METRO Agenda

2000 S.W. First Av
Portiand, OR 972015308 REVISED AGENDA: Please note Agenda Item No. 7.1

503/221-1646 has been added and that "Councilor Communications
and Committee Reports" is renumbered as Agenda Item No. 8

DATE : July 23, 1992
MEETING: METRO COUNCIL
DAY: Thursday
TIME: 5:30 p.m.
PLACE: Metro Council Chamber
Approx. Presented
Timex By
5:30 ROLL CALL/CALL TO ORDER
(5 min.)
1. INTRODUCTIONS
R 20 CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS TO THE COUNCIIL. ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS
3 EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS
5235 4. CONSENT AGENDA (Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the
(5 min.) Consent Agenda)

REFERRED FROM THE REGIONAL FACILITIES COMMITTEE

4.1 Resolution No. 92-1649, For the Purpose of Adding Members
to the Funding Task Force for Regional Facilities and
Programs

REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE

4.2 Resolution No. 92-1627, For the Purpose of Establishing
the Region‘’s Priority Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality
Program Projects for Inclusion in ODOT’s Six-Year Program

4.3 Resolution No. 92-1644, For the Purpose of Establishing
Administrative Procedures Between Metro and ODOT for Use
and Exchange of FAU, STP and State Funding

4.4 Resolution No. 92-1645, For the Purpose of Revising the
Portland Metropolitan Area‘’s Urbanized Transportation
2 Boundary to Establish the Area Eligible for Metro STP
Funds

4.5 Resolution No. 92-1646, For the Purpose of Endorsing
Commitment of Tri-Met General Obligation Bonds to East
Portland/Clackamas County LRT Development and Westside
Credit Enhancement

REFERRED FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE

4.6 Resolution No. 92-1651, For the Purpose of Confirming the
Appointment of Del Seitzinger, Stefanie Graff and Arnold

Polk to Fill Vacancies on the 1% for Recycling Advisory
Committee

REFERRED FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

4.7 Resolution No. 92-1653, For the Purpose of Approving a

Request for Proposal Document for Performance Audit
Services

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact
order listed.
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5:40 bl ORDINANCES, FIRST READINGS
(5 min.)
5.1 ordinance No. 92-467, For the Purpose of Approving the
Revision of Metro Code Section 2.02.275, Zoo Visitor
Services Employees (Action Requested: Referral to
Governmental Affairs Committee)

5.2 ordinance No. 92-468, For the Purpose of Approving an
Increase in the Transfer Rate for the Forest Grove
Transfer Station (Action Requested: Referral to Solid
Waste Committee)

6. RESOLUTIONS

REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE

5:45 6.1 Resolution No. 92-1637, For the Purpose of Considering Devlin
(1 hr.) Adoption of the Metropolitan Greenspaces Master Plan:

PUBLIC HEARING (Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the

Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

6:45 6.2 Resolution No. 92-1639A, For the Purpose of sSubmitting to Hansen
(15 min.) the Voters Questions of Contracting a General Obligation
Bond Indebtedness in the Amount of $200 Million and
Authorization to Proceed with the Financing, Acquisition,
Development, Operations, and Maintenance of a Regional
System of Greenspaces PUBLIC HEARING (Action Requested:
Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

7:00 6.3 Resolution No. 92-1638A, For the Purpose of Considering Devlin
(5 min.) District Policy to Allocate Excise Taxes Toward Operation

and Maintenance of Metro-Managed Greenspaces Until Other

Funds are Available (Action Requested: Motion to Adopt

the Resolution)

7:05 RECESS (10 minutes)
REFERRED FROM GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

7:15 6.4 Resolution No. 92-1650, For the Purpose of Submitting to

(1 hr.) the Voters the Question of Whether Legislation Should be
Adopted to Authorize the Voters to Abolish Multnomah,
wWashington and clackamas Counties, the Metropolitan
Service District, and Tri-Met, and Create a Single
Consolidated Government PUBLIC HEARING (Action
Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

REFERRED FROM THE TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE

8:15 6.5 Resolution No. 92-1647A, For the Purpose of Accepting McLain
(5 min.) ODOT’s Recommended Six-Year Program Reductions (Action
. Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact
order listed.
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6. RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
REFERRED FROM THE SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE
8:20 6.6 Resolution No. 92-1654, For the Purpose of Making Areas
(10 min.) Outside the Metro Boundary Eligible to Receive "Metro
Challenge” Grants (Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the
Resolution)
6. RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
REFERRED FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
8:30 6.7 Resolution No. 92-1648A, For the Purpose of Directing the Wyers
(20 min.) Metropolitan Exposition-Recreation Commission to Prepare a
Plan for the Financial Management of the Finance Committee
Spectator Facilities Fund (Action Requested: Motion to
Adopt the Resolution)
s NON-REFERRED RESOLUTIONS
8:50 7.1 Resolution No. 92-1658, For the Purpose of Accepting Gardner
(5 min.) Corrected May 19, 1992 Primary Election Abstract of Votes
for Metropolitan Service District Council District 4
(Action Requested: Motion to Adopt the Resolution)
8:50 8. COUNCTILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COMMITTEE REPORTS
(15 min.)
8.1 status Report on Council Retreat Gardner
8.2 status Report on 1% for Art for Metro Headquarters Gardner
Building
9:05 ADJOURN

* All times listed on this agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact
order listed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 92-1649




REGIONAL FACILITIES COMMITTEE REPORT

RESOLUTION NO. 92-1649, ADDING MEMBERS TO THE FUNDING TASK FORCE
FOR REGIONAL FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS

Date: July 15, 1992 Presented by: Councilor McLain

[60) co : At its July 14, 1992 meeting the
Regional Facilities Committee voted 4-0 to recommend Council
adoption of Resolution No. 92-1649. Voting were Councilors McLain,
Collier, Gronke, and McFarland. Councilor Washington was absent.

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION/ISSUES: Regional Facilities Project Manager
Pam Erickson presented the staff report. Resolution No. 92-1590B
was adopted by the Council in April, 1992, naming members to the
Funding Task Force for Regional Facilities and Programs. At that
time there were three positions on the task force that had not been
filled by the appointing authorities, and Resolution 92-1590B
stipulated that those vacancies would be filled by Council approval
of a subsequent resolution. Resolution No. 92-1649 would approve
the appointment of the following task force members, with
appointing authorities noted:

sho Dozono, President, Azumano Travel (Multnomah County citizen)

Jerry Drummond, President, Pacificorp (Business Committee for the
Arts)

John Marshall, Director, Community Resources and Public Information
for the City of Vancouver, Washington (Clark County,
Washington) :

There was no committee discussion.




