
Council meeting agenda

https://zoom.us/j/615079992 (Webinar ID: 

615079992) or 929-205-6099 (toll free)

Thursday, June 30, 2022 10:30 AM

1. Call to Order and Roll Call

Please note: To limit the spread of COVID-19, Metro Regional Center is now closed to the public. This 

work session will be held electronically.

You can join the meeting on your computer or other device by using this link: 

https://zoom.us/j/615079992 (Webinar ID: 615079992) or 929-205-6099 (toll free)

If you wish to attend the meeting, but do not have the ability to attend by phone or computer, please 

contact the Legislative Coordinator at least 24 hours before the noticed meeting time by phone at 

503-797-1916 or email at legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov.

2. Public Communication

Public comment may be submitted in writing and will also be heard by electronic communication 

(videoconference or telephone). Written comments should be submitted electronically by emailing 

legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov. Written comments received by 4pm the day before the 

meeting will be provided to the council prior to the meeting.

Those wishing to testify orally are encouraged to sign up in advance by either: (a) contacting the 

legislative coordinator by phone at 503-797-1916 and providing your name and the agenda item on 

which you wish to testify; or (b) registering by email by sending your name and the agenda item on 

which you wish to testify to legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov. Those requesting to comment 

during the meeting can do so by using the “Raise Hand” feature in Zoom or emailing the legislative 

coordinator at legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov. Individuals will have three minutes to testify 

unless otherwise stated at the meeting.

3. Presentations

Financial Condition of Metro: FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 22-57393.1

Presenter(s):  Brian Evans (he/him)

Financial Condition of Metro FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21

Financial Condition of Metro FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 PowerPoint

Attachments:

4. Consent Agenda
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http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=4786
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=490e1c01-19be-4813-9129-028857af72aa.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=f467d09d-4e0c-49bd-850a-7126e8cb370b.pdf
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Resolution No. 22-5276, For the Purpose of Accepting the 

May 17, 2022 Primary Election Abstract of Votes for 

Metro

RES 22-52764.1

Resolution No. 22-5276

Exhibit A

Exhibit B

Attachments:

Consideration of the May 3, 2022 Council Meeting 

Minutes

22-57444.2

050322c MinutesAttachments:

5. Ordinances (First Reading and Public Hearing)

Ordinance No. 22-1481, For the Purpose of Annexing to 

the Metro District Boundary Approximately 23.85 acres 

located in the vicinity of SW Frog Pond Lane in Wilsonville

ORD 22-14815.1

Presenter(s): (Tim O’Brien (he/him)

  

Ordinance No. 22-1481

Exhibit A

Staff Report

Attachment 1

Attachments:

6. Chief Operating Officer Communication

7. Councilor Communication

8. Adjourn
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http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=4788
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=15298d2c-c9b8-4afc-9514-e33a0183af70.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=d7eb662d-2a0b-4bfe-a828-2c46bc6e5bc1.PDF
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7bd68f8e-a131-4f8b-8f17-99f9f7efeb31.PDF
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=4795
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=87f7bc34-9dcc-4490-8256-df7010ae3aca.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=4785
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=45a3cf31-3b68-4529-9d3b-6608fd2acf4b.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c50a8218-1126-4ce8-97fe-1af0a8c590d7.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7d060eee-e94a-4987-bc36-e847a6dbad85.pdf
http://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c9b50109-e2a9-4ab5-89b4-e4a462df38bc.pdf
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A Report by the Office of the Auditor 

Financial Condition of Metro: 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

 

 

 
 

 

Brian Evans 

Metro Auditor 



Metro Accountability Hotline 

The Metro Accountability Hotline gives employees and citizens an avenue to report misconduct, 
waste or misuse of resources in any Metro or Metro Exposition Recreation Commission (MERC) 
facility or department. 

The Hotline is administered by the Metro Auditor's Office. All reports are taken seriously and 
responded to in a timely manner. The auditor contracts with a hotline vendor, EthicsPoint, to 
provide and maintain the reporting system. Your report will serve the public interest and assist 
Metro in meeting high standards of public accountability.  

To make a report, choose either of the following methods: 

Dial 888-299-5460 (toll free in the U.S. and Canada)  
File an online report at www.metroaccountability.org 

Audit receives recognition 

The Office of the Metro Auditor was the recipient of the “Distinguished Award” for 
Small Shops by Association of Local Government Auditors (ALGA). The winning audit 
is entitled “Affordable Housing Bond Preparedness: Develop Clear and Consistent 
Guidance to Improve Bond Operations.” Auditors were presented with the award at 
the ALGA conference in Dallas, Texas in May 2022. Knighton Award winners are 
selected each year by a judging panel of peers and awards are presented at the annual 
conference. 

Knighton Award 
for Auditing 



 

MEMORANDUM 
 
Date: June 8, 2022 
 
To:  Lynn Peterson, Council President  
  Shirley Craddick, Councilor, District 1  
  Christine Lewis, Councilor, District 2  
  Gerritt Rosenthal, Councilor, District 3  
  Juan Carlos González, Councilor, District 4  
  Mary Nolan, Councilor, District 5  
  Duncan Hwang, Councilor, District 6 
 

From: Brian Evans, Metro Auditor  
 
Re:  Audit of Metro’s Financial Condition FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 
 

The following report is a review of Metro’s financial condition over the last ten years. My office 
completes this audit every two years and this is the eighth report in the series. It provides a check-
up of how well Metro is doing financially, based on indicators that are recommended by the 
International City/County Management Association.  
 
Most of the information in this report is derived from the Annual Comprehensive Financial Report 
(ACFR) prepared each year by Finance and Regulatory Services and audited by the external 
financial auditor. It is intended to give a long-term review for Metro’s financial history.  
 
The report shows most indicators remained positive leading to stable financial health as of June 30, 
2021. However, seven indicators showed negative trends that should be monitored. Three of the 
seven were directly impacted by Covid-19. As the region recovers, trends in these indicators may 
improve more quickly than others. The other four indicators that showed negative trends were not 
directly related to Covid-19. Trends in these indicators require additional attention to ensure long-
term financial health.   
 
We have discussed our findings and recommendations with management of Finance and 
Regulatory Services, the Deputy Chief Operating Officer, and the Chief Operating Officer. I would 
like to thank them for their assistance and cooperation in preparing and reviewing the report. 

 

B r i a n  E va n s  
Metro Auditor 

600 NE Grand Ave 

Portland, OR   97232-2736 

TEL 503 797 1892, FAX 503 797 1831 
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Summary 
This report provides an overview of Metro’s financial condition. A 
government in good financial condition is better positioned to respond to 
changes in economic conditions that affect the resources or costs associated 
with providing programs and services.  
 
Financial condition is assessed by reviewing long-term trends in the areas of 
revenues, expenditures, debt, and assets. It also includes long-term 
demographic and economic trends of the government’s service area. This 
report covers the 10-year period from fiscal year (FY) 2011-12 through FY 
2020-21.  
 
COVID-19 had an immediate and significant effect on economic conditions 
in the region beginning in March 2020. Metro’s venues that host events like 
the Oregon Convention Center, P’5 Centers for the Arts, Portland Expo 
Center, and Oregon Zoo were particularly hard hit by restrictions on in-
person gatherings. The indicators in this report are based on data from June 
30, 2021 or earlier which provide an opportunity to understand how the 
global pandemic has impacted Metro’s financial health.  
 
Metro experienced strong revenue growth (20%) over the last 10 years, but 
expenditures grew faster (41%). The overall trends reflect variations within 
Metro. New voter-approved property, business, and personal income taxes 
significantly boosted revenue for affordable housing, supportive housing 
services, and parks and natural areas. At the same time, COVID-19 reduced 
spending and revenue dramatically for Metro’s visitor venues whose 
operations were restricted to prioritize public health and safety.  
 
Similar variability was also evident in economic and demographic trends in 
the region which experienced strong overall growth despite dramatic changes 
in the most recent years. This uneven performance was also evident in many 
of the indicators of financial health.  
 
At the end of FY 2020-21, seven of the indicators showed negative 10 year 
trends. For some measures, COVID-19’s impact on Metro’s financial 
condition may be temporary. For others, more caution is warranted to 
ensure long-term financial stability.  

 

Directly Related to COVID-19 

 Charges for services revenue 

 General fund revenue 

 General fund balance 

Not Directly Related to COVID-19 

 Total expenditure 

 Risk management spending 

 Capital spending 

 Total debt 



Office of the Metro Auditor                                                                                             5                                                                                                 Financial Condition of Metro 
   June 2022      

 

  

Indicator 
Change from 
previous year 

10-year 
trend 

Effect on overall 
financial health 

 Total revenues - ↑ Positive 

Revenue per capita - ↑ Mixed 

Charges for services - ↓ Negative 

Property taxes - ↑ Positive 

Excise taxes + ↑ Positive 

Grants + ↑ Positive 

General Fund revenue over/
under budget 

- ↓ Negative 

 
Total expenditures - ↑ 

Negative, increased faster  
than total revenue  

Expenditure per capita - ↑ Mixed 

Risk Management Fund + ↑ 
Negative, increased faster  

than total revenue 

Employee costs - ↔ Positive 

Fixed costs - ↑ 
Positive, increased slower  

than total revenue 

Capital expenditure - ↓ Negative  

 Total debt - ↑ Negative 

Net assets - ↔  Positive 

Capital assets + ↑ Positive 

General Fund balances ↔  ↓ Negative 

 Population + ↑ Mixed 

Per capita personal income + ↑ Positive 

Unemployment rate - ↓ Positive 

Number of jobs + ↑ Positive 

Number of businesses + ↑ Positive 

Value of new construction + ↑ Positive 

Real market property values + ↑ Positive 

Trends and 
conclusions 

The table below includes all indicators in the report. It shows: 

 the change from the previous year: increase (+), decrease (-), no change(↔). 

 the change over a 10-year period: increase (↑), decrease(↓), no change(↔). 

 the effect of the 10-year trend on Metro’s financial health. 

“Positive/negative” is used to describe 10-year trends. Colors are used to help 
interpret the trends since not all decreases are negative and not all increases 
are positive.  
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Sources: International City/County Management Association (ICMA) Evaluating Financial Condition: A Handbook for Local Government 
for most criteria. Office of the Auditor analysis of trends.  
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Revenue 

Total revenues 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

The amount of money Metro receives determines its capacity to deliver 
services. The sources of Metro’s revenue are diverse; some programs charge 
for their services, while others are funded by taxes. This section of the report 
shows trends in each type of revenue.  

Despite a decline last year, total revenue has increased by 20% since FY2011-
12. There are four primary sources of revenue at Metro: taxes; charges for 
services; grants and contributions; and general revenues. 
 
In the last 10 years, revenue from taxes, general revenue, and grants and 
contributions increased. Tax revenue increased by 91%. General revenue and 
grants and contributions also increased. Increased tax revenue resulted from 
voter-approved ballot measures for parks and nature (operating levy and new 
bonds), affordable housing, and supportive housing services. 
 
In contrast, revenue from charges for services declined by 19% compared to 
FY2011-12 levels. Less activity at Metro’s visitor venues (Oregon 
Convention Center, Oregon Zoo, P’5 Centers for the Arts, Portland Expo 
Center) and parks starting in March 2020 caused the decline in charges for 
service revenue.   

Revenue sources 
FY 2020-21  
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Revenue per capita 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation)  

Revenue per capita measures changes in revenue relative to changes in the 
population of the region. As the population increases, it might be expected 
that revenues and the need for services would increase at a similar pace, all 
else being equal. In Metro’s case, services have changed with voters 
approving new programs and services related to housing. Since FY 2011-12, 
revenue per capita increased by 9%. This was caused by total revenue 
growing faster (20%) than the population (11%).  

Charges for services 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Service charges are collected for some Metro operations. Solid waste 
facilities, regional parks, and the Oregon Zoo all charge for providing 
services. In addition, each of the three venues that makes up the 
Metropolitan Exposition and Recreation Commission (MERC) charge for 
services. These include the Oregon Convention Center, Portland Expo 
Center, and Portland’5 Centers for the Arts.  
 

In FY 2020-21, the largest source of revenue was taxes. This was driven by 
increased property tax revenue from voter-approved ballot measures and 
decreased charges for services resulting from COVID-19.  
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In the last 10 years the amount of revenue collected from service charges 
declined by 20%. This was mostly driven by the closure of the MERC 
venues and reduced operations at the Oregon Zoo beginning in March 2020. 
Conversely, charges for services related to solid waste were up by 19% 
compared to FY 2011-12 levels.  

Property taxes 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation)  

Excise taxes 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Some property taxes fund Metro’s general government services (General 
Fund). These revenues can be used for a variety of government operations. 
Other property tax revenue is used to repay general obligation bonds. 
General obligation bonds are used for specific programs projects that were 
approved by voters for investments in the Oregon Zoo, parks and natural 
areas, and affordable housing.  
 
The amount of revenue collected to repay general obligation bonds doubled 
over the last 10 years. This was due to two voter-approved ballot measures 
to increase property taxes for natural areas (2018) and affordable housing 
(2019).  Property taxes increased beginning in FY 2013-14 as a result of the 
voter approved Parks and Natural Areas Local Operating Levy. Revenue 
from that tax increased by 57% over the last eight years. Property taxes for 
general government services increased by 19% over the last 10 years.  
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Another source of revenue is excise tax. Historically it was collected when 
people used Metro’s facilities and services. Starting in FY 2018-19, it only 
applies to Metro’s solid waste facilities and other solid waste facilities not 
operated by Metro. It is also assessed when new construction permits are 
issued. The construction excise tax is intended to fund the planning required 
to make land ready for development. This tax was scheduled to end in 2020, 
but was extended permanently by Metro Council in 2018. 
 
Total revenue from excise taxes increased by 11% over the last 10 years.  
Revenue from construction excise taxes increased by 53% in the last 10 
years. General excise taxes decreased from FY 2016-17 to FY 2019-20.  
Beginning in FY 2018-19, Metro exempted users of the Oregon Convention 
Center and Portland Expo Center from paying excise tax. However, general 
excise taxes still increased by 5% compared to FY 2011-12 levels.  

Grants 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Most revenue from grants was for work conducted by Planning and 
Development Department and Research Center. Grants are provided for a 
specific purpose and cannot be used outside that purpose. Grant revenue 
was 28% higher in FY 2020-21 compared to 10 years ago. The spike in FY 
2014-15 was caused by a $10 million grant from the State of Oregon for the 
Convention Center Hotel that was completed in 2019.   
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General Fund revenue  
over/under budget 

FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

This indicator shows how the amount of General Fund revenue received 
compared to the amount of revenue estimated when the annual budget was 
created. From FY 2016-17 to FY 2019-20, General Fund revenue exceeded 
budget estimates. That was a positive trend. Unfortunately, the impact of the 
global pandemic is evident in the most recent year, when General Fund 
revenue was 12% below what was expected and about three times as large as 
the previous low point in FY 2011-12. When less revenue is collected and 
there are insufficient reserves, it can lead to mid-year cuts in services.   
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Expenditure 
Expenditures show the cost of providing government services. There are 
several ways to analyze expenditures. This section shows total spending and 
trends in various categories of spending, such as personnel costs, debt 
payments, and department expenditures.  

Total expenditures include all departments and services operated by Metro 
and the three venues that make up the Metropolitan Exposition and 
Recreation Commission (MERC), as well as non-departmental costs and debt 
service. Included are costs for employee salaries and benefits, and materials 
and services. Total expenditures increased by 41% in the last 10 years which 
was larger than the increase in revenue during that time (20%). 
 
Higher expenditures beginning in FY 2017-18 had different causes. The large 
increase in FY 2017-18 was the result of construction expenditures for 
Metro’s part of the Convention Center Hotel project. Expenditures 
decreased the following year, but remained significantly higher than the trend 
during the previous six years. This was due to renovations to the Oregon 
Convention Center’s outdoor plaza and interior spaces to align with the 
opening of the Hotel. In the last two years, higher expenditures was the voter
-approved ballot measure for affordable housing.  
 
Metro’s Charter includes a provision that limits expenditures from non-voter 
approved sources. The Consumer Price Index is used to gradually increase 
the expenditure limit each year. The annual budget includes analysis of 
proposed expenditures in relation to the Charter limitation. For FY 2020-21, 
the analysis stated that Metro’s budget would use 79% of the limit.  

Total expenditures 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 



Financial Condition of Metro                                                                                                12                                                                                                   Office of Metro Auditor 
June 2022                                                                                                                           

 

Risk Management Fund 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Expenditure per capita 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Expenditures per capita show the average amount of money spent to 
provide services to each person who lives in the region. Expenditures per 
capita increased by 27% over the last 10 years as expenditures grew faster 
(41%) than the population (11%). Increased spending per capita was caused 
by higher expenditures in existing operations, as well as new programs and 
services that were approved by voters beginning in FY 2018-19.  

 

The Risk Management Fund accounts for expenses related to insurance 
premiums, claims, and studies related to insurance needs. The large increase 
in FY 2015-16 was the result of increased claims paid. There was also an 
increase in the amount of funds reserved for claims incurred, but not yet 
paid. Risk Management expenditures declined the following two years, but 
have increased recently, resulting in a 49% increase compared to 10 years 
ago.  Increases during the last two years resulted from higher claims paid and 
insurance costs. Some personnel costs were also moved into the Risk 
Management Fund in FY 2020-21 that had previously been included in the 
General Fund. 
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Employee costs 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Fixed costs  
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Over the last 10 years, expenditures for employee salaries and benefits were 
unchanged. This was caused by benefit costs for health care and retirement 
contributions increasing by 18% during that time. Salaries and wages declined 
by 7% due to budget cuts associated with COVID-19. Benefits accounted for 
about 33% of all employee costs in FY 2020-21, which was higher than the 
average (30%) over the last 10 years. 
 
