
appeared to testify and the public hearing was clo•ed. 

Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, Gronke, 
Han•en, McFarland, McLain, Moore, Van Bergen, 
Waahington, Wyers and Gardner voted aye. The vote 
waa unanimous and Ordinance No. 92-470 was 
adopted. 

~ Ordinance No. 92-450. An Ordinance Aclooting a Final Order 
for Perioc!ic Review of the Metro Urban Growth Boundary 
(Public Hearing) 

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

Pre•iding Officer Gardner announced Ordinance No. 92-450 wa• 
f ir•t read on Augu•t 27 and referred to the Tran•portation and 
Planning Committee for consideration. The Transportation and 
Planning Committee considered the ordinance on September 8 and 
September 22 and recommended Ordinance No. 92-4506 to the full 
Council for consideration. 

Main Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, eeconded by Councilor 
Moore, for adoption of Ordinance No. 92-4506. 

Councilor Devlin gave the Tran•portation and Planning Committee'• 
report and recommendation•. He explained Metro had carried out 
it• periodic review proce•• eince 1987 to culminate in thia 
ordinance. He said although Metro had not adopted a epecific 
comprehen•ive land u•e plan, the UGB wa• a component of a 
comprehen•ive land u•e plan and would be narrowly evaluated a• 
such to determine if the UGB met the need• of the urban 
population. He ••id additionally, Metro had never formally 
adopted procedure• to a.mend the UGB, but they did have formal, 
acknowledged procedure• for •1ocationa1• adjuetment• meant to 
oddreas technical location• of the boundary. He said Ordinance 
No. 92-4506 addreaeed both the periodic review and formalized 
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procedure• for amendment• to the UGB effective 90 daya after the 
date of adoption. 

Councilor Devlin aaid via the Regional Land Information Sy•tem 
(RLIS), ataff would accurately pinpoint land need• for the urban 
area through the year 2010. Be •aid analy•i• determined there 
waa no need to change the UGB at thi• time, but that demographic• 
and employment figure• generated in the future by the Region 2040 
atudy could lead to the need for amendment in the future. 

Councilor Devlin aaid the ordinance detailed three aeparate UGB 
amendment procedurea1 1) "Legialative Amendment•" to be u•ed 
when the Council acted in a legislative deci•ion capacity to 
amend the UGB for conai•tency with atatewide Planning Goal 14; 
2) "Major Amendment•• to be uaed when the Council acted in ita 
capacity aa a quasi-judicial deciaion-maker; and 3) •Locational 
Adju•tmenta," the amendment procedure currently uaed for 
adju•tment• under 20 acre• including roadway alignment•. Be aaid 
20 acres had been reduced from the current level of 50 acres 
becauae of the •aacending burden of proof" previoualy uaed and 
required for amendment• over 10 acrea. 

Councilor Devlin explained the Committee amended the ordinance 
per a requeat contained in a letter dated Augu•t 31, 1992 
(printed in agenda packet for thia meeting), from the Department 
of Land Conaervation and Development (DLCD). He explained DLCD 
reque•ted on page 60 of Exhibit A in Def initiona, that the 
multiplier liated in Section 3.01.lO(o), "Net Developable Land" 
be changed from "0.6• to a range of •o.6 to 1.0.• Councilor 
Devlin reviewed amendments aa recommended by Robert Liberty, 
citizen. 

Preaiding Officer Gardner opened the public hearing. No peraon• 
appeared to teatify and the public hearing wa• clo•ed. 

Councilor Van Bergen a•ked which of the amendment• propoaed were 
incorporated into the ordinance. Councilor Devlin aaid the only 
amendment re•ulted from DLCD'• reco1111Dendation and that none of 
Mr. Liberty'• propo•ed amendment• were uaed. 

The Council and Andy Cotugno, Director of Planning, briefly 
diacu•aed how the Region 2040 atudy would ultimately related to 
the UGB and amendment•. 

Councilor McLain noted Mr. Liberty'• propoaed fourth amendment to 
reatrict application• for amendaent to one application only, 
including appeal•, made aenae, although it would be complicated 
becauae it would create a new proceaa. 
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Councilor Devlin •aid the ordinance could be amended at any time 
in the future and noted UGB amendment procedure• were both 
lengthy and expen•ive. He aaked what would happen if an 
applicant applied for a slightly different parcel with a 
different uae. He said the Council could refer Ordinance No. 
92-470 back to committee for further work on that and related 
ieauea, or the Council could adopt the ordinance tonight, or 
etaf f could look at the i•auee in detail and report back to the 
Council. 