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADDING ) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1649
MEMBERS TO THE FUNDING TASK ) INTRODUCED BY RENA CUSMA
FORCE FOR REGIONAL FACILITIES AND ) EXECUTIVE OFFICER
PROGRAMS

WHEREAS, the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
approved Resolution No. 92-1556 authorizing the Executive Officer
to undertake a planning and development effort to address the
specific financial needs of the region's performing arts and
entertainment facilities and the Arts Plan 2000 Plus agenda for
the arts; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
adopted Resolution No. 92-1590B establishing the Funding Task
Force for Regional Facilities and Programs and confirming
members; and

WHEREAS, three positions on the Task Force remain to be

filled; now therefore,
BE IT RESOLVED, THAT:

The following people are appointed by the Executive Officer
to the Funding Task Force for Regional Facilities and Programs
and hereby confirmed: Sho Dozono, President, Azumano Travel
(Multnomah County citizen); Jerry Drummond, President, Pacificorp
(Oregon Business Committee for the Arts); and John Marshall,
Director, Community Resources and Public Information, City of
Vancouver (Clark County, Washington representative).

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
this day of , 1992.

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer




EXHIBIT A

FUNDING TASK FORCE FOR REGIONAL FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS

Entity Represented Task Force Member
Clackamas County Board Judie Hammerstad

of Commissioners Clackamas County Commissioner
Clackamas County Citizen Alice Norris

Executive Director, Oregon Trail Pageant

Clackamas County Citizen Peter Jurney
Senior Vice President, Morley Capital
Management
Multnomah County Board Pauline Anderson
of Commissioners Multnomah County Commissioner
Multnomah County Citizen Larry Cooper

Owner, Cooper Equipment

Multnomah County Citizen Sho Dozono
President, Azumano Travel

Washington County Board of Linda Peters
Commissioners Washington County Commissioner
Washington County Citizen Tim Estes

General Manager, Greenwood Inn

Washington County Citizen Gayle Darr
Speech and Language Pathologist,
Vernonia School District
President, Hillsboro Community Arts Inc.

Arts Plan 2000+ Bing Sheldon
Architect, SERA Architects
Metropolitan Exposition- Ben Middleton
Recreation Commission CpPA
PCPA Advisory Committee Pam Baker

Executive Vice President, Dickinson
Consulting Group

Metropolitan Arts Commission Clark Worth
Partner, Barney & Worth

Business Committee for the Arts Jerry Drummond
President, Pacificorp

Performing Arts Group Robert Van Brocklin
Attorney, Stoel Rives Boley Jones & Grey
Board Member, Oregon Shakespeare
Festival/Portland



Visual Arts Group

Hospitality Industry

City of Portland

City of Portland Citizen

Metropolitan Service District

Clark County, Washington

Melvin "Pete" Mark

President, Melvin Mark Properties;

President, Oregon Art Museum Board of
Directors

Harold Pollin
General Manager, Sheraton Portland
Airport Hotel

Mike Lindberg
City Commissiocner

David Knowles (Task Force Chair)
Attorney, Davis Wright Tremaine

Ed Washington
Councilor

Rena Cusma
Executive Officer

John Marshall
Director, Community Resources and Public
Information, City of Vancouver




Staff Report

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1649 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ADDING MEMBERS TO THE FUNDING TASK FORCE FOR REGIONAL
FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS

Date: July 6, 1992 Presented by: Pam Erickson

Background

In February, the Council unanimously approved Resolution
No. 92-1556 which authorized the Executive Officer to
undertake a planning effort to address the financial needs of
the region's arts and entertainment facilities-and the Arts
Plan 2000+ agenda. In April, the Council unanimously approved
Resolution No. 92-1590B which established the Funding Task
Force for Regional Facilities and Programs and confirmed
members of the Task Force. At that time, three positions on
the Task Force were left unfilled. Resolution No. 92-1649
fills those three positions.

Attached as Exhibit A is a roster for the Task Force
including the members proposed to be added by this
resolution.

E £ O] R tat i

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution
No. 92-1649.




Meeting Date: July 23, 1992
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RESOLUTION NO. 92-1627




CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1627 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ENDORSING ESTABLISHMENT OF REGION’S PRIORITY CONGESTION MITIGATION/
AIR QUALITY PROGRAM PROJECTS FOR INCLUSION OF ODOT SIX-YEAR HIGHWAY
PROGRAM '

Date: July 15, 1992 Presented by: Councilor Devlin

i ion: At the July 14 meeting, the
Transportation and Planning Committee voted unanimously to
recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 92-1627. Voting in
favor: Councilors Devlin, McLain, Buchanan. Excused: Councilors
Bauer and Washington.

Committee Issues/Discussion: Andrew Cotugno, Planning Director,
presented the staff report. Resolution 92-1627 establishes the

priority of the region for a new category of federal highway funds;
Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ), created under the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA). The
prioritized list was developed by the TPAC Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) Subcommittee and approved by TPAC and JPACT.

This resolution is similar to a Council action taken last month
with Transportation Enhancement funds. The resolution recommends
the Oregon Transportation Commission fund the CMAQ Program at a
maximum of two years, rather than six, in order to allow the
Governor’s Task Force on Automobile Emissions to complete their
work.

The original 1list of proposed projects was reduced and
consolidated into four categories consistent with CMAQ eligibility
guidelines: 1) bicycle/pedestrian; 2) TDM; 3) transit: and 4)
TSM/signals/ channelization. The projects were then ranked with
criteria oriented towards identifying projects which 1) contribute
to attainment of national ambient air quality standards, 2) reduce
congestion, 3) have a high degree of commitment, and 4) where CMAQ
funds are critical. Through this process, project were added and
deleted. There was insufficient time to rank the added projects.

TPAC tabled the resolution in May with several comments to the
subcommittee. They requested the subcommittee: 1) identify
immediate needs projects, as requested by the Department of
Environmental Quality; 2) re-examine all projects for air quality
benefits consistent with eligibility requirements and be re-ranked:
and 3) rank the unranked projects added previously. This was
accomplished in June.