Metro typically has less control over the costs of benefits compared to 
salaries and wages. This is because benefit costs are impacted by changes in 
the health insurance market and funding requirements to provide a fixed 
investment return to some public sector retirees. Nevertheless, managing 
employee costs will continue to be an important part of maintaining Metro’s 
financial stability.  
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Capital expenditure 
FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 

(adjusted for inflation) 

Capital spending is used to acquire or add to any physical asset. Spending on 
new capital projects often results in increased spending over a couple of 
years that shows up as a spike in the trend line. In contrast, capital spending 
to maintain existing assets should be more consistent from year-to-year to 
ensure adequate stewardship of public assets. Deferring maintenance can 
result in safety hazards and liability risks, as well as shorter useful lives, 
decreased efficiency, and increased costs to bring assets up to standard. 
 
Over the last 10 years capital expenditures declined by 19%. This was due to 
fewer land purchases in the Natural Areas program and completion of 
improvements at the Oregon Zoo. Spending on renewal and replacement 
projects increased by 47% in the last 10 years, but from a relatively low 
starting point.  

Fixed costs include the principal and interest on long-term debt. They are 
considered fixed because Metro cannot adjust these payments when there is 
a change in resources available. Metro’s long-term debt was primarily from 
the sale of general obligation bonds, which are paid by property tax increases 
approved by voters. Metro uses these tax revenues to pay debt. Fixed costs 
in FY 2020-21 were 5% higher compared to ten years ago, which was lower 
than revenue growth. The increase in principal payments in FY 2014-15 was 
the result of issuing new bonds to repay those issued in 2007 for the Natural 
Areas program. Higher fixed costs in FY 2019-20 and FY 2020-21 were 
from principle payments to pay off bonds issued in 2014 and 2016, and new 
payments for bonds issued in 2019 and 2020. It was also caused by increased 
interest payments associated with the Affordable Housing and Parks and 
Natural Areas bonds.    



Office of the Metro Auditor                                                                                             15                                                                                                 Financial Condition of Metro 
   June 2022      

 

Spending by 
department 

Department growth rates can vary based on the type of programs and 
services of each department as well as their sources of revenue. Trends in 
some departments/venues that depend on service charges, excise taxes, or 
bonds are closely tied to the economy. For example, the three MERC 
venues, Oregon Zoo, and Waste Prevention and Environmental Services 
had differing trends that partially reflected their ability to generate revenue. 
This is especially pronounced during COVID-19 when many of Metro’s 
visitor venues operations were restricted, but solid waste operations were 
not. 
 
Other departments provide support services to other parts of the 
organization and do not generate their own revenue. For example, the 
Council Office, Communications, Human Resources, Information Services, 
Finance and Regulatory Services, Metro Attorney, and Metro Auditor are all 
funded through internal service charges and the general fund. Historically, a 
couple of departments (Planning and Development and Research Center) 
relied on grant funds, which can vary by year depending on what projects 
are in process. This changed in the most recent years because of voter-
approved ballot measures that significantly increased spending in Planning 
and Development. 
 
This table provides a summary of FY 2020-21 expenditures and 10 year 
trends for each of Metro’s 16 departments or venues. The list is ranked by 
total expenditure in FY 2020-21. The accompanying charts for each 
department/venue are in alphabetical order.  

Department/Venue FY 2020-21 
expenditure 

10-year 
change 

Waste Prevention and Environmental Services    $92,329,357 52% 

Planning and Development $71,911,673 511% 

Parks and Nature  $25,261,027 9% 

Oregon Zoo   $25,162,178 -32% 

Portland’5 Centers for the Arts $10,222,770 -10% 

Oregon Convention Center $9,501,784 -68% 

Metro Council and Chief Operating Officer     $5,636,977 42% 

Information Services     $5,501,607 30% 

Finance and Regulatory Services $5,085,744 -2% 

Research Center    $3,964,813 -23% 

Human Resources    $3,368,680 40% 

Office of Metro Attorney     $2,754,246 18% 

Portland Expo Center $2,370,245 -58% 

Communications     $1,806,259 -32% 

MERC Administration $845,379 -58% 

Metro Auditor   $732,013 -10% 
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Communications provides media 
relations, public involvement, 
writing, marketing, graphic and web 
design services to Metro’s other 
departments. In the last 10 years, 
expenditures declined by 32%. This 
was mostly due to decreased 
spending on personnel (salaries and 
benefits). In FY 2020-21, 97% of 
the expenditures were for 
personnel.  

This department provides business 
services, such as accounting, 
procurement and budgeting for 
Metro’s other departments. 
Expenditures decreased by 2% 
between FY 2011-12 and FY 2020
-21 mostly due to lower personnel 
costs. Personnel services made up 
82% of the department’s 
expenditures in FY 2020-21.  

The Human Resources 
Department is responsible for 
employee recruitment, 
compensation and benefits, and 
organizational development for all 
Metro departments. Expenditures 
increased by 40% in the last 10 
years. This was mostly caused by 
increases in personnel services 
costs. In FY 2020-21, 88% of 
expenditures were for personnel.  

Communications 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

Finance and Regulatory 
Services 

(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Human Resources 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  
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Metro’s Information Services 
Department develops and 
maintains hardware and software 
systems to support the entire 
agency. Expenditures for this 
department increased by 30% in 
the last 10 years.  This was caused 
by increases in both personnel 
services and materials and services. 
In FY 2020-21, 70% of its 
expenditures were for personnel.  

This department provides additional 
business services, such as accounting, 
information services, project 
management and administration for 
the venues that make up MERC. In 
the last 10 years expenditures 
decreased by 589%. In FY 2020-21, 
personnel made up 61% of 
expenditures.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Information Services 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21) 

MERC Administration 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

Metro Auditor 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

The Office of the Metro Auditor 
conducts performance audits of 
Metro’s services and programs, 
oversees the financial audit by an 
outside accounting firm and 
administers the agency’s 
Accountability Hotline. 
Expenditures decreased by 10% in 
the last 10 years. This was mostly 
caused by lower personnel costs. 
Personnel accounted for 97% of 
expenditures in FY 2020-21.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  
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Council is the governing body of 
Metro. It consists of six elected 
officials who represent districts in the 
Metro region and one region-wide 
elected official, the Council President. 
The Office also includes the Chief 
Operating Officer’s Office; the 
Government Affairs and Policy 
Development program; and Diversity, 
Equity and Inclusion program.  
 
In the last 10 years expenditures 
increased by 42%. This was caused by 
increases in personnel services. In FY 
2020-21, 93% of expenditures were 
for personnel.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Metro Council and Chief 
Operating Officer  

(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

The Office of Metro Attorney 
provides legal research, evaluation, 
analysis and advice to Metro 
departments. In the last 10 years, 
expenditures increased by 18%. 
This was caused by increases in 
personnel services. In the most 
recent year, personnel accounted 
for 98% of expenditures.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Office of Metro Attorney 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21) 

Oregon Convention Center 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

The Oregon Convention Center 
hosts conventions, trade, and 
consumer shows. Expenditures 
decreased by 68% in the last 10 
years. The decrease was caused by 
operating restrictions related to 
COVID-19. The large spike in FY 
2018-19 was mostly from a $30 
million renovation of the outdoor 
plaza and interior finishes, which 
was paid from operating revenues. 
In FY 2020-21, spending was evenly 
divided between personnel, and 
materials and services.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  
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The Portland Expo Center is a multi-
purpose exhibition facility including 
meeting rooms, exhibit halls, outdoor 
space, and a restaurant. Since FY 2011-
12, expenditures decreased by 58%. This 
was caused by COVID-19 restricting 
operations in the most recent two years. 
In FY 2020-21, materials and services 
(goods and services supplied by external 
providers) accounted for 70% of 
expenditures.  

Planning and Development 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21) 

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Parks and Nature 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21) 

Parks and Nature manages Metro’s 
parks, natural areas and cemeteries. It 
also plans and develops a regional 
system of parks and trails. Over the 
last 10 years, expenditures increased 
by 9%. This was due to increased 
personnel costs. In FY 2020-21, 56% 
of operating expenditures were for 
personnel.  

The Planning and Development 
Department develops policies and 
programs that guide land use and   
transportation planning. Over the last 
10 years, expenditures increased by 
511%. This was caused by two voter-
approved ballot measures related to 
housing. In FY 2020-21, 89% of the 
department’s budget was spent on 
materials and services. Most that 
funding was to build affordable 
housing or provide housing services.  

Portland Expo Center 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21) 

Oregon Zoo 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21) 

The Oregon Zoo houses animals and 
exhibits, and provides wildlife 
education and conservation programs. 
Over the last 10 years, expenditures 
decreased by 32%. This was caused by 
lower spending when operations were 
restricted by COVID-19.  Personnel 
costs accounted for 63% of the total in 
the most recent year.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  
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(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Waste Prevention and 
Environmental Services 

(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

This department is responsible for 
ensuring that all solid waste 
generated in the region is managed 
in a manner that protects public 
health and safeguards the 
environment. In FY 2020-21, 
some parts were split off to form a 
new department (Capital Asset 
Management). The new 
department manages capital 
projects and the Metro Regional 
Center building. The new 
department will be reported 
separately from WPES in the next 
version of the financial condition 
report. 
 
Over the last 10 years, 
expenditures increased by 52%. 
This was caused by increases for 
contracted professional services, 
as well as personnel costs.    

The performing arts center includes 
five spaces for events such as 
concerts, dance performances, and 
plays. Expenditures decreased by 
10% over the last 10 years. Decreases 
were caused by operating restrictions 
during COVD-19. In the most recent 
year, materials and services 
accounted for 75% of expenditures.  

Portland’5 Centers            
for the Arts 

(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  

Research Center 
(FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21)  

This department provides data, 
mapping, forecasting and technical 
services to Metro’s other 
departments. Expenditures 
decreased by 23% in the last 10 
years. This was due to decreases in 
both personnel, and materials and 
services expenditures. The 
department was merged with 
Planning and Development on July 
1, 2021, so that change was not 
reflected in this data.  

(millions, adjusted for inflation)  
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Financial 
health 

The indicators in this section reflect Metro’s overall financial position. Local 
governments in a sound financial condition can afford to provide services 
with less risk of not being able to fund them. Sound financial condition also 
implies the ability to withstand local, regional or national economic changes. 
Some of these economic and demographic trends are summarized in the 
next section of the report.  

Net assets 
          (as of June 30, 

adjusted for inflation) 

Total debt 
         (as of June 30, 

adjusted for inflation) 

Total debt increased by 154% in the last 10 years. The majority (89%) of 
Metro’s long-term debt in FY2020-21 was from general obligation bonds. 
Repayment of general obligation bonds occurs through separate property tax 
levies. General obligation bonds issued in response to voter-approved ballot 
measures are not subject to the annual property tax revenue limitations in 
Metro’s Charter. The increase in 2019 was from new bonds issued to pay for 
the Affordable Housing ballot measure. Additional bonds were issued in 
2020 for the Parks and Natural Areas ballot measure. General obligation 
bond debt decreased in 2021, but new revenue bonds were issued that year 
to begin implementation of the Supportive Housing Services ballot measure.  
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Net assets measure the difference between what Metro owns and what it 
owes. Some of Metro’s assets are monetary and some of them are physical 
things, such as buildings and land. Both types of assets are included in the 
indicator. 
 
Metro’s business activities include solid waste operations, Oregon 
Convention Center, Portland Center for the Performing Arts, and Portland 
Expo Center. In FY 2015-16 the Oregon Zoo was moved from government 
activities to business activities. All other Metro programs, such as regional 
planning and parks are included in governmental activities.  
 
Metro’s total net assets increased by 1% between 2012 and 2021. Net assets 
for business activities increased by 25% since 2012. Most of the increase was 
caused by moving Oregon Zoo assets into the business activities category. 
Net assets for government activities decreased by 20% since 2012 for the 
same reason.  

Capital assets include both depreciable and non-depreciable assets. Examples 
of depreciable assets are buildings, zoo exhibits, equipment, software, and 
office furniture. Examples of non-depreciable assets are land, easements and 
artwork.   
 
Overall, capital assets increased by 8% in the last 10 years. Trends for 
depreciable and non-depreciable assets were identical. As assets depreciate, 
governments should invest in new assets, or improvements to existing assets, 
to increase their value.  

Capital assets 
(as of June 30, 

adjusted for inflation) 
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The size of the unassigned fund balance can affect a local government’s 
ability to withstand financial emergencies like those arising from COVID-19. 
This measure is the ratio of unassigned fund balances to operating revenues 
in the General Fund. The General Fund pays for Metro’s primary 
government programs and support services. It does not include the Oregon 
Convention Center, Oregon Zoo, Portland’5 Centers for the Arts, Portland 
Expo Center, and solid waste operations.  
 
In 2021, the ratio of unassigned fund balances to operating revenues was 
34%. Although lower than some previous years, it remained above the 10 
year average despite the financial effects of COVID-19, which was a positive 
outcome. The large decrease in FY 2018-19 resulted from assigning about 
$15 million of the fund balance to be appropriated in the budget. That 
ensured Metro’s budget included reserves for specific purposes, but left the 
unassigned amount significantly smaller than in previous years. Metro’s 
financial policies require it to replenish general fund balances the following 
budget year before committing to new spending.  

General Fund balance 
(as of June 30) 
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Demographic and 
economic trends 

Metro’s ability to raise revenue and deliver services is directly related to the 
economic and demographic trends of the region. The following indicators 
measure those trends to provide context for changes seen in the other 
indicators contained in this report.  

Population 
Calendar Year (CY) 2012 to  

CY 2021 
(Tri-county) 

Changes in population can affect government finances in two ways. The 
amount of revenue received is partially related to the number of taxpayers in 
the region. Similarly, the demand for services can change based on the 
number of people in the region. The population of the tri-county region 
grew by 11% since 2012. 
 
In the last 10 years, Washington and Clackamas counties both grew at 
similar rates (11.5%). Growth in Multnomah county was slightly slower 
(10%). Multnomah accounted for the largest share of the tri-county 
population (44%) followed by Washington (33%) and Clackamas (23%).  



Office of the Metro Auditor                                                                                             25                                                                                                 Financial Condition of Metro 
   June 2022      

 

Per capita income is a measure of the average income per person. Credit 
rating firms use this measure to estimate a government’s ability to repay debt. 
A decline in per capita income can cause a drop in consumer spending, 
which could affect the local economy.  
 
Per capita income has increased by 21% since 2011. Other than a small 
decrease in 2013, per capita income increased each year since 2011. However 
this data does not include potential decreases resulting from COVID-19.  

Per capita personal income 
CY 2011 to CY 2020 

(Metropolitan Statistical Area, 
adjusted for inflation) 

The unemployment rate and number of jobs measure business activity. After 
eight years of steady increases in the number of jobs and decreasing 
unemployment, COVID-19 reversed both trends in FY 2019-20. Both 
trends showed some improvement in FY 2020-21.  

Unemployment rate and 
number of jobs 

CY 2012 to CY 2021 
(Metropolitan Statistical Area, 

Oregon portion) 
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Value of new construction 
CY 2012 to CY 2021 

(Metropolitan Statistical 
Area, adjusted for inflation) 

The number of businesses affects Metro’s revenues that rely on business 
activity like meetings and events at visitor venues and construction debris 
processed at solid waste facilities. A decline in business activity can reduce 
employment, income and property value.  
 
The number of businesses increased since 2012 and the total number of 
businesses in 2021 was at its highest level over the last 10 years which is 
surprising given the economic uncertainty caused by COVID-19. Over the 
last 10 years, business growth was similar in all three counties at about 35%.  

New construction is important to Metro in several ways. Metro is 
responsible for planning for urban growth and transportation in the region. 
The rate of new construction can affect these plans. In addition, some of 
Metro’s services are funded through taxes that are affected by construction 
activity. 
 
The value of new construction increased steadily from 2012 to 2017. Since 
then the pattern has been up and down between years. Despite the uneven 
trend, values were about twice as large in 2021 compared to 10 years ago.  

Number of businesses 
 CY 2012 to CY 2021 

(Tri-county) 
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Real market property 
values 

 FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21 
(Metro taxing district, 
adjusted for inflation) 

Growing market values are positive trends for governments because of the 
impact on revenue from property taxes. In FY 2020-21, 45% of Metro’s 
revenue came from property taxes. Real market property values increased by 
28% in the last 10 years, which was a key driver of Metro’s financial health. 
Values in 2021, reached the highest levels in the last 10 years.  
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The purpose of this audit was to evaluate the financial condition of Metro. 
We used a methodology based upon the Financial Trend Monitoring System 
recommended by the International City/County Management Association 
(ICMA). We obtained information from Metro’s accounting systems and 
budget documents. We combined it with economic and demographic data, 
and created a series of financial indicators. When plotted over time, the 
indicators can be used to monitor changes in financial condition and provide 
information to assist decision-makers.  
 
Our scope included both general government operations and business-type 
operations, such as those of the Metropolitan Exposition and Recreation 
Commission, Oregon Zoo, and solid waste system. We obtained data from 
the Annual Comprehensive Financial Reports (ACFR) and more detailed 
information about revenue sources, personnel costs, and other expenditures 
from Metro’s financial accounting and budgeting systems, PeopleSoft, and 
Team Budget. Economic and demographic data was acquired from the US 
Bureau of Economic Analysis, US Census Bureau, Oregon Employment 
Department, and Portland State Population Research Center. All figures 
were adjusted for inflation where appropriate. 
 
Most of the data collected for demographic and economic measures was 
reported either for the three counties in the region or by Metropolitan 
Statistical Area (MSA). The MSA is larger than the Metro region and 
includes two counties in the State of Washington, Yamhill and Columbia 
counties in Oregon, as well as the regional counties Clackamas, Multnomah, 
and Washington. Where available, only data from the Oregon portion of the 
MSA was used. Very little of the population in Clackamas, Multnomah, and 
Washington Counties (10%) is outside Metro’s jurisdictional boundary.  
 
We conducted this performance audit in accordance with generally accepted 
government auditing standards. These standards require that we plan and 
perform the audit to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a 
reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit 
objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis 
for our findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. 
 