Councilor Devlin noted Jack Polan&, citizen te•tified at 
collllllittee on the ordinance. He said Mr. Polan•' teatimony waa 
not applicable, but did include juatifiable criticiam of 
annexation• made to King City which had changed the nature of 
that community. 

Councilor Moore aaked if direction ahould be given to the 
Tranaportation and Planning Committee before the ordinance was 
adopted. 

Motion: Councilor Hanaen moved, aeconded by Councilor 
McLain, to direct the Tranaportation and Planning 
Committee reconsider Mr. Liberty'• propoaed 
amendment no. 4 a• detailed by Councilor McLain 
earlier at thi• meeting. 

Councilor Van Bergen aaid aometimea there waa a need for a 
multiple application. He believed the applicant(•) ahould be 
able to make the application themaelvee. 

Preaiding Officer Gardner eaid the motion only aeked the 
Transportation and Planning Collllllittee to review Mr. Liberty'• 
proposed language again. 

Councilor ffan•en clarified that her motion meant a product •hould 
be developed at committee to develop language to lead to a 
proce•• for compromiae between current inflexibility and 
flexibility. She •aid repeated application• were poor policy. 

Councilor McLain ••id the motion did match her concern•. 
Councilor McFarland ••ked what would keep the committee from 
doing whatever it wanted to do. Councilor Devlin aaid the intent 
of the motion wa• that it would aak ataff to look at iaauea 
developed by committee. He eaid ataff could reaearch whether 
more than application had been made for a particular parcel, and 
would the legal ramification• of re•tricting application• for one 
time only. He •aid ve•ted riqhta •hould not be taken away from 
individual•. He aaid the iaauea diacua•ed at thi• .. etin9 would 
receive a thorough analyai• and that he would report back to the 
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Council on the committee'• work three Council meeting• from thi• 
meeting. 

~' Councilors Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, Gronke, 
Ban•en, McLain, Moore, Waahinqton, Wyers and 
Gardner voted aye. Councilor• McFarland and Van 
Berqen voted nay. The vote was 10-2 in favor and 
Councilor Hansen'• motion pa•aed. 

Voto on Main Motion: Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Hanaen, McFarland, McLain, Moore, Van Berqen, 
Waahinqton, Wyer• and Gardner voted aye. The vote was 
unanimoua and Ordinance No. 92-450A was adopted. 

2L RISOLVTIONS 

1-a.l Reaolutiop No. 92-1674. For the Purpose of Funding 
Green1oace1 Proiect• to Restore and Ephapce Urban Wetland1. 
Stream• opd Riparian Corridor1. and Uplapd Site• 

Motion: Councilor Devlin moved, 1econded by Councilor 
Buchanan, for adoption of Re1olution No. 92-1674. 

Councilor Devlin qave the Tran•portation and Planning Committee'• 
report and recommendation•. He •aid that cities, pork districts 
and nonprofit orqanizationa were eligible to apply to re1tore 
urban natural areas. He •aid the grant criteria and application 
packet were adopted by Council via adoption of Resolution No. 92-
1609 on May 14, 1992. He aaid Metro received 18 propoaal• for 
which there waa $250,000 available. He said Reaolution No. 92-
1674 would approve 10 of those propoaal1 and aaid the other 8 
propoaol• would be decided upon in October or November pending 
further review. Councilor Devlin explained March 31, 1994, wa1 
the final deadline for the entire project. 

Councilor• Buchanon, Collier, Devlin, Gronke, 
Hanaen, McFarland, McLain, Moore, Van Bergen, 
Wa•hington, Wyer• and Gardner voted aye. The vote 
waa unanimou1 and Resolution No. 92-1674 was 
adopted. 

1....1 R11olutiop No. 92-1689. For the Puroo1e of Batabliahing a 
Poaitiop Qppo1ing Oregon State Con•titutiopal Ap\tndJptnt -
Ballot Mea•ure 9 

Motion to Tables Councilor Collier moved, aecondod by 
Councilor Hansen, to table Re•olution No. 92-1689. 
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Vote on Motion to Table: Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, 
Devlin, Gronke, Hansen, McFarland, McLain, Moore, 
Waahington, Wyers and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Van 
Bergen waa absent. The vote was unanimoua and the 
motion passed. 

Councilor Collier said ahe asked for Legal Counael'• opinion of 
Resolution No. 92-1689 at a citizen'• request. She atated she 
had diacua1ed that opinion with Legal Counsel and decided to take 
the what she considered to be the safest course at thi• meeting 
without a full written opinion. She understood that Councilors, 
as elected of ficiala, had the right to take a position for or 
against any ballot measure. 