The final decision of how many years to fund rests with the Oregon
Department of Transportation. Oregon’s allocation of CMAQ funds
for two years is estimated at $9.7 million and at $31 million for
six years.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISHING ) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1627
THE REGION'S PRIORITY CONGESTION)

MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY PROGRAM ) Introduced by

PROJECTS FOR INCLUSION IN ODOT'S) Councilor Richard Devlin
SIX-YEAR PROGRAM )

WHEREAS, The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act (ISTEA) of 1991 included a new Congestion Mitigation/air
Quality (CMAQ) Program for funding clean air and congestion-
related projects in carbon monoxide and ozone non-attainment
areas} and

WHEREAS, The Portland metropolitan area is designated as
non-attainment for both pollutants; and

WHEREAS, The ISTEA stipulates that states éhall allocate
CMAQ funds in cooperation with the designated Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPOs); and

WHEREAS, Metro is the designated MPO for the Portland metro-
politan area; and

WHEREAS, The state is currently programming funds, including
for the first time the new CMAQ Program funds, through the update
of the Oregon Department of Transportation's 1993-1998 Six~Year
Transportation Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, In the absence of established ranking criteria and
guidance from the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation has used interim
criteria to develop a consensus as to the region's immediate-need
priority'CMAQ projects for inclusion in the Six-Year Progranm

update; now, therefore,




BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
recommends the state program only immediately needed CMAQ funds
for the 1993-1998 Six-Year Program update.

2. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
adopts the six CMAQ projects identified in Exhibit A as Table 1,
Projects 1 and 2; Table 2, Project 1; and Table 3, Projects 1, 2
and 3 as the region's immediate-need priorities for inclusion in
the 1993-1998 ODOT Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program.

3. That staff be directed to forward these priorities in
testimony during the appropriate hearings on the Six-Year Program
update by the Oregon Transportation Commission.

4. That prior to establishing the Portland metropolitan
area CMAQ-related priorities for the next update of ODOT's Six-
Year Program, TPAC shall coérdinate the development of a fegional
CMAQ Program for inclusion in Metro's Transportation Improvement
Program and that ranking criteria be developed to evaluate CMAQ
proposals, with particular emphasis to be given to emission
reductions.

5. That staff be directed to work with the state and local
jurisdictions and agencies to identify and incorporate into the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) appropriate CMAQ-related
implementation measures which result from the Governor's Task
Force on Automobile Emissions in the Portland Area, Metro's
Transportation Demand Management Study, the Region 2040 Study,
regular updates to the RTP and State Implementation Plan, and
other system planning activities, as necessary.

6. That ODOT be encouraged to incorporate a public review



phase into its statewide CMAQ prioritization and selection
process.

7. That Metro staff work with the state through their CMAQ
prioritization and selection process and with the TDM Subcommit-
tee to develop the region's two and six-year CMAQ priorities
beyond the priority six projects identified above. The addi-
tional priorities should emphasize air quality benefits and
incorporate state evaluation criteria as it becomes available.
Any new projects identified should then be prioritized with those
already developed and listed as the remaining projects in Exhibit
A and all projects in Exhibit B.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1992,

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer

MH:Imk
92-1627.RES
6-30-92




EXHIBIT A

Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Priority Projects

Name Jurisdiction $Cost - Rank (Score)

1. Tigard Tri-Met 720,000 1 (19) “
Park&Ride Lot
2. Bikes on Tri-Met 110,000 2 (1e)
Transit )
3. Purchase of | Tri-Met 1,500,000 3 (15)
Clean Air
Buses*
4. Rideshare Tri-Met 100,000 4 (15)
Study
5. Transit Tri-Met; COP 100,000 5. (14)
Signal
Priority Demo
Project
Total 2,530,000

* The high ranking (15) of clean air buses is predicated on

the assumptiohe«that these buses would be used to provide
express service to designated park and ride lots or to
directly address an air quality "hot spot."

rdnspol ana

Name Jurisdiction SCost Rank (Score)
1. Neighbor- CoP 80,000 1 (16)
hood Rideshare
2. Downtown Oregon City 580,000 2 (15)
Park&Ride
Shuttle
Total 660,000




EXHIBIT A

Name Jurisdiction SCost Rank (Score)
1. Willamette | Mult. Co. 100,000 1 (18)
Bridge Study
2. Courtney Clack. Co. 100,000 2 (17)
Ave. Bike/Ped
Link
3. Ped Access Mult. Co. 200,000 3 (16)
Study Wash. Co.
Clack. Co.
COP, Metro
4. Garden Home | Wash. Co. 120,000 4 (15)
Oleson Rd. Ped
Network
5. Blue Lake Mult. Co. 91,000 "5 (13)
I Bike Path
||Tota1 611,000




EXHIBIT A

gn
Name Jurisdiction $Cost Rank (Score)

1. Hwy 217 OoDOT 600,000 1 (15)
Ramp Meters**

2. Greewburg Wash. Co. 20,000 2 (14)
Rd. Full
Interconnect &
Signal Phasing
to Hwy 217

3. Burnside/ Mult. Co. 400,000
242nd Ave.

W

(13)

4. SW Oleson/ Wash. Co. 1,000,000
Scholls Ferrxy/
B.H. Hwy Turn
Lanes

w

(13)

5. Johnson Clack. Co. 1,000,000
Creek/Linwood
Signal

Total ‘ 3,020,000

w

(13)

*% The high ranking (15) of the Highway 217 ramp meters is
based on the assumption that installation of ramp meters . .
will include bus bypass lanes.

Overall CMAQ & Priority Project Total Cost - $6,821,000




EXHIBIT B

Additional CMAQ Six Year Priority Projects

Name | Jurisdiction $Cost Rank (Score)

1. Motor ODOT 200,000 1 (9)
Vehicle
Information
Systenm

Name Jurisdiction Cost
TRANSIT PROJECTS
1. Automatic Vehicle Tri-Met 3,000,000
Locators
2. Park&Ride Expansion Tri-Met 1,200,000
3. Westside/Rideshare Tri-Met 100,000 i
4. Trip Planning Tri-Met 450,000
Computer
5. 82nd Ave. Signal Tri-Met 112,000
Improvements ,
Total Transit 862,000

TRANSPORTATION DEMAND
MANAGEMENT (TDM)

6. Travel Allowance/Paid | COP 115,600
Parking Demo

7. Parking Fee Joint COP; Wash. Co. 61,200
Strategies/Wash. Co.

Total TDM 176,800




8. Strawberry Lane
Connection/I-205 to
Webster

Clack. Co.

100,000

9. Clack. Co./Willamette
River Ped/Bike Paths

Clack. Co.; Oregon
City

1,175,000“

10. Cornell Rd. Bike/Ped | Mult. Co. 35,000
Path

11. Cedar Hills: Parkway | Wash. Co. 103,000"
to Sunset Bike Path \
12. Murray Blvd: T.V. Wash. Co. 180,000
Hwy Terman Rd.