The majority of the financial information in this report is from the ACFR. 
We relied on the work of Metro’s external financial auditors to ensure data 
reliability. We reviewed other information for reasonableness and 
consistency. We did not audit the accuracy of source documents or reliability 
of data in accounting systems.  

Scope and 
methodology 
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Management response 

 
Date:   June 6, 2022  

To:   Brian Evans, Metro Auditor  

From:  Marissa Madrigal, Chief Operating Officer  

   Brian Kennedy, Chief Financial Officer  

Subject:  Financial Condition of Metro – Management Response  

 
 First, thank you and your office for producing this 10-year view of Metro’s financial 
condition. We always find it useful to review the trends in our financial performance and 
consider ways to improve that performance over time. As your report notes, the COVID-19 
pandemic has had a significant impact on Metro’s financial condition. While this report only 
covers through fiscal year 2021, we believe the data will show in future years that Metro has 
not only weathered that fiscal storm, but in many areas will have emerged stronger and more 
financially resilient. We would also like to comment on the trends you noted that warrant 
caution. 
 
Revenues Your report points out a concern over both revenue trends at the agency 
level and General Fund revenues as compared to the budget. In both cases, the pandemic was 
the primary factor leading to the revenue declines. We continue to closely monitor revenues 
across the agency, but expect that those trends will rebound as venue activity improves.  
 
Expenditures Over the last ten years expenditures have increased as a faster rate than 
revenues. While this is clearly a trend to continue to monitor, we believe it is more reflective 
of the timing of expenditures in the last 10 years. As the report notes, there was a large 
increase in expenditures in FY 2017-18 for construction at the Oregon Convention Center. 
That project was entirely self-financed through accumulated fund balance. Metro’s budget 
also includes significant expenditures for projects funded by bond proceeds.  
 
The report also notes an increase in risk management expenditures over the last ten years. 
We agree that this is a trend to closely monitor. It is also important to recognize that the last 
ten years also included major expansions to Metro’s work, including the Affordable Housing 
Bond, the Parks and Nature Local Option Levy and significant growth in Waste Prevention 
and Environmental Services. All of those changes also influenced Metro’s risk profile and will 
be continue to be monitored.  
 
This section closes with a negative trend related to Metro’s capital expenditure. We do not 
disagree with this finding, as it is clear that in many areas across Metro additional investment 
in capital assets is needed.  
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Total Debt  
As your report notes, there was a significant increase in Metro’s total debt in 2019 and 2020 
as a result of issuance of voter-approved bonds for affordable housing and parks and nature 
investments. Management disagrees that this represents a negative trend. Our assessment is 
based on several factors:  
 
 Oregon’s constitutional protections for voter-approved general obligation debt mean 

that dedicated revenue streams for bond repayment are very secure and those debt 
service requirements do not threaten Metro’s operating revenues.  

 The affordable housing and parks and nature bonds both received the highest possible 
ratings from both Moody’s Investors Service (Aaa) and S&P Global Ratings (AAA) and 
demonstrate that the investor community regards this debt as among the safest in the 
United States.  

 Bonds are an important mechanism for ensuring intergenerational equity in major 
capital investments.  

 
While Metro’s debt obligations have clearly increased, we view that as a positive trend 
reflecting the confidence of voters in Metro’s ability to leverage the large regional property 
tax base to make investments to address the most important issues facing the region.  
 
General Fund Balances  
The report indicates that unassigned fund balances have been trending down over the last 
ten years. We continue to monitor these balances and have set a new target for General Fund 
balances of 16.5%, consistent with recommendations from the Government Finance Officers 
Association. We believe this report will show improved, positive trends in the future.  
 
Again, we would like to thank you for producing this report and providing us and the public 
with a ten-year review of our financial condition. As your analysis shows, our financial 
condition is strong and that it is critical for us to continue to diligently monitor that 
condition to ensure that Metro can deliver essential services to the residents of the region.  
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Scope & Methodology
• Based on International City/County 

Management Association

• Data primarily from Comprehensive Annual 
Financial Report (CAFR)

• Analysis of 10-year trends
▫ Revenue
▫ Expenditure
▫ Financial Health
▫ Demographic and Economic

Office of the Metro Auditor
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Revenue Sources – FY 2020-21
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Charges for 
services

38%
Grants and 

contributions
9%

General revenues
8%

Taxes
45%



Office of the Metro Auditor

Revenues
Adjusted for inflation

$0
$20
$40
$60
$80

$100
$120
$140
$160
$180
$200

FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21

M
ill

io
ns

Charges for Services

Solid Waste MERC Oregon Zoo Regional Parks Other
$0

$5

$10

$15

$20

$25

FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21

M
ill

io
ns

Grants 



Tax Revenues
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Revenue Shortfalls – General Fund
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Employee Costs
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Risk Management Fund
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Adjusted for inflation
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Fixed Costs
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Capital Spending
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Departmental Expenditure
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Capital Assets
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General Fund Balance

Office of the Metro Auditor

Adjusted for inflation

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Ra
tio

 o
f U

na
ss

ig
ne

d 
Fu

nd
 B

al
an

ce
 to

 
Re

ve
nu

e



Demographic/Economic Trends
• Per capita income increased by 21% 

• The number of jobs and the unemployment improved 
compared to a year ago and are both in a better position 
than they were 10 years ago

• The value of new construction in 2021 was about twice as 
large as it was in 2012

• Real property values increased by 28% compared to 10 
years ago

Office of the Metro Auditor
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Agenda Item No.  4.1 
 
 

 
Resolution No. 22-5276, For the Purpose of Accepting the May 17, 2022 Primary 

Election Abstract of Votes for Metro 
 

Consent Agenda 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Metro Council Meeting  
Thursday, June 30th, 2022 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Page 1 Resolution No. 20-5276 

BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL 
 
 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ACCEPTING THE MAY 
17, 2022 PRIMARY ELECTION ABSTRACT OF 
VOTES FOR METRO 

) 
) 
)
)
) 

 RESOLUTION NO. 22-5276 
 
Metro Attorney Carrie MacLaren in 
concurrence with Council President  
Lynn Peterson 

 
 
WHEREAS, the State of Oregon held a primary election on May 17, 2022; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to ORS chapter 268, the following candidates for Metro appeared on the 

primary election ballot in accordance with ORS Chapter 249: 
 

1. Metro Council President  
2. Metro Councilor, Sub District 1 
3. Metro Councilor, Sub District 2 
4. Metro Councilor, Sub District 4 
5. Metro Councilor, Sub District 6 
6. Metro Auditor; and 

 
WHEREAS, ORS 255.295 requires that the Multnomah County Director of Elections canvass the 

official abstract of votes cast for members of the Metro Council and for the Metro Auditor, deliver the 
official abstract of votes to Metro for acceptance and determination of qualification, and issue certificates 
of election to the winners; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Metro Charter, Chapter V, section 19 sets forth the qualification criteria for 
Metro Councilors and the Metro Auditor and provides that the Metro Council “is the judge of the election 
and qualification of its members”; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Metro Charter, Chapter VI, section 29(1) further provides that “if one candidate 
for a Metro office receives a majority of the votes cast at the primary election for all candidates for that 
office, that candidate is elected. If no candidate receives a majority of the votes cast at the primary 
election, the candidates receiving the two largest numbers of votes cast for the office are the only names 
to appear on the general election ballot that year as candidates for that office”; and 
 

WHEREAS, the abstract of votes and regional results of the primary election for the Metro area 
were received by the Metro Council on June 14, 2022, and are attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the Metro Council finds that each of the five candidates who received a majority of 

votes cast at the primary election is qualified to serve as a Metro Councilor pursuant to the terms and 
conditions of the Metro Charter; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Metro Council finds that the candidate who received a majority of votes cast at 

the primary election for Metro Auditor is qualified to serve as the Metro Auditor pursuant to the terms 
and conditions of the Metro Charter; now therefore, 

 
  



Page 2 Resolution No. 20-5276 

BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. That the Metro Council hereby accepts the results of the abstract of votes for the May 
17, 2022 primary election, attached as Exhibit A to this Resolution; and 

 
2.  That the voters of the Metro Area have elected Lynn Peterson for the position of Metro 

President, for a four-year term commencing on the 1st Monday of January 2023 and ending on the 1st 
Monday of January 2027; and 

 
3. That the voters of the Metro Area, Sub District 1, have elected Ashton Simpson for the 

position of Metro Councilor, for a four-year term commencing on the 1st Monday of January 2023 and 
ending on the 1st Monday of January 2027; and 

 
4. That the voters of the Metro Area, Sub District 2, have elected Christine Lewis for the 

position of Metro Councilor, for a four-year term commencing on the 1st Monday of January 2023 and 
ending on the 1st Monday of January 2027; and 

 
5. That the voters of the Metro Area, Sub District 4, have elected Juan Carlos González for 

the position of Metro Councilor, for a four-year term commencing on the 1st Monday of January 2023 
and ending on the 1st Monday of January 2027; and 

 
6. That the voters of the Metro Area, Sub District 6, have elected Duncan Hwang for the 

position of Metro Councilor, for the remaining two years of the original four-year term commencing on 
the 1st Monday of January 2023 and ending on the 1st Monday of January 2025; and 

 
7. That the voters of the Metro Area have elected Brian Evans for the position of Metro 

Auditor, for a four-year term commencing on the 1st Monday of January 2023 and ending on the 1st 
Monday of January 2027; and 

 
8. That the Metro Council authorizes Metro Council President Peterson to sign the County 

Elections Division statement attached to this Resolution as Exhibit B instructing the County elections 
officer to issue certificates of election to the above persons. 
 
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this ___ day of June, 2022. 
 

 
 
Lynn Peterson, Council President 

 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
       
Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney 
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Metro Auditor - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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204 555 3 1 559 

251 544 0 1 545 

280 344 3 3 350 

281 349 2 2 353 

282 130 2 0 132 

283 106 1 0 107 

284 93 0 0 93 

321 766 3 0 769 

322 1 0 0 1 

323 20 1 0 21 

400 862 9 2 873 

404 93 1 0 94 

405 476 4 0 480 

410 686 7 2 695 

411 669 4 2 675 

412 549 5 0 554 

416 877 5 3 885 

417 1 0 0 1 

418 460 7 1 468 

420 619 5 1 625 
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1,061 3,137 33.82% 

959 2,206 43.47% 

607 1,505 40.33% 

595 1,466 40.59% 

230 571 40.28% 

217 454 47.80% 

161 330 48.79% 

1,447 3,259 44.40% 

1 3 33.33% 

26 36 72.22% 

2,043 4,983 41.00% 

214 585 36.58% 

1,040 2,715 38.31% 

1,252 5,004 25.02% 

1,301 3,761 34.59% 

1,009 3,186 31.67% 

1,547 5,229 29.59% 

6 34 17.65% 

845 2,788 30.31% 

1,176 3,470 33.89% 



Metro Auditor - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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421 573 4 3 580 

422 299 7 0 306 

423 414 4 0 418 

500 354 4 3 361 

501 1,136 7 0 1,143 

502 1.113 9 3 1,125 

503 976 11 4 991 

504 1,264 12 9 1,285 

506 835 10 4 849 

510 160 7 0 167 

512 335 4 0 339 

600 1,047 6 5 1,058 

602 932 8 4 944 

604 84 0 2 86 

606 532 5 0 537 

608 1,185 10 1 1,196 

610 333 2 2 337 

614 599 5 4 608 

616 779 5 1 785 

618 140 0 1 141 
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990 4,039 24.51% 

522 1,935 26.98% 

695 2,985 23.28% 

616 1,728 35.65% 

2,093 4,717 44.37% 

2,154 5,442 39.58% 

1,977 4,390 45.03% 

2,344 6,325 37.06% 

1,513 4,487 33.72% 

314 838 37.47% 

580 1,593 36.41% 

2,029 6,507 31.18% 

1,886 4,814 39.18% 

156 308 50.65% 

970 3,194 30.37% 

2,280 5,787 39.40% 

603 2,036 29.62% 

1,060 3,229 32.83% 

1,572 4,797 32.77% 

263 724 36.33% 



Metro Auditor - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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620 79 1 0 80 

622 620 3 4 627 

626 1,015 4 2 1,021 

630 1,591 7 3 1,601 

632 495 5 0 500 

Totals 42,583 308 111 43,002 
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Metro Councilor, District 1 - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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101 107 1 2 110 

102 121 6 4 131 

105 16 0 0 16 

400 816 8 10 834 

404 85 1 0 86 

405 441 9 3 453 

412 337 5 0 342 

Totals 1,923 30 19 1,972 
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Metro Councilor, District 2 - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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0 860 860 2,677 32.13% 

0 1,329 1,329 5,038 26.38% 

0 106 106 300 35.33% 

0 1,579 1,579 4,390 35.97% 

0 264 264 611 43.21% 

0 768 768 2,434 31.55% 

0 3,065 3,065 6,890 44.48% 

0 2,563 2,563 5,002 51.24% 

0 957 957 2,121 45.12% 

0 2,875 2,875 5,747 50.03% 

0 1,350 1,350 2,806 48.11% 

0 2,974 2,974 6,300 47.21% 

0 1,526 1,526 3,774 40.43% 

0 2,453 2,453 4,953 49.53% 

0 2,077 2,077 4,777 43.48% 

0 1,325 1,325 3,028 43.76% 

0 776 776 1,922 40.37% 

0 607 607 1,505 40.33% 

0 595 595 1,466 40.59% 

0 230 230 571 40.28% 



Metro Councilor, District 2 - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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0 217 217 454 47.80% 

0 161 161 330 48.79% 

0 1,447 1,447 3,259 44.40% 

0 1,252 1,252 5,004 25.02% 

0 1,301 1,301 3,761 34.59% 

0 308 308 1,100 28.00% 

0 1,547 1,547 5,229 29.59% 

0 6 6 34 17.65% 

0 845 845 2,788 30.31% 

0 1,176 1,176 3,470 33.89% 

0 990 990 4,039 24.51% 

0 522 522 1,935 26.98% 

0 695 695 2,985 23.28% 

0 616 616 1,728 35.65% 

0 2,093 2,093 4,717 44.37% 

0 2,154 2,154 5,442 39.58% 

0 1,977 1,977 4,390 45.03% 

0 2,344 2,344 6,325 37.06% 

0 1,513 1,513 4,487 33.72% 

0 314 314 838 37.47% 
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Metro Councilor, District 2 - Nonpartisan Party - Vote for one 
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512 290 160 4 1 455 125 0 0 580 580 1,593 36.41% !!:! >-
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600 1,084 477 1 4 1,566 463 0 0 2,029 2,029 6,507 31.18% � -· r.t: 
,;:. U..J 

► 602 978 454 3 0 1,435 45D 1 0 1,886 1,886 4,814 39.18% �-,'.) :-

604 82 28 1 0 111 45 0 0 156 156 308 50.65% 

606 478 260 5 0 743 227 0 0 970 970 3,194 30.37% 

608 1,170 573 6 0 1,749 529 2 0 2,280 2,280 5,787 

610 306 167 0 0 473 130 0 0 603 603 2,036 

614 573 268 4 1 846 214 0 0 1,060 1,060 3,229 

616 818 383 2 1 1,204 366 2 0 1,572 1,572 4,797 

618 145 64 0 0 209 54 0 0 263 263 724 

620 73 30 0 D 103 24 D 0 127 127 355 

622 665 242 3 1 911 181 D 0 1,092 1,092 2,822 

626 1,181 454 7 0 1,642 374 0 0 2,016 2,016 5,336 37.78% 

630 1,769 665 7 3 2,444 6U 3 0 3,064 3,064 7,717 39.70% 

632 478 267 2 1 748 200 0 0 948 948 3,545 26.74% 

Totals 37,507 15,565 180 47 53,299 15,082 22 0 68,403 68,403 181,391 37.71% 



Orficlal Precinct Results - Metro Page: 1 of 6 
May 2022 Primary Election - Multnomah County 2022-06-09 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStations, Metro Auditor, Metro Council Presidenl, All Boxes 14:56:12 

Total Ballots Cast: 201543 

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 
Precinct Tolal Gregory A Horner Lynn Peterson Alise Pyszka Gary Lyndon Dye Wrile•ln Over Under 

Voles Voles Votes 
Precinct 2801 3311 77 2.33% 1855 56.03% 1277 38.57% 101 3.05% 1 0.03% 0 387 
Precinct 2802 475 24 5.05% 215 45.26% 218 45.89% 18 3.79% 0 0.00% 0 85 
Precincl 2803 929 24 2.58% 530 57.05% 345 37.14% 27 2.91% 3 0.32% 0 109 
Precinct 2804 3242 92 2.84% 1660 51.20% 1405 43.34% 79 2.44% 6 0.19% 4 440 
Precincl 2805 3797 125 3.29% 2130 56.10% 1393 36.69% 144 3.79% 5 0.13% 1 501 
Precinct 2806 3771 123 3.26% 2243 59.48% 1251 33.17% 147 3.90% 7 0.19% 0 418 

Precincl 3301 444 15 3.38% 243 54.73% 160 36.04% 26 5.86% 0 0.00% 0 60 
Precinct 3302 3093 84 2.72% 1613 52.15% 1296 41.90% 92 2.97% 8 0.26% 1 340 
Precincl 3303 2438 97 3.98% 1421 58.29% 827 33.92% 82 3.36% 11 0.45% 0 290 
Precinct 3304 3391 95 2.80% 1787 52.70% 1394 41.11% 107 3.16% 8 0.24% 0 419 
Precincl 3305 8 0 0.00% 3 37.50% 4 50.00% 1 12.50% 0 0.00% 0 1 
Preclncl 3306 1820 65 3.57% 1009 55.44% 681 37.42% 54 2.97% 11 0.60% 0 253 
Precincl 3307 2010 51 2.54% 1097 54.58% 822 40.90% 37 1.84% 3 0.15% 0 227 
Precincl 3308 1393 63 4.52% 863 61.95% 394 28.28% 68 4.88% 5 0.36% 0 177 
Precinct 3401 284 10 3.52% 152 53.52% 104 36.62% 17 5.99% 1 0.35% 0 27 
Precinct 3402 62 2 3.23% 24 38.71% 29 46.77% 7 11.29% 0 0.00% 0 8 