Motion: Councilor Collier moved, aeconded by Councilor 
Hanaen, to state that the Council of the 
Metropolitan Service District oppoaed the propoaed 
state constitutional amendment, Ballot Measure 9, 
because the Council supported and honored the 
diversity of all people in the region, and that 
the Council opposed a diviaive and diacriminatory 
new law which could legalize diacrimination baaed 
on sexual orientation and could significantly 
reduce tourism in the state and the region. 

Presiding Officer Gardner opened a public hearing. 

John Strand, citizen, urged the Council to vote for area 
diveraity, conatitutional rights, and againat No. 9. 

Tom Bugos, IATSB Stagehand's Local No. 28, aaid Ballot Measure 
No. 9 was a direct attack on the performing art• which had alway• 
served aa a celebration of the diversity of the human experience. 
He aaid efforts by the Oregon Citizen'• Alliance (OCA) and other 
groups to limit conatitutional rights waa repugnant. He said 
IATSE Stagehand'• Local No. 28 urged the Council to vote 
unanimously on the motion to oppoae Ballot Meaeure No. 9. 

Chuck Geyer, president, AFSCMB Local No. 3580, aaid Local No. 
3580 represented moat of Metro'• employee• and had endorsed 
Resolution No. 92-1689, and would have no difficulty endoraing 
the motion. Mr. Geyer noted Councilor Gronke had had difficulty 
voting for in favor of Reaolution No. 92-1689 at the committee 
level. Mr. Geyer noted the union bargaining agreement with Metro 
waa also ba1ed on acceptance of diversity. He aaid Ballot 
Meaaure No. 9 did mention that it applied to atate, regional, and 
local government• and •aid government• could not recognize any 
categorical provieiona auch aa sexual orientation. B• aaid any 
attempt• to alter union language would have significant problems. 
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Councilor Gronke a•ked Mr. Geyer if he gave the impr•••ion at 
commi.ttee that he wa• violently oppo•ed to the reaolution. Mr. 
Geyer •aid Councilor Gronke did not give that imprea•ion. 

lllep C. LQWe, pre•ident, No on 9 Campai9n, •aid ahe appeared on 
behalf of the campaign effort to encourage the Council to approve 
the motion. She ••id the Council could make public policy 
deci•ion• baaed on fi1cal prudent and political correctne••· She 
•aid Ballot Meaeure No. 9 would impact the Oregon Convention 
Center (OCC) financially. She aaid if OCA •tandarda were applied 
to what could be performed at the Portland Center for the 
Performing Art• (PCPA), ahe doubted if •he or many other• would 
be able to attend event• at that facility. She eaid the ballot 
meaaure called for the rea••ignment of gay or leebian employee• 
if they had contact with children. She urged the Council to 
expreaa it• oppoaition to Ballot Meaaure No. 9. 

John Baker, citizen, aaid he waa actively involved in the gay and 
leabian community and urged the Council to aupport the motion 
oppo•ing Ballot Mea•ure No. 9 becauae it wa• a conatitutional 
iaeue and the f ir•t time a negative meaaure to enforce 
diecrimination had been propoaed. He aaid it wae ironic the OCA 
had created a apecial claaa of people with le•• right• than 
other• becau1e the OCA waa made up of a fringe group it•elf. He 
••id mo•t important to the gay community wa• the i••ue of joba 
and •aid Metro with it• overaight of OCC and PCPA wa• a big job 
provider. He aaid becauae of Ballot Mea•ure No. 9, teacher• 
could be the f irat to go. Be ••id the gay community had 
conai•tently promoted good citizenahip. 

Jim Bocci, public affair• manager, Portland/Oregon Vi•itor• 
Aaeociation, P/OVA, aaid P/OVA had been contacted by 9roup• that 
had booked Portland or would con•ider Portland for a convention. 
He aaid organization• •uch •• the National Middle School 
Aaeociation, Aa•ociation for Computing Machinery, Public Library 
Aaeociation, American A•aociation of School Librarian•, American 
Symphony Orcheatra League, American Alliance for Health, Phy•ical 
Education, Recreation and Dance, American Society for Land•cape 
Architect•, National League for Nur•in9, National Council of 
Teacher• of Bnqli•h, and the National Recycling Coalition had all 
informed P/OVA they would cancel or not book convention• in 
Portland if Ballot Mea•ure No. 9 pa•aed. Be aaid the total 
economic value to the region of tho•• convention• totalled $19.J 
million. Be aaid that Ballot Mea•ure No. 9 if P••••d would 
adver•ely affect P/OVA'• ability to market OCC •• a convention 
center deatination. 