13. Cornell Rd: Stucki Wash. Co. - 868,000
Ave. - 158th Ave. -

14. Oleson Rd.: B.H. Hwy | Wash. Co. 600,000
- Hall Blvd.

15. 185th Ave: Sunset Wash. Co. 316,000

Hwy - Springville RA.

Total Bike/Ped

3,377,000

TSM/SIGNAL/
CHANNELIZATION

16. Expansion of Central
Traffic System

cop

482,000

17. Barbur Blvd.
Integrated Traffic
Control :

CoP

270,000

18. West Union R4d. and
SW 185th Ave. Widening
and Signalization

COP

400,000

19. Borland/Stafford

Clack. Co.

980,000

20. NW Cornell RAd.
Interconnection of
Signals

Wash. Co.

100,000

21. NW Barnes Rd. Needs
System Analysis

Wash. Co.

10,000




22. SW Murray Rd./ Wash. Co. 500,000
Cornell Rd. Widening

23. SW Front Ave./ COP . 340,000
Columbia/Jefferson

24. Motor Advisory ODOT 1,100,000
Systen

25. I-84 Message Signs ODOT 300,000
26. U.S. 26 Warning oDOT 1,500,000
Signs

27. I-205 Ramp Meters oDOT 540,000
28. Help Signs ODOT 100,000
29. Warning Signes ODOT ' 1,300,000
30. Variable Message oDoT 1,500,000
Signes

31l. Surveillance System ODOT : 1,250,000
Phase I and II

32. I-5 Ramp Meters ODOT : 400,000
33. Freeway Monitoring ODOT 1,200,000
34. Stafford Ramp Meter OoDOT 500,000
Total TSM/Signal/Chan 12,792,000

TOTAL SIX YEAR PRIORITIES (EXHIBIT A + EXHIBIT B) = $27,808,800




STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1627 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ENDORSING ESTABLISHMENT OF THE REGION'S PRIORITY CONGESTION:
MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY PROGRAM PROJECTS FOR INCLUSION IN
ODOT'S SIX-YEAR PROGRAM

Date: June 17, 1992 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED_ACTION

This resolution would establish the region's priority Congestlon
Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) Program projects for funding in the
1993-1998 Transportatlon Improvement Program (Six-Year Program).
The region's priorities are consistent with CMAQ Program eligi-
bility standards as listed in Section 149(b) of the Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991.

Prior to commencing construction, local governments and Metro
must demonstrate that:these projects are included in the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and Metro's Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and are consistent with or conform to local compre-
hensive plans (transportation elements, public facility plans,
and/or transportation system plans), the statewide planning
goals, and the interim conformity guidance Clean Air Act Amend-
ments of 1990.

The TPAC Transportatlon Demand Management (TDM) Subcommittee
assisted in the identification of the project list, the
development and application of the ranking crlterla, and the
provision of criteria-related information. The Joint Policy
Adv1sory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) is scheduled to
review and take action on the priorities on July 9. The
priorities will be forwarded to ODOT staff and to the Oregon
Transportation Commission (OTC). ODOT staff will compile all
CMAQ—related requests and the OTC is tentatively set to take
action in October. '

TPAC recommended approval of Resolution No. 92-1627 on June 26.
Their comments are included in the following background infor-
mation.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

In February, as part of its review of Six-Year Program priori-
ties, TPAC charged the TDM Subcommittee to develop a compre-
hensive regional TDM program for consideration for funding from
the CMAQ Program. TPAC requested that recommendations be de-
veloped for both the implementation of projects and for the
development programs leading to future projects. A process was
also established to result in the transmittal of recommendations
to the OTC in time for their summer Six-Year Program hearings.




Eligible CMAQ activities in accordance with ISTEA are as follows:

"Eligible Projects. Except as provided in Subsection (c), a
State may obligate funds apportioned to it under Section

104 (b) (2) for the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
improvement program only for a transportation project or
program —-

"(1) (A) if the Secretary, after consultation with the
Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency,
determines, on the basis of information published by the
Environmental Protection Agency pursuant to Section
108(f) (1) (A) of the Clean Air Act (other than clauses xii
and xvi of such section), that the project or program is
likely to contribute to the attainment of a national ambient
air quality standard; or

"(B) in any case in which such information is not available,
if the Secretary, after such consultation, determines that
the project or program is part of a program, method, or
strategy described in each section;

"(2) if the project or program is included in a State
Implementation Plan that has been approved pursuant to the
Clean Air Act and the project will have air quality
benefits; or

"(3) the Secretary, after consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency, determines
that the project or program is likely to contribute to the
attainment of a national ambient air quality standard,
whether through reductions in vehicle miles traveled, fuel
consumption, or through other factors.

"No funds may be provided under this section for a project
which will result in the construction of new capacity
available to single-occupant vehicles unless the project
consists of a high-occupancy vehicle facility available to
single-occupant vehicles only at other than peak travel
times."

Prior Activities

The TPAC TDM Subcommittee met six times between April and June to
develop the comprehensive regional TDM program. Essentially, the
program was developed through solicitation of projects from the
jurisdictions and agencies represented on the subcommittee.
Projects were reviewed for eligibility against FHWA CMAQ guide-
lines, categorized by mode, prioritized by jurisdiction within
each mode category, and ranked using criteria developed espe-
cially for this particular Six-Year Program.

As a result of their April meetings, the TDM Subcommittee made
the following general recommendations to TPAC:




. That the OTC fund at a maximum two years of the CMAQ Program
in order for the region to complete work on the Governor's
Task Force on Automobile Emissions in the Portland area and on
Metro's TDM Study. The two studies will develop projects
which will directly relate to the CMAQ Program objectives.

. That appropriate project ranking criteria be developed through
Metro or additional guidance be received from USDOT for pri-
oritizing CMAQ-related project proposals.

. That any projects approved for the 1993-1998 Six-Year Program
include an evaluation component.

. That funds be distributed as equitably as possible throughout
the region for at least the first two years of the program.

. That at least three projects be forwarded as the region's CMAQ
priorities: Tigard Park-and-Ride; Multnomah County Bridge
Accessibility Study; and a Joint Regional Pedestrian Access
Study.

. That TPAC, JPACT and the OTC consider funding for demonstra-
tion-type projects within recommended categories (bicycle/
pedestrian, TDM, transportation systems management (TSM), and
transit).

At its meeting on May 1, TPAC generally agreed with the subcom-
mittee recommendations with the following stipulations:

. To the degree possible, funds should be used to implement
projects. System planning and program development related to
CMAQ funding is necessary but should be done using regular
planning funds (PL, HPR, etc.) and addressed through the UWP
process. The Regional Pedestrian Access Study would fall
under this recommendation and was therefore not generally
supported for funding by TPAC.