Precinct 3801 498 15 3.01% 223 44.78% 229 45.98% 30 6.02% 1 0.20% 0 84 

Precinct 3802 819 37 4.52% 421 51.40% 321 39.19% 34 4.15% 6 0.73% 0 143 
Precinct 3803 4047 127 3.14% 2313 57.15% 1461 36.10% 142 3.51% 4 0.10% 1 512 
Precinct 3804 1445 70 4.84% 784 54.26% 510 35.29% 80 5.54% 1 0.07% I 175 
Precinct 3805 2722 92 3.38% 1502 55.18% 1038 38.13% 87 3.20% 3 0.11% 0 337 
Precinct 3806 36 0 0.00% 9 25.00% 26 72.22% 1 2.78% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Precincl 4101 1542 32 2.08% 950 61.61% 515 33.40% 41 2.66% 4 0.26% 0 178 

Precinct 4102 1364 39 2.86% 869 63.71% 414 30.35% 40 2.93% 2 0.15% 0 165 
Precinct 4103 1982 72 3.63% 1116 56.31% 733 36.98% 60 3.03% 1 0.05% 0 220 
Precinct 4104 2592 101 3.90% 1703 65.70% 703 27.12% 80 3.09% 5 0.19% 0 238 
Precinct 4105 3219 79 2.45% 2114 65.67% 949 29.48% 74 2.30% 3 0.09% 0 353 
Predncl 4201 2058 39 1.90% 1402 68.12% 566 27.50% 46 2.24% 5 0.24% 2 229 
Precinct 4202 3600 63 1.75% 2512 69.78% 981 27.25% 40 1.11% 4 0.11% 0 387 
Precinct 4203 3153 78 2.47% 2088 66.22% 891 28.26% 95 3.01% 1 0.03% 0 294 
Precincl 4204 3313 49 1.48% 2292 69.18% 876 26.44% 91 2.75% 5 0.15% 0 367 
Precincl 4205 2563 54 2.11% 1773 69.18% 669 26.10% 58 2.26% 9 0.35% 1 248 

Precinct 4206 2129 52 2.44% 1445 67.87% 578 27.15% 50 2.35% 4 0.19% 0 217 
Precincl 4207 1754 36 2.05% 1079 61.52% 607 34.61% 30 U1% 2 0.11% 0 186 
Precinct 4208 1752 42 2.40% 1086 61.99% 579 33.05% 42 2.40% 3 0.17% 0 192 

Precinct 4301 1576 27 1.71% 1076 68.27% 439 27.86% 28 1.78% 6 0.38% 0 182 
Precinct 4302 1914 50 2.61% 1267 66.20% 566 29.57% 28 1.46% 3 0.16% 0 209 

Precinct 4303 2880 43 1.49% 2052 71.25% 724 25.14% 56 1.94% 5 0.17% 1 332 
Precinct 4304 3163 59 1.87% 2048 64.75% 1000 31.62% 53 1.68% 3 0.09% 0 322 
Precinct 4305 3364 82 2.44% 2169 64.48% 1011 30.05% 98 2.91% 4 0.12% 1 335 
Precinct 4306 3705 62 1.67% 2234 60.30% 1346 36.33% 61 1.65% 2 0.05% 0 421 
Precinct 4307 3319 68 2.65% 2259 68.06% 871 28.24% 92 2.77% 9 0.27% 3 371 
Precinct 4401 1993 97 4.87% 1252 62.82% 557 27.95% 82 4.11% 5 0.25% 0 218 
Precinct 4402 2339 110 4.70% 1514 64.73% 622 26.59% 91 3.89% 2 0.09% 0 297 
Precinct 4403 2858 122 4.27% 1781 62.32% 828 28.97% 120 4.20% 7 0.24% 0 372 
Precincl 4404 3199 91 2.84% 2096 65.52% 911 28.48% 98 3.06% 3 0.09% 0 390 



Orticial Precinct Results - Metro Page: 2 of 6 
May 2022 Primary Electron - Mullnomah County 2022-06-09 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStalions, Metro Auditor, Metro Council President, All Boxes 14:56:12 

Total Ballols Cast: 201543 

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Tola! Gregory A Horner Lynn Pelerson Alisa Pyszka Gary Lyndon Dye Wrile-in Over Under 
Voles Voles Voles 

Precinct 4405 3116 109 3.50% 2131 68.39% 799 25.64% 71 2.28% 6 0.19% 0 368 
Precinct 4406 2282 150 6.57% 1349 59.11% 653 28.62% 118 5.17% 12 0.53% 0 296 
Precinct 4407 6 1 16.67% 4 66.67% 1 16.67% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 2 
Precinct 4501 4667 110 2.36% 2907 62.29% 1536 32.91% 107 2.29% 7 0.15% 0 572 
Precinct 4502 3932 115 2.92% 2554 64.95% 1145 29.12% 109 2.77% 9 0.23% 1 386 
Precinct 4503 3333 190 5.70% 2075 62.26% 915 27.45% 151 4.53% 2 0.06% 0 408 
Precinct 4504 268 20 7.46% 151 56.34% 88 32.84% 9 3.36% 0 0.00% 0 37 
Precinct 4505 957 37 3.87% 607 63.43% 272 28.42% 39 4.08% 2 0.21% 0 128 
Precincl 4506 3382 124 3.67% 2191 64.78% 909 26.88% 151 4.46% 7 0.21% 2 410 
Precinct 4507 120 14 11.67% 60 50.00% 33 27.50% 13 10.83% 0 0.00% 0 11 
Precinct 4508 2202 178 8.08% 1137 51.63% 684 31.06% 194 8.81% 9 0.41% 0 331 
Precinct 4509 379 24 6.33% 169 44.59% 147 38.79% 39 10.29% 0 0.00% 0 58 
Precinct 4601 3118 92 2.95% 2039 65.39% 879 28.19% 101 3.24% 7 0.22% 0 379 
Precinct 4602 2615 75 2.87% 1762 67.38% 656 25.09% 118 4.51% 4 0.15% 0 329 
Precinct 4603 1770 81 4.58% 1169 66.05% 440 24.86% 76 4.29% 4 0.23% 0 256 
Precinct 4604 2445 111 4.54% 1548 63.31% 682 27.08% 117 4.79% 7 0.29% 0 334 
Precinct 4605 1614 108 6.69% 936 57.99% 422 26.15% 137 8.49% 11 0.68% 0 211 
Precinct 4606 1696 123 7.25% 984 58.02% 467 27.54% 118 6.96% 4 0.24% 1 220 
Precinct 4607 1.184 101 8.53% 671 56.67% 337 28.46% 72 6.08% 3 0.25% 1 156 
Precinct 4608 16 3 18.75% 8 50.00% 4 25.00% 1 6.25% 0 0.00% 0 1 
Precinct 4701 12 1 8.33% 6 50.00% 3 25.00% 2 16.67% 0 0.00% 0 0 
Precinct 4702 785 72 9.17% 393 50.06% 262 33.38% 56 7.13% 2 0.25% 0 157 
Precinct 4703 1851 173 9.35% 866 46.79% 687 36.03% 139 7.51% 6 0.32% 0 345 
Precinct 4704 1168 151 12.93% 519 44.43% 335 28.68% 159 13.61% 4 0.34% 0 159 
Precinct 4705 1201 109 9.08% 633 52.71% 348 28.98% 107 8.91% 4 0.33% 0 176 
Precinct 4706 1088 99 9.10% 542 49.82% 352 32.35% 93 8.55% 2 0.18% 1 181 
Precinct 4707 1910 156 8.17% 1020 53.40% 557 29.16% 165 8.64% 12 0.63% 0 280 
Precinct 4708 1896 221 11.66% 918 48.42% 582 30.70% 163 8.60% 12 0.63% 0 273 
Precincl 4709 367 40 10.90% 184 50.14% 112 30.52% 31 8.45% 0 0.00% 0 53 
Preclncl 4710 401 45 11.22% 202 50.37% 125 31.17% 28 6.98% 1 0.25% 0 66 
Precincl 4801 188 12 6.38% 105 55.85% 41 21.81% 29 15.43% 1 0.53% 0 26 
Precinct 4802 1560 149 9.55% 777 49.81% 462 29.62% 167 10.71% 5 0.32% 0 227 
Precincl 4803 840 85 10.12% 394 46.90% 253 30.12% 104 12.38% 4 0.48% 0 132 
Precinct 4804 1595 204 12.79% 712 44.64% <B2 30.22% 194 12.16% 3 0.19% 0 205 
Precinct 4805 54 11 20.37% 21 38.89% 18 33.33% 4 7.41% 0 0.00% 0 9 
Precincl 4806 1890 228 12.06% 834 44.13% 622 32.91% 200 10.58% 6 0.32% 0 264 
Precinct 4807 99 22 22.22% 42 42.42% 16 16.16% 19 19.19% 0 0.00% 0 23 

Precincl 4808 602 62 10.30% 285 47.34% 176 29.24% 77 12.79% 2 0.33% 0 138 
Precinct 4809 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 
Precincl 4901 24 3 12.50% 6 25.00% 14 58.33% 1 4.17% 0 0.00% 0 5 
Precinct 4902 134 12 8.96% 64 47.76% 42 31.34% 16 11.94% 0 0.00% 0 18 

Precinct 4903 1317 189 14.35% 541 41.08% 448 34.02% 133 10.10% 6 0.46% 0 291 
Precinct 4904 415 60 14.46% 184 44.34% 128 30.84% 42 10.12% 1 0.24% 0 59 
Precinct 4905 2004 301 15.02% 748 37.33% 694 34.63% 255 12.72% 6 0.30% 0 409 
Precinct 4906 584 78 13.36% 245 41.95% 200 34.25% 60 10.27% 1 0.17% 0 139 
Precinct 4907 1117 152 13.61% 494 44.23% 348 31.15% 115 10.30% 8 0.72% 0 258 



Precinct Total 
Votes 

Precinct 4908 1715 
Precinct 4909 1061 
Precinct 4910 74 
Precinct 5001 18 
Precinct 5002 1443 
Precinct 5003 113 

Precinct 5004 1117 
Precinct 5005 1857 
Precinct 5006 1960 
Preclncl 5007 1623 
Precinct 5008 1955 
Prec;iocl 5009 78 
Precinct 5201 690 
Precinct 5202 616 

Total 177890 

Official Precinct Results - Metro 
May 2022 Primary Election - Mullnomah County 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStations, Metro Auditor, Metro Council President, All Boxes 

Gregory A Homer ·Lynn Peterson 

221 12.89% 748 43.62% 
132 12.44% 494 46.56% 

14 18.92% 32 43.24% 
0 0.00% 5 27.78% 

209 14.48% 654 45.32% 
12 10.62% 54 47.79% 

161 14.41% 455 40.73% 
259 13.95% 826 44.48% 
245 12.50% 826 42.14% 
248 15.28% 677 41.71% 
278 14.22% 793 40.56% 

12 15.38% 27 34.62% 
121 17.54% 266 38.55% 
102 16.56% 217 35.23% 

9270 5.21% 103535 58.20% 

Total Ballots Cast: 201543 

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Alisa Pyszka Gary Lyndon Dye Write-in 

538 31.37% 202 11.78% 6 0.35% 
327 30.82% 103 9.71% 5 0.47% 

19 25.68% 9 12.16% 0 0.00% 
6 33.33% 7 38.89% 0 0.00% 

424 29.38% 153 10.60% 3 0.21% 
36 31.86% 11 9.73% 0 0.00% 

373 33.39% 124 11.10% ' 0.36% 
577 31.07% 181 9.75% 14 0.75% 
674 34.39% 212 10.82% 3 0.15% 
511 31.48% 161 11.15% 6 0.37% 
622 31.82% 254 12.99% 8 0.41% 
33 42.31% 6 7.69% 0 0.00% 

209 30.29% 92 13.33% 2 0.29% 
196 31.82% 99 16.07% 2 0.32% 

56002 31.48% 8669 4.87% 414 0.23% 

Over 

Voles 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 

23 

Under 
Voles 

395 
214 

6 
4 

295 
18 

252 
367 
443 

368 
388 

29 
167 
175 

23629 

Certificate 

I certify that the votes recoror.t ,on this 
abstract correctly summarize th& tally of 
votes cast at the election indicated. 

'/JM!t!Rtf-
Tim Scott, Director of Elections 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

Page: 3 of 6 
2022-06-09 

14:56:12 



Precinct To1al 
Voles 

Precinct 2801 2012 
Precinct 2802 291 

Precinct 2803 647 

Precinct 2804 1985 
Precinct 2805 2353 
Precinct 2806 2375 
Precinct 3301 253 

Precinct 3302 1943 
Precinct 3303 1713 
Precinct 3304 2179 
Precincl 3305 3 

Precincl 3306 1304 
Precincl 3307 1376 
Precincl 3308 892 

Precinct 3401 197 

Precincl 3402 44 
Precinct 3801 313 

Precinct 3802 586 
Precincl 3803 2547 

Precinct 3804 921 

Precinct 3805 1794 
Precinct 3806 22 

Precinct 4101 893 

Precinct 4102 828 

Precincl4103 1209 
Precincl 4104 1508 
Precinct 4105 1974 
Predncl 4201 1237 
Preclncl 4202 2099 

Predncl 4203 1865 
Precinct 4204 1891 
Precincl 4205 1490 
Precincl 4206 1275 
Precinct 4207 1002 
Precinct 4208 1026 
Precincl 4301 946 

Precinct 4302 1205 
Precinct 4303 1705 
Precincl 4304 2026 
Precincl 4305 2016 
Preclncl 4306 2272 
Precincl 4307 2071 
Precincl 4401 1232 
Precincl 4402 1424 
Preclncl 4403 1748 
Preclncl 4404 1887 

Official Precinct Results - Metro 
May 2022 Primary Election - Multnomah County 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStations, Metro Auditor, Melro Council President, All Boxes 

Brian Evans 

1996 99.20% 
287 98,63% 
6'1 99.07% 

1966 99.04% 
2328 98.94% 
2346 98.86% 

253 100.00% 
1924 99.02% 
1687 98.48% 
2165 99.36% 

3 100.00% 
1285 98.54% 
1363 99.06% 
884 99.10% 
194 98.48% 
44 100.00% 

312 99.68% 
585 99.83% 

2529 99.29% 
904 98.15% 

1783 99.39% 
22 100.00% 

883 98.88% 
818 98.79% 

1203 99.50% 
1489 98.74% 
1955 99.04% 
1225 99.03% 
2082 99.19% 
1848 99.09% 
1872 99.00% 
1462 98.12% 
1264 99.14% 
998 99.60% 

1019 99.32% 
927 97.99% 

1190 98.76% 
1681 98.59% 
2005 98.96% 
2000 99.21% 
2259 99.43% 
2054 99.18% 
1213 98.46% 
1410 99.02% 
1732 99.08% 
1869 99.05% 

Write-In 

16 

4 

6 

19 

25 

27 
0 

19 

26 

14 

0 

19 

13 

8 

3 

0 

1 

1 

18 

17 
11 

0 

10 

10 

6 

19 

19 

12 
17 
17 
19 

28 

11 

4 

7 

19 

15 

24 

21 

16 

13 

17 
19 

14 

16 

18 

Total Ballots Cast: 201543 

Metro Auditor (Vote for 1) 
Over Under 

Voles Voles 
0.80% 0 1686 
1.37% 0 269 

0.93% 0 391 

0.96% 0 1701 
1.06% 0 1946 

1.14% 0 1814 
0.00% 0 251 

0.98% 0 1491 
1.52% 0 1015 
0.64% 0 1631 
0.00% 0 6 

1.46% 1 768 

0.94% 0 861 

0.90% 0 678 

1.52% 0 114 

0.00% 0 26 

0.32% 0 269 

0.17% 0 376 

0.71% 0 2013 
1.85% 0 700 

0.61% 0 1265 
0.00% 0 17 
1.12% 0 827 

1.21% 0 701 

0.50% 0 993 

1.26% 0 1322 
0.96% 0 1598 
0.97% 0 1052 
0.81% 0 1888 
0.91% 0 1582 
1.00% 0 1789 
1'.88% 0 1322 
0.86% 0 1071 
0.40% 0 938 

0.68% 0 918 

2.01% 0 812 

1.24% 0 918 

1.41% 0 1508 
1.04% 0 1459 
0.79% 0 1684 
0.57% 0 1854 
0.82% 0 1622 
1.54% 0 979 

0.98% 0 1212 
0.92% 0 1482 
0.95% 0 1702 

Page: 4 of 6 
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Official Precinct Results - Metro Page: 5 of 6 
May 2022 Primary Election - Multnomah County 2022-06-09 

All Precincts, All Dislricts, All ScanStations, Metro Auditor, Metro Council President, All Boxes 14:56:12 

Total Ballots Cast: 201543 

Metro Auditor (Vote for 1) 

Precincl Total Brian Evans Write-In Over Under 
Voles Votes Voles 

Precinct 4405 1873 1852 98.88% 21 1.12% 0 1611 
Precinct 4406 1425 1408 98.81% 17 1.19% 0 1153 
Precincl 4407 4 4 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 4 

Precinct 4501 2808 2778 98.93% 30 1.07% 0 2431 
Precinct 4502 2409 2376 98.63% 33 1.37% 0 1910 
Precinct 4503 2032 2008 98.82% 24 1.18% 0 1709 
Precinct 4504 182 181 99.45% 1 0.55% 0 123 

Precinct 4505 590 584 98.98% 6 1.02% 1 494 

Precincl 4506 1978 1952 98.69% 26 1.31% 0 1816 
Precinct 4507 73 71 97.26% 2 2.74% 0 56 
Precincl 4508 1432 1414 98.74% 16 1.26% 0 1101 
Precinct 4509 230 230 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 207 