METRO COUNCIL 
October 8, 1992 
Page 10 

Pre•idinq Officer Gardner a•ked if any other per•on• preeent 
wiehed to te•tify. No other per•on• appeared to teetify and 
Pre•iding Officer Gardner clo•ed the public hearing. 

Councilor Gronke •aid he voted nay on Re•olution No. 92-1689 at 
collllllittee. He •aid Ballot Mea1ure No. 9 wa• abhorrent to him but 
voted nay on the reeolution becauee he di•agreed with that method 
for •tatinq Metro'• po•ition on Ballot Meaeure No. 9. He •aid he 
could vote aye on Councilor Collier'• motion to oppose the ballot 
mea•ure. 

Executive Officer Cu•ma etated for the record Ballot Meaeure No. 
9 caueed her extreme anger and sadne••· She recalled di•cu••ion 
of diecrimination during her childhood and •aid Ballot Mea•ure 
No. 9 evoked the •ame feeling•. She urged the Council to 
unanimouely eupport Councilor Collier'• motion. 

Councilor Buchanan concurred with Executive Officer Cuama and 
Councilor Gronke. He •aid no one believed Councilor Gronke voted 
nay on Re•olution No. 92-1689 becau•e he •upported Ballot Meaeure 
No. 9. He •aid current •ociety wae plurali•tic in nature and 
great atride1 had been made in recognizing diver•ity. He urged 
the full Council to vote aye on Councilor Collier'• motion. 

Councilor McLain •aid all comment• made at thi1 meeting were 
appropriate and neceeeary. She etrongly believed there •hould be 
a unanimou1 vote on the motion. She 1aid elected official• wore 
two hata becauee they eerved both aa private citizen• and public 
official1. She aaid elected official• as reaponeible citizen• 
and public off icial1 should make clear their •tronq opinion• on 
euch ieaue1. She 1aid the ieeuee did contain policy i•auea 
becauae if Ballot Measure No. 9 pa••ed, it would affect Metro 
policy. Councilor McLain •aid it wa• important to etate for the 
record that the Council recognized the diver1ity and integrity of 
the region. 

Councilor Wyer• aaid Ballot Mea1ure No. 9 waa heinou• and 
outrageoua. She aaid it wa• the moat diacriminatory ballot 
meaaure ever dratted and wa• the worat poa•ible reaponae to any 
concern• of that type. She eaid the motion wa• an opportunity 
for the Council a• official• and leader• to atate for the record 
their oppoeition to Ballot Meaaure No. 9 and cited previou• 
teatimony given at thia meeting about the organization• that 
would not come to Oregon if the ballot meaaure wa• adopted. 

Councilor Devlin •aid he knew why Reaolution No. 92-1689 had been 
tabled and did not agree that the Council could not expr••• it• 
oppoaition to Ballot Meaaure No. 9. He eaid it wa• very •••Y to 
oppoae the ballot meaaure at thi• level, but •aid if it wae 
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carried to higher level• after the election, it would not be •o 
ea•y to oppo•e •uch policy. 

Presiding Officer Gardner •aid he in conjunction with Executive 
Officer Cusma propo•ed the original resolution. Hd concurred 
with the public te•timony given at thi• meeting and etatement• by 
Councilor•. He •aid Ballot Mea•ure No. 9 wa• the mo•t un-
American statement he had ever •een. He ••id it would actually 
alter the •tate'• conatitution and showed how eaey it waa in 
Oregon for a group to get something on the ballot. He aaid 
Ballot Mea•ure No. 9 demonatrated how the initiative proce•a 
could be miauaed. 

Vote on Motions Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, 
Gronke, Han•en, McFarland, McLain, Moore, Waahington, 
Wyers and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Van Bergen wa• 
abaent. The vote was unanimoue and the motion paaeed. 

NON-REFERREp RESOLUTION 

li.1 Resolution No. 92-1697. For the Purpose of Directing the 
Preparation of Neutral Factual Information Regarding Ballot 
M111ur1 No. 9 

Motion to Suapend the Ruleas Councilor Hanaen moved, 
1econded by Councilor Wyer1, to auapend the Council'• 
rules requiring that resolution• be referred by 
committee eo that the Council a1 a whole could c~n1ider 
Re•olution No. 92-1697. 