. The TDM Subcommittee should identify suitable "demonstration"
type projects within the identified categories for funding,
implementation, and evaluation.

Portland Area CMAQ Priorities

The TDM Subcommittee met twice in early May to incorporate TPAC
comments and to rank the projects. An original list of 56
proposed CMAQ projects was first reduced to 14 based on local
priorities as determined by subcommittee members. The projects
were screened to ensure their eligibility with CMAQ funding
guidelines and for their ability to begin within two years.

The 14 projects were than consolidated into four categories
‘consistent with CMAQ eligibility guidelines as provided by FHWA:
1) bicycle/pedestrian; 2) TDM; 3) transit; and 4) TSM/signals/
channelization. The subcommittee then ranked the 14 projects




using the evaluation criteria included as Attachment A. Gen-
erally, the criteria were oriented towards identifying projects
which will contribute to attainment of the national ambient air
quality standards, will reduce congestion, have a high degree of
commitment, and for which CMAQ funds are likely to be critical.

As a result of the ranking process, the subcommittee recommended
that 13 of the 14 projects, plus four unranked projects be
forwarded for OTC funding consideration. Of the 14 priority
projects, it was determined that an ODOT's Motorist Information
Signing project be dropped from consideration. The project was
considered to provide little, if any, ongoing air quality or
congestion benefits. In addition, the subcommittee recommended
that four unranked projects be added to the list for funding
consideration. The committee did not initially have time to rank
the projects but felt they generally meet the intent and spirit
of the CMAQ Program.

TPAC reviewed the initial subcommittee recommendations at its May
29 meeting. A resolution to endorse the recommendations was
tabled with the following TPAC comments:

. At the request of DEQ, the subcommittee should identify a
short list of immediate-need projects. DEQ was hesitant to
support two or six-year allocations of CMAQ funds without a
detailed, quantitative emissions analysis.

. The subcommittee should re-examine all submitted projects
specifically for air quality benefits consistent with CMAQ
Program eligibility requirements. Projects with substantial
air quality benefits should then be ranked accordingly.

. The subcommittee should rank the four unranked priority
projects as found in Exhibit A to the resolution.

The TDM Subcommittee met again on June 11 to address the TPAC
directives. . The subcommittee was unable to identify any new
priority projects which have promise for substantial air quality
benefits. As a result, the previous unranked priority projects
were reviewed and the following short list of immediate need
priority projects was developed:

Project Jurisdiction Cost Points
1. Tigard Park- Tri-Met $ 720,000 19
and Ride
2. Willamette Bridge Multnomah Co. 100,000 18

Access Study

3. Courtney Avenue Clackamas Co. 100,000 17
Bike/Pedes. Link

4. Pedestrian to Tri-Met/City 200,000 16
transit study of Portland



5. Neighborhood Ride- City of 80,000 16
share Co-op Portland

6. Bikes on transit Tri-Met 110,000 16

TOTAL + « « « o « « o o o o« « « « « « $1,310,000

The subcommittee noted that the Willamette Bridge Study must be
sensitive to the air quality impacts of bicycle/pedestrian
improvements and to changes in traffic patterns.

Summary

Exhibit A to Resolution No. 92-1627 shows the results of the
ranking process and identifies the TDM Subcommittee's recommended
CMAQ priorities. The immediate-~need short list, as identified
above, is shown as Table 1, Projects 1 and 2; Table 2, Project 1;
and Table 3, Projects 1, 2, and 3 in Exhibit A to the Resolution.
Those projects reflect a recommended allocation for the Portland
region in the event the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC)
decides to defer programming of CMAQ funds to a minimum level.

In the event a decision is made to program two years of CMAQ
funds, the TDM Subcommittee originally recommended the OTC
consider all the projects identified as Tables 1 through 4 of
Exhibit A to Resolution No. 92-1627 as the Portland area
priorities. The total estimated cost of those 17 projects is
$6.821 million, with a high of $1.5 million for Tri-Met's clean
air buses and a low of $20,000 for SW Greenburg Road signal
interties. The TDM Subcommittee further recommended that
Exhibits A and B should be considered as the region's six-year
priorities in the event the decision is made to allocate CMAQ
funds for the full Six-Year Program period. Total estimated
costs for all projects in Exhibits A and B are $28,808,800.

The Oregon allocation for CMAQ funds is estimated at $9.7 million
for the first two years and up to a potential of almost $31
million of the full six years of ISTEA.

In response to previous TPAC discussion, the TDM Subcommittee
recommended the immediate-need short list be considered as the
region's priority CMAQ projects and that, prior to the next Six-
Year Program update, Metro and DEQ staff and the subcommittee
should develop a method to evaluate the benefits of proposed CMAQ
projects with an emphasis towards emissions reductions. Resolu-
tion No. 92-1627 reflects that recommendation.

TPAC recommended approval of Resolution No. 92-1627 at its

June 26 meeting, adopting the six projects listed above as the
region's CMAQ priorities. However, recognizing the need for more
consideration in developing regional CMAQ priorities, TPAC also
recommends that the TDM Subcommittee further examine potential
CMAQ projects over the next few months consistent with ODOT's
schedule. ODOT is beginning a process designed to determine

statewide CMAQ priorities. The process, as tentatively proposed,




will be similar to the region's and include identified "stake-
holders" consisting of representatives of appropriate state
agencies (ODOT, DEQ) and carbon monoxide and ozone non-attainment
areas (including the Portland metropolitan area). That process
is scheduled to be completed in October.

As such, TPAC recommends utilizing the extra time to review
regional CMAQ priorities beyond the recommended six projects.
TPAC recommends soliciting and/or developing additional CMAQ
eligible projects, particularly those that have potentially
strong air quality benefits. Those projects would be prioritized
and ranked along with the remaining projects listed in Exhibits A
and B. The reprioritization would utilize any state-developed
criteria, as available, or revised regional criteria which would
account for more stringent air quality benefits. TPAC recognized
that the total dollar amount of the six priority projects will
likely total significantly less than what the Portland region
could anticipate in programmed CMAQ funds. Consistent with their
earlier recommendations, TPAC felt that it is important to pro-
vide two and six-year CMAQ priorities in addition to the priority
six projects. TPAC also felt that more time is necessary to
adequately evaluate projects for their specific congestion and,
more importantly, air quality benefits.

Consequently, staff will be working through October to further
supplement their CMAQ priorities. 1In the meantime, TPAC sug-
gested working with ODOT staff to accelerate funding approval of
the region's short list of six projects, preferably in FY 92.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 92-
1627.