Precinct 4601 1825 1810 99.18% 15 0.82% 0 1672 
Precinct 4602 1590 1565 98.43% 25 1.57% 0 1354 
Precinct 4603 1012 995 98.32% 17 1.68% 0 1014 
Precinct 4604 1512 1496 98.94% 16 1.06% 0 1267 
Precinct 4605 1058 1028 97.16% 30 2.84% 0 767 

Precincl 4606 1066 1054 98.87% 12 1.13% 0 851 

Precinct 4607 804 793 98.63% 11 1.37% 0 537 
Precinct 4608 8 8 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 9 

Precinct 4701 7 7 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 5 

Precinct 4702 491 484 98.57% 7 1.43% 0 451 

Precincl 4703 1275 1270 99.61% 5 0.39% 0 921 

Precinct 4704 772 758 98.19% 14 1.81% 0 555 

Precinct 4705 775 755 97.42% 20 2.58% 0 602 

Precinct 4706 689 684 99.27% 5 0.73% 0 581 

Precinct 4707 1280 1257 98.20% 23 1.80% 0 910 

Precinct 4708 1237 1217 98.38% 20 1.62% 0 932 

Precinct 4709 233 230 98.71% 3 1.29% 0 167 

Precinct 4710 261 255 97.70% 6 2.30% 0 206 

Precinct 4801 119 118 99.16% 1 0.84% 0 95 

Precincl 4802 1021 1006 98.53% 15 1.47% 0 766 

Precinct 4803 590 562 98.64% 8 1.36% 0 382 

Precinct 4804 1076 1060 98.51% 16 1.49% 0 724 

Precinct 4805 38 34 89.47% 4 10.53% 0 25 

Precinct 4806 1333 1318 98.87% 15 1.13% 0 821 

Precinct 4807 62 61 98.39% 1 1.61% 0 60 

Precinct 4808 397 395 99.50% 2 0.50% 0 343 

Precinct 4809 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Precinct 4901 16 16 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 13 

Precinct 4902 77 75 97.40% 2 2.60% 0 75 

Precinct 4903 949 934 98.42% 15 1.58% 0 659 

Precinct 4904 308 301 97.73% 7 2.27% 0 166 

Precinct 4905 1309 1292 98.70% 17 1.30% 0 1104 
Precinct 4906 400 394 98.50% 6 1.50% 0 323 

Precinct 4907 781 768 98.34% 13 1.66% 0 594 



Precinct Total 

Voles 

Precinct 4908 1205 

Precinct 4909 764 

Precinct 4910 45 

Precinct 5001 9 

Precinct 5002 1024 

Precinct 5003 89 

Precinct 5004 769 

Precinct 5005 1301 

Precinct 5006 1268 

Precincl 5007 1152 

Preclncl 5008 1319 

Precincl 5009 49 

Preclncl 5201 469 

Precincl 5202 362 

Total 111811 

Official Preclncl Results - Metro 
May 2022 Primary Eleclion - Multnomah County 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStalions, Metro Auditor, Metro Council President, All Boxes 
Total Ballots Cast: 201543 

Brian Evans Write-in 

1193 99.00% 12 1.00% 

749 98.04% 15 1.96% 

43 95.56% 2 4.44% 
9 100.00% 0 0.00% 

1012 98.83% 12 1.17% 

89 100.00% 0 0.00% 

748 97.27% 21 2.73% 

1282 98.54% 19 1.46% 
1248 98.42% 20 1.58% 

1129 98.00% 23 2.00% 
1302 98.71% 17 1.29% 

49 100.00% 0 0.00% 
464 98.93% 5 1.07% 

354 97.79% • 2.21% 

110510 98.64% 1301 1.16% 

Metro Auditor (Vote for 1) 

Over Under 

Voles Voles 

0 905 

0 511 

0 35 

0 13 

0 714 

0 42 

0 600 

0 923 

0 1135 

0 839 

0 1024 

0 58 

0 388 

0 430 

2 89729 

Qertificate 

_ I certify that the votes reco� ,on this 
abstract correctly Stlmmarize the tally of 
votes cast .at the election. Indicated. 

--�� 
Tim Scott, Director of Elections 
M, ,ltnomah County, Oregon 
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Official Precinct Results - Metro Councilor Page: 1 of 1 

May 2022 Primary Election - Multnomah County 2022-06-09 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStations, Metro Councilor, District 1, All Boxes 15:03:52 

Total Ballots Cast: 41601 

Metro Councilor, District 1 (Vote for 1) 
Precinct Total Ashton Simpson Write-in Over Under 

Votes Voles Voles 

Precinct 4508 569 566 99.47% 3 0.53% 0 477 

Precinct 4509 225 224 99.56% 1 0.44% 0 212 

Precinct 4701 7 7 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 5 

Precinct 4 703 1281 1277 99.69% 4 0.31% 0 915 

Precinct 4 704 776 761 98.07% 15 1.93% 0 551 

Precinct 4 706 702 693 98.72% 9 1.28% 0 568 

Precinct 4 707 1303 1282 98.39% 21 1.61% 0 887 

Precinct 4 708 1262 1244 98.57% 18 1.43% O· 907 

Precinct 4 709 234 232 99.15% 2 0.85% 0 186 

Precincl 4710 278 268 96.40% 10 3.60% 0 189 

Precincl 4803 584 577 98.80% 7 1.20% 0 388 

Precinct 4804 1066 1045 98.03% 21 1.97% 1 733 

Precinct 4805 39 35 89.74% 4 10.26% 0 24 

Precinct 4806 1319 1304 98.86% 15 1.14% 0 835 

Precinct 4807 62 62 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 60 

Precinct 4808 389 386 99.23% 3 0.77% 0 351 

Precinct 4901 15 14 93.33% 1 6.67% 0 14 

Precinct 4902 77 75 97.40% 2 2.60% 0 75 

Precinct 4903 924 912 98.70% 12 1.30% 0 684 

Precinct 4904 306 299 97.71% 7 2.29% 0 168 

Precinct 4905 1276 1260 98.75% 16 1.25% 0 1137 

Precinct 4906 390 385 98.72% 5 1.28% 0 333 

Precinct 4907 773 767 99.22% 6 0.78% 0 602 

Precinct 4908 1181 1166 98.73% 15 1.27% 0 929 

Precinct 4909 743 736 99.Q6% 7 0.94% 0 532 

Precinct 491 0 43 41 95.35% 2 4.65% 0 37 

Precincl 5001 10 10 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 12 

Precinct 5002 1019 1009 99.02% 10 0.98% 0 719 

Precinct 5003 90 90 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 41 

Precinct 5004 760 736 96.84% 24 3.16% 0 609 

Precinct 5005 1286 1265 98.37% 21 1.63% 0 938 Certificate 
Precincl 5006 1252 1237 98.80% 15 1.20% 0 1151 

Precincl 5007 1126 1106 98.22% 20 1.78% 0 865 

Precincl 5008 1301 1281 98.46% 20 1.54% 0 1042 I certify that the vot,s reoorc(r .on this 
Precincl 5009 47 47 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 60 abstract correctly summiulze the tally of 
Precincl 5201 463 457 98.70% 6 1.30% 0 394 

Precinct 5202 352 345 98.01% 7 1.99% 0 440 votes cast at'ihe election.Indicated. 
Total 23530 23201 98.60% 329 1.40% 18070 

��
Tim Scott, Director of Elections 
Multnomah County, Oregon 



Precinct Total 

Votes 

Precincl 3801 449 

Precinct 3802 785 

Precinct 3803 3767 

Precinct 3804 1349 

Precinct 3805 11 

Precinct 3806 32 

Total 6393 

Official Precinct Results - Metro 
May 2022 Primary Election - Multnomah County 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStalions, Metro Councilor, District 2, All Boxes 

Christine Lewis 

354 78.84% 
595 75.80% 

3119 82.80% 
1047 77.61% 

8 72.73% 
24 75.00% 

5147 80.51% 

Total Ballots Cast: 7775 

Metro Councilor, District 2 (Vote for 1) 

Mei Wong Write-in Over Under 
Votes Votes 

94 20.94% 1 0.22% 0 133 

188 23.95% 2 0.25% 0 177 

645 17.12% 3 0.08% 0 792 

296 21.94% 6 0.44% 0 272 

3 27.27% 0 0.00% 0 1 

8 25.00% 0 0.00% 0 7 

1234 19.30% 12 0.19% 0 1382 

·certificate

I certify that the votes recol'qfld ,on this
abstract correctly su mmarlze the tally of 
votes cast at the .election Indicated. 

. 'tM !Md-
Tim Scott, Director of Elections 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

Page: 1 of 1 
2022-06-09 

15:10:55 



Official Precinct Results - Metro Page: 1 of 1 
May 2022 Primary Election - Multnomah County 2022-06-09 

All Precincts, All Districts, All ScanStalions, Metro Councilor, District 6, All Boxes 15:14:02 
Total Ballots Cast: 78032 

Metro Councilor, District 6 (Vote for 1) 
Precinct Total Duncan Hwang Terri Preeg Write-in Over Under 

Votes Riggsb:t Votes Votes 

Precinct 2801 3074 1960 63.76% 1108 36.04% 6 0.20% 0 624 
Precinct 2802 413 253 61.26% 159 38.50% 1 0.24% 0 147 
Precinct 2804 2982 1858 62.31% 1116 37.42% 8 0.27% 0 704 
Precinct 2805 3553 2050 57.70% 1496 42.11% 7 0.20% 0 746 
Precinct 2806 3539 2205 62.31% 1324 37.41% 10 0.28% 1 649 
Precinct 3803 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 
Precinct 3805 2565 1668 65.03% 892 34.78% 5 0.19% 0 482 
Precinct 4101 1426 955 66.97% 468 32.82% 3 0.21% 0 294 
Precinct 4102 1290 828 64.19% 459 35.58% 3 0.23% 1 238 
Precinct 4103 1845 1217 65.96% 625 33.88% 3 0.16% 0 357 
Precinct 4104 2424 1739 71.74% 677 27.93% 8 0.33% 0 406 
Precinct 4105 3014 2132 70.74% 875 29.03% 7 0.23% 0 558 
Precinct 4201 1940 1469 75.72% 464 23.92% 7 0.36% 0 349 
Precinct 4202 3412 2620 76.79% 783 22.95% 9 0.26% 0 575 
Precinct 4203 2988 2199 73.59% 782 26.17% 7 0.23% 0 459 
Precinct 4204 3143 2376 75.60% 760 24.18% 7 0.22% 0 537 
Precinct 4205 2418 1860 76.92% 550 22.75% 8 0.33% 1 393 
Preclncl 4206 2014 1510 74.98% 499 24.78% 5 0.25% 0 332 
Precincl 4207 1626 1147 70.54% 478 29.40% 1 0.06% 0 314 
Precinct 4208 1631 1161 71.18% 467 28.63% 3 0.18% 0 313 
Precinct 4505 889 621 69.85% 265 29.81% 3 0.34% 0 196 
Preclncl 4506 3153 2280 72.31% 855 27.12% 18 0.57% 0 593 
Precinct 4507 109 70 64.22% 39 35.78% 0 0.00% 0 22 
Precinct 4601 2945 2091 71.00% 845 28.69% 9 0.31% 2 550 
Precinct 4602 2473 1816 73.43% 651 26.32% 6 0.24% 0 471 
Precinct 4603 1661 1225 73.75% 429 25.83% 7 0.42% 0 365 
Precinct 4604 2278 1575 69.14% 697 30.60% 6 0.26% 0 501 
Precinct 4605 1511 987 65.32% 503 33.29% 21 1.39% 1 313 
Precinct 4606 1586 1059 66.77% 519 32.72% 8 0.50% 0 331 
Precinct 4607 1103 689 62.47% 405 36.72% 9 0.82% 0 238 
Precinct 4608 15 6 40.00% 9 60.00% 0 0.00% 0 2 
Precinct 4 702 728 444 60.99% 283 38.87% 1 0.14% 0 214 
Precinct 4801 172 117 68.02% 54 31.40% 1 0.58% 0 42 
Precinct 4802 1426 857 60.10% 561 39.34% 8 0.56% 0 361 G�rtlficate Precincl 4809 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Total 65347 45044 68.93% 20098 30.76% 205 0.31% 6 12679 

I certify that the-votes recordpd ,<>n this
abstract correctly s1,1mmarlze the tally of 
votes cast at the .election, Indicated . 

. 'tM/Mttf-
Tim Scott, Director of Elections 
Multnomah County, Oregon 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts Page: 153 of 1288 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Re�istered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Gregory A Horner Lynn Peterson Alisa Pyszka Gary Lyndon Dye 
Cast Voters Votes 

Precinct 302 1257 3869 937 96 10.25% 439 46.85% 270 28.82% 121 12.91% 

Precinct 303 82 194 64 8 12.50% 27 42.19% 16 25.00% 13 20.31% 
Precinct 304 523 1473 412 68 16.50% 178 43.20% 125 30.34% 38 9.22% 
Precinct 306 252 768 183 16 8.74% 98 53.55% 52 28.42% 15 8.20% 
Precinct 307 2173 6280 1711 219 12.80% 768 44.89% 510 29.81% 202 11.81% 

Precinct 309 2102 5545 1619 174 10.75% 740 45.71% 532 32.86% 157 9.70% 
Precinct 310 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 312 0 13 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 

Precinct 313 3 5 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 314 12 20 12 2 16.67% 5 41.67% 4 33.33% 1 8.33% 
Precinct 317 5 11 5 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 5 100.00% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 318 1745 5228 1323 197 14.89% 574 43.39% 404 30.54% 144 10.88% 
Precinct 319 2133 7019 1646 178 10.81% 796 48.36% 518 31.47% 147 8.93% 
Precinct 320 829 2399 609 83 13.63% 294 48.28% 191 31.36% 37 6.08% 
Precinct 322 24 91 22 5 22.73% 7 31.82% 8 36.36% 1 4.55% 

Precinct 323 13 28 9 1 11.11% 7 77.78% 1 11.11% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 325 35 263 29 0 0.00% 19 65.52% 9 31.03% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 327 1830 5807 1465 162 11.06% 672 45.87% 506 34.54% 116 7.92% 
Precinct 328 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 329 3593 9725 2836 282 9.94% 1481 52.22% 880 31.03% 171 6.03% 
Precinct 331 936 3221 700 71 10.14% 332 47.43% 219 31.29% 66 9.43% 
Precinct 332 786 3633 624 50 8.01% 317 50.80% 199 31.89% 53 8.49% 

Precinct 333 1139 4964 886 60 6.77% 500 56.43% 269 30.36% 54 6.09% 
Precinct 335 1831 3956 1420 150 10.56% 644 45.35% 450 31.69% 171 12.04% 
Precinct 336 1397 3938 1084 141 13.01% 487 44.93% 346 31.92% 103 9.50% 

Precinct 337 437 2024 324 50 15.43% 157 48.46% 84 25.93% 31 9.57% 
Precinct 338 1603 7242 1292 214 16.56% 540 41.80% 380 29.41% 153 11.84% 
Precinct 339 2070 7214 1531 257 16.79% 673 43.96% 428 27.96% 159 10.39% 
Precinct 340 3416 8452 2529 364 14.39% 1121 44.33% 756 29.89% 271 10.72% 

Precinct 341 42 104 30 7 23.33% 10 33.33% 3 10.00% 8 26.67% 
Precinct 342 19 40 18 0 0,00% 9 50.00% 8 44.44% 1 5.56% 
Precinct 343 1274 3365 997 117 11.74% 464 46.54% 325 32.60% 85 8.53% 
Precinct 344 1314 4074 995 124 12.46% 493 49.55% 261 26.23% 109 10.95% 
Precinct 346 95 236 75 13 17.33% 25 33.33% 15 20.00% 22 29,33% 
Precinct 348 10 36 9 0 0.00% 1 11.11% 8 88.89% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 349 527 1343 425 42 9.88% 207 48.71% 141 33.18% 29 6.82% 
Precinct 350 3059 8663 2405 238 9.90% 1247 51.85% 753 31.31% 155 6.44% 
Precinct 351 916 4557 699 88 12.59% 319 45.64% 223 31.90% 60 8.58% 
Precinct 352 388 1940 308 17 5.52% 185 60.06% 93 30.19% 10 3.25% 

Precinct 353 1203 2812 917 56 6.11% 490 53.44% 301 32.82% 61 6.65% 
Precinct 354 1015 2289 785 73 9.30% 406 51.72% 258 32.87% 44 5.61% 
Precinct 355 720 1754 548 37 6.75% 302 55.11% 176 32.12% 29 5.29% 

Precinct 356 749 2429 570 53 9.30% 263 46.14% 186 32.63% 64 11.23% 
Precinct 357 318 1309 251 26 10.36% 118 47.01% 74 29.48% 28 11.16% 

Precinct 358 1245 3318 997 103 10.33% 489 49.05% 331 33.20% 71 7.12% 

Precinct 359 972 3032 770 85 11.04% 393 51.04% 251 32.60% 37 4.81% 

Precinct 360 1138 3939 894 72 8.05% 434 48.55% 294 32.89% 84 9.40% 
Precinct 361 686 2907 557 58 10.41% 289 51.89% 188 33.75% 21 3.77% 
Precinct 362 3279 7792 2517 225 8.94% 1302 51.73% 772 30.67% 204 8.10% 

Precinct 363 1478 3703 1104 75 6.79% 591 53.53% 363 32.88% 70 6.34% 
Precinct 364 2274 5132 1680 151 8.99% 785 46.73% 630 37.50% 110 6.55% 
Precinct 365 2652 5271 2002 119 5.94% 1034 51.65% 719 35.91% 124 6.19% 
Precinct 366 663 2120 490 36 7.35% 251 51.22% 179 36.53% 22 4.49% 