Vote on Motion to Suapend the Rule•z Councilor• Buchanon, 
Collier, Devlin, Grenke, H1n1en, McFarland, McLain, 
Moore, Washington, Wyers and Gardner voted aye. 
Councilor Van Bergen waa ab•ent. The vote waa 
unanimous and the motion p1•1ed. 

Councilor Hon•en ••id ahe agreed with Reaolution No. 92-1689, but 
wanted a re1olution that would go even further. She aaid the 
Council had heard at thi• meeting from Mr. Bocci on the potential 
adver•• impact on the OCC. She aoid the re•olution would direct 
the Public Affair• Department to find out what that impact truly 
would be and make thoae f acta available to the public and the 
media. She aaid •he waa proud to belong to two •••ociation• that 
would cancel their convention• in Portland becau•e of the ballot 
meo•ure. She •aid •• a teacher, ahe could not comply with what 
the OCA would require her to do. She thought the public would be 
•hocked by meaeure'a impact• if they knew ita full ramification•. 
She •aid comparieona between the OCA and Bitler'• Geraany were 
not inconceivable and noted the OCA WA• not con•idered that 
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important, but that Hitler wae not coneidered that important when 
he etarted hi• aecent to power either. 

M1in Motiopz Councilor Baneen moved, eeconded by Councilor 
Devlin, for adoption of Reeolution No. 92-1697. 

Councilor Gronke eaid he could only eupport Reeolution No. 92-
1697 if the result wa• purely factual and non-•peculative. He 
eaid auch a fact eheet •hould •how monetary effect• and other 
factual data only. Executive Officer Cuema aeeured Councilor 
Gronke that wae the deeired re•ult of the reeolution. Councilor 
Devlin fully •upported the re•olution. Be di•cu••ed impact• on 
the OCC and •aid if the mea•ure pa1eed, he wa• •ure mo•t touring 
companie• would bypa•• the PCPA. 

Councilor Washington •aid when diacu•eing the ie•uee, th~ Council 
•hould not lo•e the human element of what the meaeure would do 
and that the Council •hould not talk about fiecal impact• alone. 
He ••id it wa• not po••ible to calculate lo•• of human dignity if 
Ballot Meaaure No. 9 did p•••· 

Executive Officer Cu•ma eaid a fact •heet had ju•t been completed 
for Green•pacee. She eaid under law, Metro wa• limited in term• 
of editorializing in a fact •beet. She •aid policy •tatement• 
ehould be made by the Council •• a whole. 

Councilor Wyer• eaid many etate leqielative propo•al• are 
introduced by citizen•. She eaid moetly adminietrative ataff 
offered leqielation at Metro. She eaid •he alway• felt Metro 
could handle ieeue• more legielative in nature. 

Councilor• Buchanan, Collier, Devlin, Gronke, 
Haneen, McFarland, McLain, Moore, Waehinqton, 
Wyer• and Gardner voted aye. Councilor Van Bergen 
wae abeent. The vote wa• unanimoue and Reeolution 
No. 92-1697 wae adopted. 

~ EXECUTIVE SESSION Held Under the Authority of ORS 
192.660tlltbl to Coneylt with Coupee! yith Regard to 
Litiaatiop 

Preeiding Officer Gardner announced the Council would hold an 
Executive Seeeion under the authority of ORS 192.660(l)(h) to 
Coneult with Legal Coun•el with regard to Litigation. 

The Executive Se•eion began at 7140 p.m. Pre•enta Councilor• 
Gronke, Wa•hington, McFarland, McLain, Devlin, Gardner, Baneen, 
Buchanan, Moore, Van Bergen, and Wyer•. Aleo pr••ent1 Bxecutive 
Officer Rena Cu•ma and Deputy Executive Officer Dick Bnq•troa. 
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Staff pre•ent1 Andy Cotugno, Pat Lee, Don Carl•on, and Larry 
Shav. Media pre•ent1 Jia Mayer, The Or1qooi10 and Public Cable 
Ace••• •taff. ~he Bxecutiv• Se••ion endtd at 8150 p.a. 

L. COUNCii.QR COMMYNICATIOJfS MD COMMiml QPORTS 

Councilor McLain reainded the Council of the Metro Student 
Congre•• to be held October 17 at the Oregon Convention Center 
and that Councilor• vere invited to participate at a round table 
luncheon. 

All bu•in••• having been attended to, Pre•iding Officer Gardner 
adjourned the meeting at 8151 p.m. 

R••pectfully aubaitted, 

/( Afl/!C YJ({f 1/--
Pau1ett• Allen 
Clerk of the Council 