MH:Imk
92-1627.RES
6-30-92




Attachment A:
Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality:  Project Score Sheet
BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN

Legend

0=Does Not Meet Criteria

1= Minimally Addresses Criteria
2= Moderately Addresses Criteria
3=Fully Addresses Criteria

Bike/Ped Score

1. Does the project provide for a critical link or access; or
does the program fill a critical void?

2 Are CMAQ Funds Critical?
- other dollars available
L - restricted by state constitution
- cannot be integrated with other CIP/TIP project . )

3. Size of Need/Market
- number of potential users
- large geographic or multi-jurisdictional A
- high certainty for use (existing counts, etc.)

4. -Multi- or Inter-Modal . .
- access to transit ‘ ' -
- service for bike and ped. and ADA

5. Local Commitment -
— past dollars spent
- private dollars spent
- community support
- planned future phases

6. Air Quality Benefit
- carbon monoxide hot spot
- ozone

7. Reduces Vehicle Miles Traveled or reduces VHD?

Total Score '

Metro
5/19/92 -




Attachment A
Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality:  Project Score Sheet
TSM/SIGNAL/CHANNELIZATION

[ggend

0= Does Not Meet Criteria

1= Minimally Addresses Criteria
2= Moderately Addresses Criteria
3= Fully Addresses Criteria

TSM/Sig/Chan. Score

1. Is the project on a designated RTP arterial of regional
significance?

2. Are CMAQ Funds Critical?
- "other dollars available )
- restricted by state constitution
- cannot be integrated with other CIP/TIP project

3. Size of Need/Market
- number of potential users
- large geographic or multi-jurisdictional
- high certamty for use (existing counts, etc.)

4 Multi- or Inter-Modal _ :
- access to transit -
- service for bike and ped. and ADA

5.  Local Commitment ‘
- past dollars spent
- private dollars spent
- community support

- planned future phases

6. Air Quality Benefit
—  carbon monoxide hot spot
—  ozone

7. Reduces Vehicle Miles Traveled or reduces VHD?

Total Score

Metro
5/19/92




}&ttachment A .
Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality:  Project Score Sheet
TRANSIT

Legend .

0= Does Not Meet Criteria

1= Minimally Addresses Criteria
2=Moderately Addresses Criteria
3= Fully Addresses Criteria

Transit . ' Score
1. Is the project a Tri-Met crifical need?
2 Are CMAQ Funds Critical? -

- other-dollars available

- restricted by state constitution

- cannot be integrated with other CIP/TIP project
3.  Size of Need/Market |

- number of potential users

- large geographic or multi-jurisdictional

- high certainty for use (existing counts, etc.)
4. Multi- or Inter-Modal

- - access to transit

—  -service for bike and ped. and ADA

Local Commitment |

~  In Tri-Met 5-year plan

~—  pastdollars spent

- private dollars spent

~ . community support

- planned future phases
6. Air Quality Benefit

- carbon monoxide hot spot

- ozone :
7. Reduces Vehicle Miles Traveled or reduces VHD?
Total Score
Metro

5/19/92




Attachment A- , : :
Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality:  Project Score Sheet
DEMAND MANAGEMENT :
" Legend

0= Does Not Meet Criteria

1= Minimally Addresses Criteria
2= Moderately Addresses Criteria
3= Fully Addresses Criteria

'i'DM ' Score
1. Does the program fill a critical void/need?

2. Are CMAQ Funds Critical?
- other dollars available
- restricted by state constitution
— . cannot be integrated with other CIP/TIP project

3.  Size of Need/Market
’ - number of potential users
—  large'geographic or multi-jurisdictional
—~  high certainty for use (existing counts, etc.)

4. Mulh- or Inter-Modal
- access to transit
- . servme for bike and ped. and ADA . -

5. Local Comnutment
- past dollars'spent |
—  private dollars spent
- community support
- previously proposed and endorsed contained
within a plan or program
- other benefits (access to jobs, etc.)

6. Air Quality Benefit
- carbon monoxide hot spot
—  .ozone

7. Reduces Vehicle Miles Traveled or reduces VHD?

Total Score

Metro
5/19/92




Meeting Date: July 23, 1992
Agenda Item No. 4.3

RESOLUTION NO.

92-1644




CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1644 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ESTABLISHING ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES BETWEEN METRO AND ODOT FOR
USE AND EXCHANGE OF FAU, STP AND STATE FUNDING

Date: July 15, 1992 Presented by: Councilor Devlin

Committee Recommendation: At the July 14 meeting, the
Transportation and Planning Committee voted unanimously to
recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 92-1644. Voting in
favor: Councilors Devlin, McLain, and Buchanan. Excused:
Councilors Bauer and Washington.

itt iscussion: Andrew Cotugno, Planning Director,
presented the staff report. Metro has a commitment by statute of
Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds that are channeled
through the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT). The region
has the authority to determine the use of the funds. oborT,
however, has the authority to manage the program on a year by year
basis.

This resolution requests an administrative procedure to assure that
if in one year the region underspends, thereby allowing ODOT to
overspend, that there is agreement that in subsequent years it will
counter-balance to guarantee the region their fair share. The flow
of funds is dependent on projects, which move on their own
schedules and costs. Expenditure of funds must be done on a yearly
basis by means of a complicated process.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
"METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ESTABLISH- RESOLUTION NO. 92-1644

ING ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES%

BETWEEN METRO AND ODOT FOR ) Introduced by

USE AND EXCHANGE OF FAU, STP ) Councilor Richard Devlin
AND STATE FUNDING )

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District (Metro) and the
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) have jointly developed
administrative procedures to reduce the possibility of lapsing
funds under the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
(ISTEA); and )

WHEREAS, The region receives annual.Surface Transportation
Program (STP) allocations and obligation authority over the life
of ISTEA; and

WHEREAS, Metro will request of ODOT that FAU fund balaﬂces be
exchanged for STP funds and that any remaining amounts currently
programmed for FAU projects in the TIP be allocated to corre-
sponding projects under the STP Program; and

WHEREAS, Metro and ODOT's Salem Program Section will estab-
lish the Metro area's annual authority and six-year obligation
authority in order to assure compatibility between Metro and
statewide program ceiling limitations; and

WHEREAS, State funds, by agreement, may be made available to
Metro's local jurisdictions on individual projects by way of
exchanging the jurisdictions' federal funds for state funds ($.94
of state funds for one doliar of federal funds); now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the'Metrbpolitan Service District:



1. Establishes the administrative procedures for use and
exchange of FAU, STP and state funding described in Exhibit A.

2. Recognizes.that administration of dollars is to be
closely controlled and documented by Metro and the state to
account for overall authority, obligational ceiling levels,
program shifts between years, and funding exchanges.