Precinct 367 2001 5157 1450 140 9.66% 624 43.03% 554 38.21% 120 8.28% 
Precinct 368 1775 4709 1321 137 10.37% 679 51.40% 422 31.95% 79 5.98% 
Precinct 369 871 2097 652 67 10.28% 274 42.02% 251 38.50% 53 8.13% 

Precinct 370 1079 2569 809 87 10.75% 394 48.70% 256 31.64% 70 8.65% 
Precinct 371 1150 2543 862 78 9.05% 438 50.81% 270 31.32% 71 8.24% 
Precinct 372 1004 1945 758 32 4.22% 401 52.90% 279 36.81% 41 5.41% 

Precinct 37 4 9 10 4 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 50.00% 2 50.00% 
Precinct 375 143 315 105 6 5.71% 56 53.33% 41 39.05% 2 1.90% 
Precinct 376 973 2209 734 97 13.22% 359 48.91% 228 31.06% 45 6.13% 
Precinct 377 1293 2770 935 77 8.24% 432 46.20% 357 38.18% 67 7.17% 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts Page: 154 of 1288 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Re�istered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Gregory A Horner Lynn Peterson Alisa Pyszka Gary Lyndon Dye 

Cast Voters Votes 

Precinct 378 479 1097 378 26 6.88% 213 56.35% 120 31.75% 17 4.50% 
Precinct 379 1902 5129 1496 144 9.63% 767 51.27% 464 31.02% 117 7.82% 
Precinct 380 1640 3555 1305 141 10.80% 672 51.49% 392 30.04% 99 7.59% 
Precinct 381 162 439 129 3 2.33% 78 60.47% 38 29.46% 10 7.75% 
Precinct 382 1616 5993 1263 143 11.32% 568 44.97% 410 32.46% 124 9.82% 
Precinct 383 817 1901 637 54 8.48% 343 53.85% 213 33.44% 26 4.08% 
Precinct 384 2534 5435 1865 122 6.54% 1039 55.71% 593 31.80% 104 5.58% 
Precinct 385 475 890 336 34 10.12% 169 50.30% 113 33.63% 17 5.06% 
Precinct 386 1193 2262 891 56 6.29% 478 53.65% 314 35.24% 40 4.49% 
Precinct 387 6 31 6 0 0.00% 2 33.33% 3 50.00% 1 16.67% 
Precinct 388 100 382 81 5 6.17% 33 40.74% 30 37.04% 12 14 81% 
Precinct 389 3576 9277 2734 241 8.81% 1303 47.66% 981 35.88% 190 6.95% 
Precinct 390 1239 2584 904 102 11.28% 424 46.90% 328 36.28% 49 5.42% 
Precinct 391 169 588 136 9 6.62% 71 52.21% 49 36.03% 5 3.68% 
Precinct 392 46 148 37 1 2.70% 20 54.05% 14 37.84% 2 5.41% 
Precinct 393 383 700 297 15 5.05% 160 53.87% 103 34.68% 18 6.06% 
Precinct 394 80 298 50 4 8.00% 24 48.00% 19 38.00% 3 6.00% 
Precinct 395 2460 6868 1849 146 7.90% 916 49.54% 644 34.83% 129 6.98% 
Precinct 396 464 91 366 28 7.65% 163 44.54% 142 38.80% 29 7.92% 
Precinct 397 1401 3516 1075 126 11.72% 446 41.49% 394 36.65% 101 9.40% 
Precinct 398 888 2135 621 72 11.59% 260 41.87% 221 35.59% 64 10.31% 
Precinct 399 1090 2833 841 83 9.87% 399 47.44% 275 32.70% 76 9.04% 
Precinct 400 1554 4782 1166 120 10.29% 562 48.20% 396 33.96% 81 6.95% 
Precinct 401 1086 2039 839 35 4.17% 461 54.95% 285 33.97% 55 6.56% 
Precinct 402 3149 7865 2377 262 11.02% 1038 43.67% 837 35.21% 222 9.34% 
Precinct 403 684 1639 487 34 6.98% 231 47.43% 178 36.55% 41 8.42% 
Precinct 404 2494 7354 1990 180 9.05% 989 49.70% 648 32.56% 160 8.04% 
Precinct 405 4058 9155 3007 289 9.61% 1443 47.99% 1015 33,75% 245 8.15% 
Precinct 406 835 2497 667 34 5.10% 356 53.37% 240 35.98% 34 5.10% 
Precinct 407 497 911 352 24 6.82% 199 56.53% 116 32.95% 12 3.41% 
Precinct 408 195 423 157 13 8.28% 78 49.68% 56 35.67% 10 6.37% 
Precinct 409 2113 5853 1621 137 8.45% 796 49.11% 559 34.48% 119 7.34% 
Precinct 410 581 1716 427 42 9.84% 188 44.03% 150 35.13% 38 8.90% 
Precinct 411 316 1266 248 14 5.65% 119 47.98% 94 37.90% 21 8.47% 
Precinct 412 931 2221 677 67 9.90% 303 44.76% 243 35.89% 58 8.57% 
Precinct 413 733 1822 544 59 10.85% 253 46.51% 200 36.76% 31 5.70% 
Precinct 414 252 602 183 17 9.29% 91 49.73% 62 33.88% 12 6.56% 
Precinct 415 355 1200 270 35 12.96% 120 44.44% 90 33.33% 23 8.52% 
Precinct 416 125 506 92 10 10.87% 35 38.04% 38 41.30% 9 9.78% 
Precinct 417 188 540 149 14 9.40% 96 64.43% 29 19.46% 10 6.71% 
Precinct 418 1532 3723 1206 116 9.62% 593 49.17% 390 32.34% 101 8,37% 
Precinct 419 1192 2082 898 110 12.25% 447 49.78% 267 29.73% 61 6.79% 
Precinct 420 1694 4127 1269 117 9.22% 563 44.37% 466 36.72% 113 8.90% 
Precinct 421 195 637 141 8 5.67% 58 41.13% 66 46.81% 8 5.67% 
Precinct 422 6 9 5 2 40.00% 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 2 40.00% 
Precinct 423 1238 4259 947 91 9.61% 459 48.47% 328 34.64% 65 6.86% 
Precinct 424 2086 5558 1585 210 13.25% 589 37.16% 624 39.37% 144 9.09% 
Precinct 425 27 76 19 8 42.11% 2 10.53% 7 36.84% 2 10.53% 
Precinct 426 32 74 24 3 12.50% 7 29.17% 11 45.83% 3 12.50% 
Precinct 427 371 1374 279 21 7.53% 117 41.94% 112 40.14% 28 10.04% 
Precinct 428 580 1938 447 44 9.84% 220 49.22% 149 33.33% 29 6.49% 
Precinct 429 1167 3712 891 103 11.56% 399 44.78% 296 33.22% 89 9.99% 
Precinct 432 104 403 82 6 7.32% 33 40.24% 34 41.46% 8 9.76% 
Precinct 433 1099 2664 837 95 11.35% 367 43.85% 305 36.44% 66 7.89% 
Precinct 434 2102 5748 1547 172 11.12% 728 47.06% 500 32.32% 135 8.73% 
Precinct 435 1816 4786 1375 166 12.07% 556 40.44% 505 36.73% 142 10.33% 
Precinct 436 1084 2553 828 89 10.75% 290 35.02% 363 43.84% 81 9.78% 
Precinct 437 39 79 32 3 9.38% 22 68.75% 4 12.50% 3 9.38% 
Precinct 438 254 618 180 25 13.89% 59 32.78% 62 34.44% 29 16.11% 

Precinct 439 656 2310 500 32 6.40% 232 46.40% 191 38.20% 42 8.40% 
Precinct 440 557 2040 450 48 10.67% 198 44.00% 157 34.89% 47 10.44% 
Precinct 441 30 82 28 0 0.00% 16 57.14% 12 42.86% 0 0.00% 
Precinct 442 1062 3250 765 76 9.93% 283 36.99% 319 41.70% 83 10.85% 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 

Precinct 

Precinct 444 
Precinct 445 

Precinct 446 
Precinct 448 
Precinct 451 
Precinct 452 
Precinct 453 
Precinct 454 
Precinct 455 

Total 

Official Results 
Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Re�istered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Ballots Reg. 
Cast Voters 

0 0 
0 2 

28 199 
380 914 
434 1436 

61 138 
8 9 
0 5 

691 2162 

129951 355381 

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Total 
Votes 

0 
0 

24 
290 
342 

41 
8 
0 

555 

99090 

Gregory A Homer Lynn Peterson Alisa Pyszka 

0 
0 
3 

27 
24 

3 
2 
0 

59 

9988 

0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 

0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 

12.50% 14 58,33% 7 29.17% 
9.31% 141 48.62% 101 34.83% 
7.02% 169 49.42% 115 33.63% 

7.32% 16 39.02% 11 26.83% 
25.00% 1 12.50% 4 50.00% 

0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 

10.63% 284 51.17% 175 31.53% 

10.08% 47409 47.84% 33052 33.36% 

I, Joe Nelson, Director of Assessment and 
Taxation and Ex-Officio County Clerk for 
Washington County, do hereby certify this 
to be a true and correct copy of the original. 
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Gary Lyndon Dye 

0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 

21 7.24% 
31 9.06% 
10 24.39% 

1 12.50% 
0 0.00% 

34 6.13% 

8014 8.09% 

Date: � /.;i r=f!?,.,1,-2-
By: 

� 
� 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts Page: 156 of 1288 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 141228
1 

Re�istered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Council President {Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Write-in Over Under 

Cast Voters Votes Votes Votes 

Precinct 302 1257 3869 937 11 1.17% a 320 

Precinct 303 82 194 64 a 0.00% a 18 

Precinct 304 523 1473 412 3 0.73% a 111 

Precinct 306 252 768 183 2 1.09% a 69 

Precinct 307 2173 6280 1711 12 0.70% a 462 

Precinct 309 2102 5545 1619 16 0.99% 2 481 

Precinct 31 0 a a a a 0.00% 0 a 

Precinct 312 0 13 a a 0.00% 0 a 

Precinct 313 3 5 a a 0.00% a 3 

Precinct 314 12 20 12 a 0.00% a 0 

Precinct 317 5 11 5 0 0.00% a a 

Precinct 318 1745 5228 1323 4 0.30% a 422 

Precinct 319 2133 7019 1646 7 0.43% 0 487 

Precinct 320 829 2399 609 4 0.66% 0 220 

Precinct 322 24 91 22 1 4.55% a 2 

Precinct 323 13 28 9 a 0.00% a 4 

Precinct 325 35 263 29 1 3.45% a 6 

Precinct 327 1830 5807 1465 9 0.61% a 365 

Precinct 328 a 0 a a 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 329 3593 9725 2836 22 0.78% a 757 

Precinct 331 936 3221 700 12 1.71% a 236 

Precinct 332 786 3633 624 5 0.80% a 162 

Precinct 333 1139 4964 886 3 0.34% 0 253 

Precinct 335 1831 3956 1420 5 0.35% 0 411 

Precinct 336 1397 3938 1084 7 0.65% 0 313 

Precinct 337 437 2024 324 2 0.62% a 113 

Precinct 338 1603 7242 1292 5 0.39% a 311 

Precinct 339 2070 7214 1531 14 0.91% 0 539 

Precinct 340 3416 8452 2529 17 0.67% 1 886 

Precinct 341 42 104 30 2 6.67% 0 12 

Precinct 342 19 40 18 a 0.00% a 1 

Precinct 343 1274 3365 997 6 0.60% a 277 

Precinct 344 1314 4074 995 8 0.80% 1 318 

Precinct 346 95 236 75 a 0.00% a 20 

Precinct 348 10 36 9 a 0.00% a 1 

Precinct 349 527 1343 425 6 1.41% a 102 

Precinct 350 3059 8663 2405 12 0.50% 0 654 

Precinct 351 916 4557 699 9 1.29% a 217 

Precinct 352 388 1940 308 3 0.97% a BO 

Precinct 353 1203 2812 917 9 0.98% a 286 

Precinct 354 1015 2289 785 4 0.51% 0 230 

Precinct 355 720 1754 548 4 0.73% a 172 

Precinct 356 749 2429 570 4 0.70% a 179 

Precinct 357 318 1309 251 5 1.99% a 67 

Precinct 358 1245 3318 997 3 0.30% 1 247 

Precinct 359 972 3032 770 4 0.52% 0 202 

Precinct 360 1138 3939 894 10 1.12% a 244 

Precinct 361 686 2907 557 1 0.18% a 129 

Precinct 362 3279 7792 2517 14 0.56% 1 761 

Precinct 363 1478 3703 1104 5 0.45% 0 374 

Precinct 364 2274 5132 1680 4 0.24% 0 594 

Precinct 365 2652 5271 2002 6 0.30% a 650 

Precinct 366 663 2120 490 2 0.41% a 173 

Precinct 367 2001 5157 1450 12 0.83% a 551 

Precinct 368 1775 4709 1321 4 0.30% 0 454 

Precinct 369 871 2097 652 7 1.07% 0 219 

Precinct 370 1079 2569 809 2 0.25% a 270 

Precinct 371 1150 2543 862 5 0.58% a 288 

Precinct 372 1004 1945 758 5 0.66% 0 246 

Precinct 374 9 10 4 a 0.00% a 5 

Precinct 375 143 315 105 0 0.00% a 38 

Precinct 376 973 2209 734 5 0.68% 0 239 

Precinct 377 1293 2770 935 2 0.21% a 358 
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Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Reaistered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Write-in Over Under 
Cast Voters Votes Votes Votes 

Precinct 378 479 1097 378 2 0.53% 0 101 
Precinct 379 1902 5129 1496 4 0-27% 0 406 
Precinct 380 1640 3555 1305 1 0.08% 0 335 
Precinct 381 162 439 129 0 0.00% 0 33 
Precinct 382 1616 5993 1263 18 1.43% 0 353 
Precinct 383 817 1901 637 1 0.16% 0 180 
Precinct 384 2534 5435 1865 7 0.38% 0 669 
Precinct 385 475 890 336 3 0.89% 0 139 
Precinct 386 1193 2262 891 3 0.34% 0 302 
Precinct 387 6 31 6 0 0.00% 0 0 
Precinct 388 100 382 81 1 1.23% 0 19 
Precinct 389 3576 9277 2734 19 0.69% 0 842 
Precinct 390 1239 2584 904 1 0.11% 1 334 
Precinct 391 169 588 136 2 1.47% 0 33 
Precinct 392 46 148 37 0 0.00% 0 9 
Precinct 393 383 700 297 1 0.34% 0 86 
Precinct 394 80 298 50 0 0.00% 0 30 
Precinct 395 2460 6868 1849 14 0.76% 1 610 
Precinct 396 464 91 366 4 1.09% 0 98 
Precinct 397 1401 3516 1075 8 0.74% 0 326 
Precinct 398 888 2135 621 4 0.64% 0 267 
Precinct 399 1090 2833 841 8 0.95% 0 249 
Precinct 400 1554 4782 1166 7 0.60% 0 388 
Precinct 401 1086 2039 839 3 0.36% 1 246 
Precinct 402 3149 7865 2377 18 0.76% 0 772 
Precinct 403 684 1639 487 3 0.62% 0 197 
Precinct 404 2494 7354 1990 13 0.65% 1 503 
Precinct 405 4058 9155 3007 15 0.50% 0 1051 
Precinct 406 835 2497 667 3 0.45% 1 167 
Precinct 407 497 911 352 1 0.28% 0 145 
Precinct 408 195 423 157 0 0.00% 0 38 
Precinct 409 2113 5853 1621 10 0.62% 0 492 
Precinct 410 581 1716 427 9 2.11% 0 154 
Precinct 411 316 1266 248 0 0.00% 0 68 
Precinct 412 931 2221 677 6 0.89% 0 254 
Precinct 413 733 1822 544 1 0.18% 0 189 
Precinct 414 252 602 183 1 0.55% 0 69 
Precinct 415 355 1200 270 2 0.74% 0 85 
Precinct 416 125 506 92 0 0.00% 0 33 
Precinct 417 188 540 149 0 0.00% 0 39 
Precinct 418 1532 3723 1206 6 0.50% 0 326 
Precinct 419 1192 2082 898 13 1.45% 0 294 
Precinct 420 1694 4127 1269 10 0.79% 0 425 
Precinct 421 195 637 141 1 0.71% 0 54 
Precinct 422 6 9 5 0 0,00% 0 1 
Precinct 423 1238 4259 947 4 0,42% 0 291 
Precinct 424 2086 5558 1585 18 1.14% 0 501 
Precinct 425 27 76 19 0 0.00% 0 8 
Precinct 426 32 74 24 0 0.00% 0 8 
Precinct 427 371 1374 279 1 0.36% 0 92 
Precinct 428 580 1938 447 5 1.12% 0 133 
Precinct 429 1167 3712 891 4 0.45% 0 276 
Precinct 432 104 403 82 1 1.22% 0 22 
Precinct 433 1099 2664 837 4 0.48% 0 262 
Precinct 434 2102 5748 1547 12 0.78% 0 555 
Precinct 435 1816 4786 1375 6 0.44% 1 440 
Precinct 436 1084 2553 828 5 0.60% 0 256 
Precinct 437 39 79 32 0 0.00% 0 7 
Precinct 438 254 618 180 5 2.78% 0 74 
Precinct 439 656 2310 500 3 0.60% 0 156 
Precinct 440 557 2040 450 0 0.00% 0 107 
Precinct 441 30 82 28 0 0.00% 0 2 
Precinct 442 1062 3250 765 4 0.52% 0 297 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Precinct 

Precinct 444 
Precinct 445 

Precinct 446 
Precinct 448 
Precinct 451 

Precinct 452 
Precinct 453 
Precinct 454 
Precinct 455 

Total 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Registered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Ballots Reg. 
Cast Voters 

0 0 

0 2 

28 199 

380 914 
434 1436 

61 138 
8 9 

0 5 

691 2162 

129951 355381 

Metro Council President (Vote for 1) 

Total 
Votes 

0 
0 

24 
290 
342 

41 
8 
0 

555 

99090 

Write-in Over Under 

0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
1 
0 
0 
3 

627 

Votes Votes 

0.00% 0 0 
0.00% 0 0 
0.00% 0 4 
0.00% 0 90 
0.88% 0 92 
2.44% 0 20 
0.00% 0 0 
0.00% 0 0 
0.54% 0 136 

0.63% 12 30849 

I, Joe Nelson, Director of Assessment and 
Taxation and Ex-Officio County Clerk for 
Washington County, do hereby certify this 
to be a true and correct copy of the original. 
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Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Re�istered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Auditor (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Brian Evans Write-in Over Under 

Cast Voters Votes Votes Votes 

Precinct 302 1257 3869 667 654 98.05% 13 1.95% 0 590 

Precinct 303 82 194 34 34 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 48 

Precinct 304 523 1473 293 291 99.32% 2 0.68% 0 230 

Precinct 306 252 768 134 132 98.51% 2 1.49% 0 118 

Precinct 307 2173 6280 1282 1246 97.19% 36 2.81% 0 891 

Precinct 309 2102 5545 1134 1123 99.03% 11 0.97% 0 968 

Precinct 310 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 312 0 13 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 313 3 5 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Precinct 314 12 20 7 7 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 5 

Precinct 317 5 11 2 2 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Precinct 318 1745 5228 999 985 98.60% 14 1.40% 0 746 

Precinct 319 2133 7019 1244 1230 98.87% 14 1.13% 0 889 

Precinct 320 829 2399 469 464 98.93% 5 1.07% 0 360 

Precinct 322 24 91 9 9 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 15 

Precinct 323 13 28 6 6 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 7 

Precinct 325 35 263 26 25 96.15% 1 3.85% 0 9 

Precinct 327 1830 5807 1105 1086 98.28% 19 1.72% 0 725 

Precinct 328 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 329 3593 9725 2070 2026 97.87% 44 2.13% 0 1523 

Precinct 331 936 3221 519 505 97.30% 14 2.70% 0 417 

Precinct 332 786 3633 487 479 98.36% 8 1.64% 0 299 

Precinct 333 1139 4964 713 704 98.74% 9 1.26% 0 426 

Precinct 335 1831 3956 1041 1029 98.85% 12 1.15% 0 790 

Precinct 336 1397 3938 806 790 98.01% 16 1.99% 0 591 

Precinct 337 437 2024 262 258 98.47% 4 1.53% 0 175 

Precinct 338 1603 7242 989 977 98.79% 12 1.21% 0 614 

Precinct 339 2070 7214 1172 1145 97.70% 27 2.30% 0 898 

Precinct 340 3416 8452 1845 1806 97.89% 39 2.11% 0 1571 

Precinct 341 42 104 19 17 89.47% 2 10.53% 0 23 

Precinct 342 19 40 16 16 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Precinct 343 1274 3365 737 730 99.05% 7 0.95% 0 537 

Precinct 344 1314 4074 711 694 97.61% 17 2.39% 0 603 

Precinct 346 95 236 47 44 93.62% 3 6.38% 0 48 

Precinct 348 10 36 4 4 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 6 

Precinct 349 527 1343 308 292 94.81% 16 5.19% 0 219 

Precinct 350 3059 8663 1724 1698 98.49% 26 1.51% 0 1335 

Precinct 351 916 4557 522 509 97.51% 13 2.49% 0 394 

Precinct 352 388 1940 216 212 98.15% 4 1.85% 0 172 

Precinct 353 1203 2812 597 581 97.32% 16 2.68% 0 606 

Precinct 354 1015 2289 584 576 98.63% 8 1.37% 0 431 

Precinct 355 720 1754 385 383 99.48% 2 0.52% 0 335 

Precinct 356 749 2429 411 404 98.30% 7 1.70% 0 338 

Precinct 357 318 1309 171 169 98.83% 2 1.17% 0 147 

Precinct 358 1245 3318 696 691 99.28% 5 0.72% 0 549 

Precinct 359 972 3032 604 596 98.68% 8 1.32% 0 368 

Precinct 360 1138 3939 667 656 98.35% 11 1.65% 0 471 

Precinct 361 686 2907 414 410 99.03% 4 0.97% 0 272 

Precinct 362 3279 7792 1840 1817 98.75% 23 1.25% 0 1439 

Precinct 363 1478 3703 790 781 98.86% 9 1.14% 0 688 

Precinct 364 2274 5132 1157 1143 98.79% 14 1.21% 0 1117 

Precinct 365 2652 5271 1358 1343 98.90% 15 1.10% 0 1294 

Precinct 366 663 2120 345 338 97.97% 7 2.03% 0 318 

Precinct 367 2001 5157 1091 1072 98.26% 19 1.74% 0 910 

Precinct 368 1775 4709 984 977 99.29% 7 0.71% 0 791 

Precinct 369 871 2097 453 449 99.12% 4 0.88% 0 418 

Precinct 370 1079 2569 589 580 98.47% 9 1.53% 0 490 

Precinct 371 1150 2543 649 642 98.92% 7 1.08% 0 501 

Precinct 372 1004 1945 539 529 98.14% 10 1.86% 0 465 

Precinct 374 9 10 2 2 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 7 

Precinct 375 143 315 68 68 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 75 

Precinct 376 973 2209 506 498 98.42% 8 1.58% 0 467 

Precinct 377 1293 2770 689 686 99.56% 3 0.44% 0 604 
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All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Reaistered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Auditor (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Brian Evans Write-in Over Under 

Gast Voters Votes Votes Votes 

Precinct 378 479 1097 256 254 99.22% 2 0.78% 0 223 

Precinct 379 1902 5129 1084 1069 98.62% 15 1.38% 0 818 

Precinct 380 1640 3555 861 855 99.30% 6 0.70% 0 779 

Precinct 381 162 439 88 88 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 74 

Precinct 382 1616 5993 941 922 97.98% 19 2.02% 0 675 

Precinct 383 817 1901 443 439 99.10% 4 0.90% 0 374 

Precinct 384 2534 5435 1347 1337 99.26% 10 0.74% 0 1187 

Precinct 385 475 890 220 219 99.55% 1 0.45% 0 255 

Precinct 386 1193 2262 590 585 99.15% 5 0.85% 0 603 

Precinct 387 6 31 5 5 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 1 

Precinct 388 100 382 62 59 95.16% 3 4.84% 0 38 

Precinct 389 3576 9277 2002 1964 98.10% 38 1.90% 0 1574 

Precinct 390 1239 2584 706 700 99.15% 6 0.85% 0 533 

Precinct 391 169 588 91 88 96.70% 3 3.30% 0 78 

Precinct 392 46 148 25 25 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 21 

Precinct 393 383 700 212 208 98.11% 4 1.89% 0 171 

Precinct 394 80 298 45 45 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 35 

Precinct 395 2460 6868 1384 1364 98.55% 20 1.45% 0 1076 

Precinct 396 464 91 266 261 98.12% 5 1.88% 0 198 

Precinct 397 1401 3516 760 743 97.76% 17 2.24% 0 641 

Precinct 398 888 2135 417 398 95.44% 19 4.56% 0 471 

Precinct 399 1090 2833 603 593 98.34% 10 1.66% 0 487 

Precinct 400 1554 4782 814 793 97.42% 21 2.58% 0 740 

Precinct 401 1086 2039 597 591 98.99% 6 1.01% 0 489 

Precinct 402 3149 7865 1745 1725 98.85% 20 1.15% 0 1404 

Precinct 403 684 1639 336 331 98.51% 5 1.49% 0 348 

Precinct 404 2494 7354 1447 1427 98.62% 20 1.38% 0 1047 

Precinct 405 4058 9155 2321 2288 98.58% 33 1.42% 0 1737 

Precinct 406 835 2497 523 518 99.04% 5 0.96% 0 312 

Precinct 407 497 911 264 263 99.62% 1 0.38% 0 233 

Precinct 408 195 423 114 111 97.37% 3 2.63% 0 81 

Precinct 409 2113 5853 1172 1146 97.78% 26 2.22% 0 941 

Precinct 41 O 581 1716 315 308 97.78% 7 2.22% 0 266 

Precinct 411 316 1266 210 209 99.52% 1 0.48% 0 106 

Precinct 412 931 2221 458 454 99.13% 4 0.87% 0 473 

Precinct 413 733 1822 436 435 99.77% 1 0.23% 0 297 

Precinct 414 252 602 125 124 99.20% 1 0.80% 0 127 

Precinct 415 355 1200 191 188 98.43% 3 1.57% 0 164 

Precinct 416 125 506 69 67 97.10% 2 2.90% 0 56 

Precinct 417 188 540 125 124 99.20% 1 0.80% 0 63 

Precinct 418 1532 3723 884 867 98.08% 17 1.92% 0 648 

Precinct 419 1192 2082 715 700 97.90% 15 2.10% 0 477 

Precinct 420 1694 4127 896 881 98.33% 15 1.67% 0 798 

Precinct 421 195 637 99 97 97.98% 2 2.02% 0 96 

Precinct 422 6 9 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 6 

Precinct 423 1238 4259 717 708 98.74% 9 1.26% 0 521 

Precinct 424 2086 5558 1207 1184 98.09% 23 1.91% 0 879 

Precinct 425 27 76 14 14 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 13 

Precinct 426 32 74 18 18 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 14 

Precinct 427 371 1374 222 221 99.55% 1 0.45% 0 149 

Precinct 428 580 1938 321 314 97.82% 7 2.18% 0 259 

Precinct 429 1167 3712 652 638 97.85% 14 2.15% 0 515 

Precinct 432 104 403 53 53 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 51 

Precinct 433 1099 2664 611 604 98.85% 7 1.15% 0 488 

Precinct 434 2102 5748 1155 1139 98.61% 16 1.39% 0 947 

Precinct 435 1816 4786 998 982 98.40% 16 1.60% 0 818 

Precinct 436 1084 2553 593 586 98.82% 7 1.18% 0 491 

Precinct 437 39 79 19 19 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 20 

Precinct 438 254 618 112 102 91.07% 10 8.93% 0 142 

Precinct 439 656 2310 411 404 98.30% 7 1.70% 0 245 

Precinct 440 557 2040 354 348 98.31% 6 1.69% 0 203 

Precinct 441 30 82 22 22 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 8 

Precinct 442 1062 3250 602 595 98.84% 7 1.16% 0 460 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 

Precinct 

Precinct 444 
Precinct 445 

Precinct 446 
Precinct 448 
Precinct 451 
Precinct 452 
Precinct 453 
Precinct 454 
Precinct 465 

Total 

Official Results 
Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Registered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Ballots Reg. 
Cast Voters 

0 0 
0 2 

28 199 

380 914 

434 1436 

61 138 

8 9 

0 5 

691 2162 

129951 355381 

Metro Auditor (Vote for 1) 

Total 
Votes 

0 
0 

19 
205 
278 

26 
6 
0 

439 

72526 

Brian Evans Write-in Over Under 
Votes Votes 

0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 
0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

19 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 9 

205 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 175 

269 96.76% 9 3.24% 0 156 

23 88.46% 3 11.54% 0 35 

6 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 2 

0 

434 

71395 

0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

98.86% 5 1.14% 0 252 

98.44% 1131 1.56% 0 57425 

I, Joe Nelson, Director of Assessment and 
Taxation and Ex-Officio County Clerk for 
Washington County, do hereby certify this 
to be a true and com:cl copy of the original. 

�;�

=
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All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Precinct 

Precinct 348 
Precinct 394 

Total 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Registered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Ballots Reg. 
Cast Voters 

10 36 
0 0 

10 36 

Metro Councilor, District 2 (Vote for 1) 

Total 
Votes 

9 
0 

9 

Christine Lewis Mei Wong Write-in 

4 
0 

4 

44.44% 5 55.56% 0 0.00% 
0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 

44.44% 5 55.56% 0 0.00% 

I, Joe Nelson, Director of Assessment and
Taxat!on and Ex-Officio County Clerk for
Washington County, do hereby certify this
to be a true and correct copy of the original.

�;:" ;a�& 
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Over Under 
Votes Votes 

0 1 

0 0 

0 
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All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Re�istered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Metro Councilor, District 4 (Vote for 1) 

Precinct Ballots Reg. Total Juan Carlos James A Ball Write-in Over Under 

Cast Voters Votes Gonzalez Votes Votes 

Precinct 303 33 78 19 9 47.37% 10 52.63% 0 0.00% 0 14 

Precinct 306 252 768 182 122 67.03% 60 32.97% 0 0.00% 0 70 

Precinct 307 2173 6280 1673 910 54.39% 735 43.93% 28 1.67% 0 500 

Precinct 309 2102 5545 1572 983 62.53% 573 36.45% 16 1.02% 0 530 

Precinct 310 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 312 0 13 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 313 3 5 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 3 

Precinct 314 12 20 11 5 45.45% 6 54.55% 0 0.00% 0 1 

Precinct 317 5 11 5 2 40.00% 3 60.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 318 1745 5228 1303 756 58.02% 539 41.37% 8 0.61% 0 442 

Precinct 319 2133 7019 1592 963 60.49% 617 38.76% 12 0.75% 0 541 

Precinct 325 35 263 30 26 86.67% 3 10.00% 1 3.33% 0 5 

Precinct 327 1303 4170 1001 608 60.74% 386 38.56% 7 0.70% 0 302 

Precinct 328 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 329 3593 9725 2761 1858 67.29% 877 31.76% 26 0.94% 0 832 

Precinct 331 936 3221 656 397 60.52% 248 37.80% 11 1.68% 0 280 

Precinct 332 786 3633 609 423 69.46% 185 30.38% 1 0.16% 0 177 

Precinct 333 1139 4964 878 609 69.36% 263 29.95% 6 0.68% 0 261 

Precinct 335 1831 3956 1395 835 59.86% 546 39.14% 14 1.00% 0 436 

Precinct 336 1397 3938 1068 634 59.36% 423 39.61% 11 1.03% 0 329 

Precinct 337 437 2024 325 201 61.85% 120 36.92% 4 1.23% 0 112 

Precinct 338 1603 7242 1261 682 54.08% 568 45.04% 11 0.87% 2 340 

Precinct 339 2070 7214 1526 854 55.96% 660 43.25% 12 0.79% 0 544 

Precinct 340 3416 8452 2470 1461 59.15% 977 39.55% 32 1.30% 0 946 

Precinct 341 42 104 31 12 38.71% 17 54.84% 2 6.45% 0 11 

Precinct 342 19 40 18 12 66.67% 6 33.33% 0 0.00% 0 1 

Precinct 343 1274 3365 968 563 58.16% 392 40.50% 13 1.34% 0 306 

Precinct 344 1314 4074 980 608 62.04% 362 36.94% 10 1.02% 0 334 

Precinct 346 95 236 69 32 46.38% 33 47.83% 4 5.80% 0 26 

Precinct 352 388 1940 300 227 75.67% 69 23.00% 4 1.33% 0 88 

Precinct 353 140 420 111 77 69.37% 32 28.83% 2 1 80% 0 29 

Precinct 355 720 1754 526 363 69.01% 160 30.42% 3 0.57% 0 194 

Precinct 356 749 2429 553 328 59.31% 223 40.33% 2 0.36% 0 196 

Precinct 357 318 1309 244 138 56.56% 103 42.21% 3 1.23% 0 74 

Precinct 358 1245 3318 965 620 64.25% 342 35.44% 3 0.31% 0 280 

Precinct 359 972 3032 744 508 68.28% 229 30.78% 7 0.94% 0 228 

Precinct 360 1138 3939 889 581 65.35% 301 33.86% 7 0.79% 0 249 

Precinct 361 652 2832 522 392 75.10% 125 23.95% 5 0.96% 0 130 

Precinct 362 3279 7792 2426 1675 69.04% 734 30.26% 17 0.70% 0 853 

Precinct 363 1478 3703 1062 770 72.50% 286 26.93% 6 0.56% 0 416 

Precinct 364 2274 5132 1579 1005 63.65% 561 35.53% 13 0.82% 0 695 

Precinct 365 453 1045 313 208 66.45% 104 33.23% 1 0.32% 0 140 

Precinct 366 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 367 2001 5157 1410 901 63.90% 498 35.32% 11 0.78% 0 591 

Precinct 368 1775 4709 1273 848 66.61% 421 33.07% 4 0.31% 0 502 

Precinct 369 871 2097 604 379 62.75% 220 36.42% 5 0.83% 0 267 

Precinct 370 1079 2569 777 507 65.25% 263 33.85% 7 0.90% 0 302 

Precinct 371 1150 2543 833 553 66.39% 279 33.49% 1 0.12% 0 317 

Precinct 372 1004 1945 738 542 73.44% 190 25.75% 6 0.81% 0 266 

Precinct 374 9 10 5 1 20.00% 4 80.00% 0 0.00% 0 4 

Precinct 376 973 2209 706 456 64.59% 246 34.84% 4 0.57% 0 267 

Precinct 377 1293 2770 882 527 59.75% 351 39.80% 4 0.45% 0 411 

Precinct 378 479 1097 356 254 71.35% 100 28.09% 2 0.56% 0 123 

Precinct 382 981 3848 755 457 60.53% 292 38.68% 6 0.79% 0 226 

Precinct 383 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 384 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 386 1 0 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 387 6 31 6 5 83.33% 1 16.67% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 390 1239 2584 886 551 62.19% 331 37.36% 4 0.45% 0 353 

Precinct 392 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0 

Precinct 403 684 1639 457 291 63.68% 164 35.89% 2 0.44% 0 227 

Precinct 406 835 2497 646 489 75.70% 154 23.84% 3 0.46% 0 189 

Precinct 408 100 208 79 50 63.29% 29 36.71% 0 0.00% 0 21 



Ballots Cast per Contest with Precincts 
Washington County, May 17, 2022 Primary 

All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Precinct 

Precinct 422 
Precinct 439 
Precinct 440 
Precinct 445 
Precinct 446 
Precinct 451 

Total 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Registered Voters: 3827071 Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Ballots Reg. 
Cast Voters 

6 9 
656 2310 
557 2040 

0 2 
28 199 

434 1436 

59715 172142 

Metro Councilor, District 4 (Vote for 1) 

Total 
Votes 

4 
486 
434 

0 
23 

341 

44339 

Juan Carlos James A Ball Write-in 
Gonzalez 

0 0.00% 4 100.00% 0 0.00% 
337 69.34% 146 30.04% 3 0.62% 
265 61.06% 167 38.48% 2 0.46% 

0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 
15 65.22% 8 34.78% 0 0.00% 

224 65.69% 115 33.72% 2 0.59% 

28109 63.40% 15862 35.77% 368 0.83% 

I, Joe Nelson, Director of Assessment and 
Taxation and Ex-Officio County Clerk for 
Washington County, do hereby certify this 
to be a true and corm.:t copy of the original. 