3. Requires that any regional flexible funds which are
exchanged with the State of Oregon must be exchanged for flexible
funds from the state.

4. BAmends the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) to

reflect these actions.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of . . 1992.

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer

BP:1lmk
92-1644.RES
6-29-92



6.

EXHIBIT A

Administrative Procedures Between Metro and ODOT
for Use and Exchange of FAU, STP and State Funding

‘Through ISTEA, the region receives annual STP allocation and

obligation authority over the life of ISTEA. Metro may
request of ODOT that FAU fund balances be exchanged for STP
funds and that any remaining amounts currently programmed for
FAU projects in the TIP be allocated to corresponding proj-
ects under the STP Program.

Metro and ODOT's Salem Program Section will mutually estab-
lish the Metro area's annual authority and six-year obliga-
tion authority in order to assure compatibility between Metro
and statewide program ceiling limitations.

Annual programmed amounts may vary from annual allocatlons by
mutual agreement of ODOT and Metro subject to:

- ODOT's ability to accommodate shifts relative to the state-
wide program.

- Region's assurance that future authority will be available
on a one-for-one basis.

State funds may be made available to local jurisdictions and
agencies on individual projects in exchange for federal funds
($.94 of state funds for one dollar of federal funds). Metro
must notify release of federal dollars to ODOT and carry
state-funded projects in the TIP. The state is to routinely
supply Metro with accountability of state expenditures
similar to that currently provided for federal obligations.

Administration of dollars is to be closely controlled and
documented by Metro and the state to account for overall
authority, obligational ceiling levels, and program shifts
between years. Metro and ODOT will identify annual shifts
and local fund exchanges in Metro and state TIPs. Annual
allocations will specify annual amounts for current year,
cumulative allocations over duration of ISTEA, and effect on
past and future years. State funds made available to local
jurisdictions and agencies will provide flexibility consis-
tent with STP funds. These actions must be jointly approved
by Metro and ODOT.

Future transfers of regional and state funds should continue
to be reviewed through the established JPACT process.

Exhibit A
92-1644.RES
6-29-92



'STAFF_REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1644 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ESTABLISHING ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES BETWEEN METRO AND
ODOT FOR USE AND EXCHANGE OF FAU, STP AND STATE FUNDING

Date: June 17, 1992 . Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

Adopt Resolution No. 92-1644 establishing administrative pro-
cedures between Metro and ODOT for use and exchange of FAU, STP
and state funding.

TPAC reviewed and approved Resolution No. 92-1644 on June 26.
Their comments have been included into the Staff Report and
Resolution. Their emphasis was that the proposal is essentially
a one-time transfer for the use of STP funds and that future
transfers be reviewed individually through the regular JPACT
process. They also emphasized that state funds made available to
local jurisdictions must provide for flexible programming con-
sistent with STP funds.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANATLYSIS .

A meeting between the TIP Subcommittee and the ODOT Program
Section was held June 10, 1992 to discuss and propose admin-
istrative procedures to exchange FAU funds for STP funds. The
state obligation ceiling will not be met if it cannot develop a
strategy to utilize the funds available through ISTEA.

Exhibit A has been prepared and incorporatés the following
strategies:

1. The FAU Program currently in the TIP could be eliminated and -

transferred into STP, thereby giving a new four-year expira-
tion date.

2. The state could use all our remaining FAU and '92 STP funds
in the TIP for use throughout the rest of the state in FY
1992.

3. In exchange for the FAU and STP funds, the state would pro-
vide the Metro region with an equivalent amount of STP funds
for use in FY 1993 (or thereafter) and avoid potential lapse
of funds.

4. The FAU projects with balances now in the TIP to be shifted
to STP would be transferred to an STP account and would be
programmed in the TIP similar to that under the FAU Program.



5. FY 1992 STP funds currently in the TIP have been reserved in
the amount of $8.3 million; these funds will be moved to FY

1993 because of lack of timely candidate projects. The state .

will use these STP funds elsewhere in the state in return for
funds in FY 93.

6. To alleviate future problems of a similar nature, the state
proposes to buy local federal funds at the rate of $.94
(state) on the federal dollar.

7. All transactions will be thoroughly documented and subject to
agreement by all participants.

8. Future transfers of regional and state funds, regardless of
category, will follow the established JPACT review procedure.

To date, new STP funds have not been allocated because of the
uncertainty of what types of projects have the greatest need
pending the outcome of state and regional funding efforts.
Despite this uncertainty, it is recommended that we proceed with
an FY 92 allocation to ensure needed planning and project de-
velopment activities are proceeding and eligible projects are
advancing for future allocation.

In the meantime, Metro recommends the following actions:

Initiate planning and project development-type activities to’
ensure projects are in the pipeline for future year allocations.
This would not be a construction commitment of dollars =-- that
will come later, but we need a good cross-section of activities,
such as:

. PE for various arterial pro:ects that may be STP or Arterial
Fund implemented.

. PE or project development for transit which may be STP-fund
or other-fund implemented.

. Comprehensive regional Bike/Pedestrian Program.
. TDM funds.

. Meeting planning requirements of ISTEA and Rule 12. Possi-
bilities include:

- New Travel Behavior Survey

- Region 2040

- Development of management systems required by ISTEA:
Pavement

Bridge )

Safety -

Congestion

Public Transit

%

* % * ¥



* Intermodal
- High-Speed Rail
- High-Capacity Transit

A TIP Subcommittee meeting is scheduled for July 14, 1:30 p.m.,
for the purpose of initiating the programming process for FY 93
and for the TIP update. :

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 92-
1644. ’



Meeting Date: July 23, 1992
Agenda Item No. 4.4

RESOLUTION NO. 92-1645



CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1645 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
REVISING THE PORTLAND METROPOLITAN AREA’S URBANIZED TRANSPORTATION
BOUNDARY. TO ESTABLISH THE AREA ELIGIBLE FOR METRO STP FUNDS

Date: July 15, 1992 Presented by: Councilor Devlin

s At the July 14 meeting, the
Transportation and Planning Committee voted unanimously to
‘recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 92-11645. Voting in
favor: Councilors Devlin, McLain, and Buchanan. Excused:
Councilors Bauer and Washington. '

it s : Andrew Cotugno, Planning Director,
presented the staff report. Federal Surface Transportation Program
(STP) funds are allowed within a specific designated boundary. The
current Federal-Aid Urban (FAU) boundary that has been adopted
roughly parallels the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). However, by
statute, that territory must at a minimum include the territory
designated by the census as "urbanized".