Date: St!� By:.___.,���i\ -: 
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Over Under 
Votes Votes 

0 2 
0 170 
0 123 
0 0 
0 5 
0 93 

2 15374 
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All Precincts, All Districts, All Counter Groups, All ScanStations, All Contests, All Boxes 
Official Results 

Precinct 

Precinct 353 
Precinct 386 
Precinct 392 

Total 

Total Ballots Cast: 1412281 Registered Voters: 382707, Overall Turnout: 36.90%

Ballots Reg. 
Cast Voters 
278 462 

1192 2262 
5 12 

1475 2736 

Metro Councilor, District 6 (Vote for 1) 

Total 
Votes 

183 
816 

2 

1001 

Duncan Hwang Terri Preeg Write-in 

127 
473 

1 

601 

Riggsb� 
69.40% 53 28.96% 3 1.64% 
57.97% 338 41.42% 5 0.61% 
50.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 

60.04% 392 39.16% 8 0.80% 

I, Joe Nelson, Director of Assessment and 
Taxation and Ex-Officio County Clerk for 
Washington County, <lo hereby certify this 

�;�::��
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Over Under 
Votes Votes 

0 95 
0 376 
0 3 

0 474 



Department of Community Services 

Elections Division ● Tim Scott, Director 

1040 SE Morrison St. •  Portland Oregon 97214 • Phone: 503.988.(VOTE) 8683 • MultnomahVotes.gov 

Canvass of Votes 

ORS 255.295 provides for the district election authority to canvass the official abstract of votes cast 
for members of the district board and to cause the election officer to issue certificates of election to 
the winners. 

Please read carefully and complete this form. Return the form promptly so certificates of election or 
nomination can be mailed to the newly elected board members. 

The district election authority for Metro, in accordance with ORS 255.295, has canvassed the 
abstract of votes cast on May 17, 2022 for members of the district board. 

It has been determined those persons having received the highest number of votes are qualified 

and the election officer of Multnomah County is hereby instructed to issue certificates of election or 

nomination to the General Election to said persons. (Any exceptions are noted below.) 

Date Signature of district election authority 

EXHIBIT B TO RESOLUTION 22-5276
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Tuesday, May 3, 2022

9:30 AM

Metro

600 NE Grand Ave.

Portland, OR 97232-2736

oregonmetro.gov

https://zoom.us/j/615079992 (Webinar ID: 615079992) or 

888-475-4499 (toll free)

Council meeting

Minutes



May 3, 2022Council meeting Minutes

1. Call to Order and Roll Call

Council President Peterson called the Metro Council Meeting 

to order at 9:30 a.m. 

2. Public Communication

Council President Peterson opened the meeting to members 

of the public wanting to testify on a non-agenda items.  

Commissioner Mark Shull, Clackamas County 

Commissioner Shull stated that Clackamas County has 

expressed concerns with the projected increased solid 

waste disposal fee and explained that Clackamas County is 

hoping for further coordination and discussion about the 

fee increase that clarify how the increased revenue will be 

used and benefit residents across the region. 

Chris Smith, No More Freeways 

Chris discussed the differential impact auxiliary lanes VS 

through lanes have on climate change and urged council to 

consider their commitment to three lane highways. 

Doug Larson, Cathedral Park Resident

Doug expressed issue with revenue resources being 

directed to projects that are not accessible to all Portland 

residents. Doug finished his testimony by asking council to 

follow through with the funding to clean up Willamette 

Cove. 

3. Presentations

3.1 Budget Committee Meeting- Budget Amendments

Council President Peterson introduced Marissa Madrigal 

(she/her), and 

Brian Kennedy (he/him)

2



May 3, 2022Council meeting Minutes

Staff pulled up the FY23 Proposed Budget Presentation on 

budget deliberation and public hearing to present to Council.

Staff summarized key proprieties from previous department 

budget presentations, the WPES budget amendment, and 

next steps. 

Council Discussion 

Councilor Rosenthal recommended including a line item 

under goals and objectives for P five to mention operation 

upgrades that are needed. He continued on to advocate for 

an additional FTE into the budget for the Willamette Cove 

project, in addition to additional emphases on Highway 99 

W. 

Councilor Gonzalez questioned staff on specific incentives 

and tools that can be created through the budget to bring 

communities of color together. 

Marissa explained there are different incentives and 

discounts used to lure business to Oregon and the 

Convention Center. 

Councilor Lewis expressed a desire to continue the 

conversation around venues and discussed possible budget 

notes addressing the Expo Center and Supportive Housing 

Services. 

Councilor Rosenthal asked staff to clarify and provide a 

budget trend line curve that shows pre pandemic, during 

pandemic, and suggested future trends. 

Councilor Hwang questioned if there are plans to extend the 

onetime 3 million state allocated funds that are going 

3



May 3, 2022Council meeting Minutes

towards expanding RID patrol and illegal dumping clean ups. 

Marissa explained the one time funding is spent on 1 year 

contracts that are made with external non-profits and local 

businesses

3.1.1 Public Hearing for Res 22-5252

There was none. 

4. Other Business

4.1 I5BRP Regular Update: Auxiliary Lanes Considerations

Council President Peterson called on Margi Bradway, Ryan 

LeProwse, Matt Bin, Shilipa Mallem, and John Willis to 

present to Council. 

Staff pulled up the Metro Council Update on Ramp-to-ramp 

Connections (Auxiliary Lanes) slide show to present to 

Council.

Ryan LeProwse summarized the IBR background and 

traffic/design information, traffic growth rates, average 

weekday volumes for vehicles and freight, interstate bridge 

hourly profiles, origin and destination patterns for drivers, 

hours of backup, crash data over a five year period, and 

safety issues. 

Council Discussion:

Councilor Rosenthal questioned what the predicted peak 

capacity would be at peak house without congestion and if 

there is a difference in crash rates going north bound vs 

south bound. 

Ryan responded that the capacity is about 5000 with the 

demand being higher today and that the crash rates 

approaching the bridges north bound and south bound are 

4
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similar. 

Staff pulled up the Ramp-to-ramp Connections (Auxiliary 

Lanes) slide show to present to Council.

Ryan defined auxiliary lanes, explained where in the 

program area auxiliary lanes exist, IBR program design 

considerations, auxiliary lane options, future volume and 

mode share forecasting, tolling sensitivity analysis, issues 

auxiliary lanes will address, and program option 

comparison. 

Council Discussion:

Councilor Rosenthal asked if staff evaluated the option of 

removing any exits and entrances by replacing them with 

surface connections, what percentage of the 18-23% 

through hall trips get diverted to 205, and requested 

clarification on what specifically has been included into the 

Oregon mobility pricing. 

Councilor Nolan asked if staff has gathered data that 

compares the current width of the concert in the project 

area to what the width of the paved surface would be if the 

staff recommended project were to be adopted. 

John Willis explained the NEPA portion of the project will 

begin in summer of 2022, and will help the team understand 

the project impacts. 

Councilor Nolan asked for clarification on how staff is 

claiming tolling wont impact commute trips while also 

claiming the project design, which includes tolling, will 

impact peak time commute trips. 

Matt Bihn explained there is a lot more demand for transit 

5
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than being provided during peak congestion hours on light 

rail and buses. 

Councilor Craddick asked what the capacity of the new 

bridge will be compared to the capacity of the current 

bridge, and what impact the change has on CO2. 

John explained more quality data will come later in the 

project. 

Councilor Craddick question if the project has a specific CO2 

admission drop target. 

John explained the team has set up a climate technical 

working group and are working on a target. 

Councilor Gonzalez expressed a need to focus on the 

climate metrics and outcomes for the project and asked 

how the proposed additional capacity is being considered vs 

other project options such as tolling. 

Ryan explained the work commuting trips are not affected 

by tolling or the peak period so for that reason, safety 

features are needed. 

Margi added that on June 22nd there will be an expert panel 

review in which expert speakers around the nation will give 

staff advice on their own model as well as the best ways to 

measure greenhouse gas levels at the project level. 

Councilor Lewis stated that project is aiming to reduce trips 

for the 75% of riders within the 7 interchanges, and asked 

what model characteristics are being used to help protect 

the other 25% and reduce their trips.

Ryan explained auxiliary lanes can be used to help facilitate 

movement and avoid safety issues from drivers who use the 

6
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road in a variety of ways. 

Council President Lynn Peterson asked how interstate 

traffic vs local traffic will be prioritized in the project.

Shilipa explained this question will be addressed more in the 

design phase. 

Councilor Hwang ask for clarification between one auxiliary 

lane vs two auxiliary lanes. 

Ryan explained the technical design and uses of one 

auxiliary lane vs two auxiliary lanes. 

Councilor Hwang ask for clarification if additional auxiliary 

lanes actually decrease greenhouse gases. 

Shilipa explained with reduced congestion there would be 

reduced greenhouse gases.  

Councilor Hwang recalled in the presentation staff stated 

that more auxiliary lanes means increased additional modal 

options and asked for clarification if increased modal 

transportation is being included in other project options. 

Margi explained that increased modal transportation is a 

key characteristic of all project options.

Councilor Rosenthal ask if the auxiliary lanes are being 

designed for local or interstate travelers. 

John explained the auxiliary lanes are a function of closely 

spaced inter changes which included a combination of local 

and interstate travelers. 

Margi shared next steps for the Interstate Bridge project. 

7
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5. Chief Operating Officer Communication

Marissa Madrigal provided an update on the following 

events or items: 

· Welcomed Marta McGuire as the new director of

WPES

6. Councilor Communication

Councilors provided updates on the following meetings and 

events: 

· Councilor Hwang provided an update on his

testimony to the Portland City Council about 82nd

avenue being under city control.

7. Adjourn

There being no further business, Council President Peterson 

adjourned the Metro Council Meeting at 11:40 Respectfully 

submitted,

Brianna Dolbin, Legislative Assistant 
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Ordinance No. 22-1481, For the Purpose of Annexing to the Metro District Boundary 

Approximately 23.85 acres located in the vicinity of SW Frog Pond Lane in Wilsonville 
 

Ordinances    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Metro Council Meeting  
Thursday, June 30th, 2022 



 

BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL 
 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ANNEXING TO THE 
METRO DISTRICT BOUNDARY 
APPROXIMATELY 23.85 ACRES LOCATED IN 
THE VICINITY OF SW FROG POND LANE IN 
WILSONVILLE 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDINANCE NO. 22-1481 
 
Introduced by Chief Operating Officer  
Marissa Madrigal with the Concurrence of 
Council President Lynn Peterson 

 
 
 WHEREAS, West Hills Land Development LLC has submitted a complete application for 
annexation of 23.85 acres located in the vicinity of SW Frog Pond Lane in Wilsonville (“the territory”) to 
the Metro District; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Metro Council added the Wilsonville area to the urban growth boundary (UGB), 
including the territory, by Ordinance No. 02-969B on December 5, 2002; and 
 

WHEREAS, Title 11 (Planning for New Urban Areas) of the Urban Growth Management 
Functional Plan requires annexation to the district prior to application of land use regulations intended to 
allow urbanization of the territory; and 
  
 WHEREAS, Metro has received consent to the annexation from the owners of the land in the 
territory; and 
 

WHEREAS, the proposed annexation complies with Metro Code 3.09.070; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Council held a public hearing on the proposed amendment on June 30, 2022; 

now, therefore, 
 
 THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1. The Metro District Boundary Map is hereby amended, as indicated in Exhibit A, attached 
and incorporated into this ordinance. 

 
2. The proposed annexation meets the criteria in section 3.09.070 of the Metro Code, as 

demonstrated in the Staff Report dated June 9, 2022, attached and incorporated into this 
ordinance. 

 
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this ___ day of July 2022. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 _________________________________________  
Lynn Peterson, Council President 
 

 
Attest: 
 
 
______________________________________ 
Connor Ayers, Recording Secretary 

 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________________________ 
Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney 
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STAFF REPORT 
 
 

IN CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 22-1481, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ANNEXING 
TO THE METRO DISTRICT BOUNDARY APPROXIMATELY 23.85 ACRES LOCATED IN 
THE VICINITY OF SW FROG POND LANE IN WILSONVILLE 
 

              
 
Date: June 9, 2022 Prepared by: Tim O’Brien  
Department: Planning, Development & Research   Principal Regional Planner 
              
 
BACKGROUND 
 
CASE:  AN-0422, Annexation to Metro District Boundary 
 
PETITIONER: West Hills Land Development LLC  
  3330 NW Yeon Ave, Suite 200 
  Portland, OR 97210 
 
PROPOSAL:  The petitioner requests annexation of land in Wilsonville to the Metro District Boundary.  
 
LOCATION: The land area is approximately 23.85 acres in size, is located in the vicinity of SW Frog 

Pond Lane and can be seen in Attachment 1. 
 
ZONING: The land is zoned for residential use (RN).  
 
The land was added to the urban growth boundary (UGB) in 2002 and is part of the Frog Pond Area Plan 
and Frog Pond West Master Plan area that was adopted by Wilsonville. The land must be annexed into 
the Metro District for urbanization to occur.  
 
APPLICABLE REVIEW CRITERIA 
 
The criteria for an expedited annexation to the Metro District Boundary are contained in Metro Code 
Section 3.09.070. 
 
3.09.070 Changes to Metro’s Boundary 

(E) The following criteria shall apply in lieu of the criteria set forth in subsection (d) of section 
3.09.050. The Metro Council’s final decision on a boundary change shall include findings and 
conclusions to demonstrate that: 
 

1. The affected territory lies within the UGB; 
 
Staff Response: 
The land in Wilsonville was brought into the UGB in 2002 through the Metro Council’s adoption of 
Ordinance No. 02-969B, thus the affected territory lies within the UGB.   
 

2. The territory is subject to measures that prevent urbanization until the territory is annexed to 
a city or to service districts that will provide necessary urban services; and 
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Staff Response: 
Urban Growth Management Functional Plan Title 11: Planning for New Urban Areas requires that new 
urban areas be annexed into the Metro District Boundary prior to urbanization of the area. The City of 
Wilsonville adopted the Frog Pond Area Plan in 2015. As a follow-up to the area plan and in anticipation 
of forthcoming development, Wilsonville adopted the Frog Pond Master Plan in July 2017. The subject 
properties are in the process of being annexed to the City of Wilsonville. Thus the affected territory was 
subject to measures that prevented urbanization until the territory is annexed to the city and any necessary 
service districts. 
 

3. The proposed change is consistent with any applicable cooperative or urban service 
agreements adopted pursuant to ORS Chapter 195 and any concept plan.  

 
Staff Response: 
The subject property is part of the Frog Pond Area Plan adopted by the City of Wilsonville in 2015 and 
the Frog Pond West Master Plan adopted by the City in 2019. The proposed annexation is required by 
Wilsonville as part of a land use application and is consistent with the area plan and master plan. Thus the 
inclusion of the property within the Metro District is consistent with all applicable plans and agreements.  
 
ANALYSIS/INFORMATION 
 
Known Opposition: There is no known opposition to this application.   
 
Legal Antecedents: Metro Code 3.09.070 allows for annexation to the Metro District boundary. 
 
Anticipated Effects: This amendment will add approximately 23.85 acres in Wilsonville to the Metro 
District. The land is currently within the UGB and approval of this request will allow for the urbanization 
of the land to occur consistent with the Frog Pond West Master Plan. 
 
Budget Impacts: The applicant was required to file an application fee to cover all costs of processing this 
annexation request, thus there is no budget impact. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
  
Staff recommends adoption of Ordinance No. 22-1481. 
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Financial Condition of Metro

FY 2011-12 to FY 2020-21

Office of the Metro Auditor



Scope & Methodology
• Based on International City/County 

Management Association

• Data primarily from Annual Comprehensive 
Financial Report (ACFR)

• Analysis of 10-year trends
▫ Revenue
▫ Expenditure
▫ Financial Health
▫ Demographic and Economic

Office of the Metro Auditor



Summary 
of Trends
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Revenue Sources – FY 2020-21

Office of the Metro Auditor

Charges for 
services

38%
Grants and 

contributions
9%

General revenues
8%

Taxes
45%
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Tax Revenues
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Adjusted for inflation
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Revenue Shortfalls – General Fund
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Adjusted for inflation
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Total Expenditure
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Employee Costs

Office of the Metro Auditor

Adjusted for inflation
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Risk Management Fund
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Adjusted for inflation
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Fixed Costs
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Adjusted for inflation
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Capital Spending
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Adjusted for inflation
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Departmental Expenditure
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Capital Assets
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Adjusted for inflation

$0

$100

$200

$300

$400

$500

$600

$700

$800

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

M
ill

io
ns

Non-Depreciable Assets Depreciable Assets (less depreciation)



General Fund Balance
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Demographic/Economic Trends
• Per capita income increased by 21% 

• The number of jobs and the unemployment improved 
compared to a year ago and are both in a better position 
than they were 10 years ago

• The value of new construction in 2021 was about twice as 
large as it was in 2012

• Real property values increased by 28% compared to 10 
years ago

Office of the Metro Auditor
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Questions?
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