This resolution effectively enlarges the current boundary to
coincide the with census definition. This amendment includes six
areas which, in some cases go outside our current UGB, but remain
within the Metro boundary. These first six areas are considered
minuscule.

There is a seventh area in Wilsonville, currently under discussion,
which will be brought forth in another resolution. Wilsonville is
not currently part of our FAU boundary. It is designated as
"urbanized" by the census but is not part of our urbanized area .
because it is an island. The area is, however, part of our UGB and
jurisdiction, even though it is an island. The department believes
the area should be added as part of the FAU boundary, complete with
the federal monies associated with the area.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF REVISING
THE PORTLAND METROPOLITAN

)  RESOLUTION NO. 92-1645

) :

AREA'S URBANIZED TRANSPORTATION )  Introduced by
)
)

BOUNDARY TO ESTABLISH THE AREA Councilor Richard Devlin
ELIGIBLE FOR METRO STP FUNDS

WHEREAS, The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
(ISTEA) of 1991 allows the states, in cooperation with local
officials, to expand their transportation Urban Area Boﬁndary
(formerly Federal-Aid Urban boundary); and

WHEREAS, The placement of the boundary identifies the limits
for capital spending and defines the eligibility of specifié
routes for Metro Surface Transpo:tation Program (STP) funding
under ISTEA; and

WHEREAS, The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT)
representing the state, the Metro Council and the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transpoftation (JPACT) representing
appropriate local officials have reviewed that boundary; and

WHEREAS, Review of that boundary has identified necessary
changes; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
recommends that ODOT submit to the United States Department of
Transportation appropfiate documentation to reflect changes to
the Metropolitan Service District transportation Urban Area
Boundary consistent with those changes deséribed and mapped in
Exhibit A, Nos. 1-6.

2. That staff be directed to work with ODOT and City of



Wilsonville officials to develop an agreement to include the
Wilsonville urban area within the Metro UAB and that the
agreement provide for a transition period to continue Wilson-
ville's current level of transportation capital programming while
maintaining an equitable ratio of Metro STP funds to other

statewide STP funds as a result of the UAB expansion.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1992,

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer

92-1645.RES
MH:1lmk
6-29-92



. Exn_I.B_IT a

FEDERAL~AID URBAN (FAU) BOUNDARY CHANGES

CONSISTENT WITH THE CENSUS URBANIZED AREA (CUA) DESIGNATION

(Changes are identified by the 7.5 minute quad map)

Linnton Quad

* The CUA designation is slightly north of the FAU boundary
in the vicinity of the Newberry Rd. and Skyline Rd.
intersection. This will bring Skyline Rd. f£rom Portland
city limit to Newberry Rd. and Newberry Rd. from Skyline
Rd. to Portland city limit into the FAU system.

Damascus Quad

* Butler Road between Gresham city limit and 190th Drive
will be added to FAU system with boundary shift to include
CUA within FAU boundary. : -

Camas Quad and Mt. Tabor Quad

* The CUA designation is north of Marine Drive between I-—
205 and Troutdale, while the FAU boundary is south of
Marine Drive. Shifting the FAU boundary north of Mariné
Drive will bring Marine Drive between I-205 and Arata
Creek (east of Sundial Road) into the FAU system. There
is one small exception to this,” for the segment of Marine
Drive between 185th and the Gresham city limit -
(approximately 1,000’ to the east) both the FAU and CUA
designations remain south of Marine Drive. :

Gales Creek Quad

* The CUA designation extends west of the FAU boundary along
and north of Gales Creek Road. A short segment of Gales
Creek Road between the existing FAU boundary and the west
city limit of Forest Grove will be brought into the FAU
system. ' :

Sandy Quad

* The CUA is east of the FAU boundary along 282nd Avenue.
Shifting the FAU boundary will bring 282nd Avenue between
the Gresham city limit (north of Lusted Rd.) and- the
Gresham city limit (north of Orient Drive) into the FAU
system. . )



6. Hillsboro Quad

. The CUA designation is outside of the FAU boundary

including a portion of U.S. 26 and Shute Road.
Incorporating this into the FAU will add U.S. 26 between

Shute Road and Hillsboro city limit (just east of
powerlines) and will add Shute Road between Jacobson Road

and Evergreen Road.

- A segment of Evergreen Road between 268th and 278th was
realigned and should be re—-designated as the FAU boundary.
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIbERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1645 FOR THE PURPOSE OF

REVISING THE PORTLAND METROPOLITAN AREA'S URBANIZED TRANS-

PORTATION BOUNDARY TO ESTABLISH THE AREA ELIGIBLE FOR METRO
STP FUNDS

Date: June 18, 1992 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

‘Resolution No. 92-1645 replaces the existing Federal-Aid Urban
(FAU) boundary with a new and amended Urbanized Area Boundary
(UAB) consistent with requirements of the Intermodal Surface

- Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991. The boundary will
establish an area for which the region will program Metro Surface
Transportation Program (STP) funds. Resolution No. 92-1645 also
- recommends that negotiations with the City of Wilsonville con-
tinue with the objective of adding their urban area to the UAB.
Such an agreement must be completed by August. Adoption of -
Resolution No. 92-1645 enables the region to meet FHWA guidelines
for the establishment of a "preliminary" UAB.

TPAC recommended approval of Resolution No. 92-1645 at its

June 26 meeting and recommended discussions continue with the
City of Wilsonville, ODOT, and FHWA for including the Wilsonville
urban area within the Metro UAB.

FACTUAT, BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Requirements

With enactment of the new ISTEA, states and MPOs are now required
to take appropriate steps to adjust the Census-designated urban
area boundary, if necessary, and complete the functional re-
classification of all public roads and streets.  Resolution No.
92-1645 provides the region's recommended UAB. The functional
classification effort will begin later this summer with initial
submittals required by the end of the year. FHWA offers the

- following background and guidance on the UAB:

1. Section 101(a) of Title 23 U.S.C. defines urban areas as
urban places of 5,000 or more population and urbanized areas
as designated by the Bureau of the Census. This section also
allows the states, in cooperation with local officials, to
expand the urban area boundaries, subject to approval by the
Secretary. Prior to enactment of ISTEA, the locations of
urban area boundaries had a number of significant program
implications. Specifically, the urban area boundaries
1) defined the eligibility of routes for the use of urban
system and secondary system funds; 2) defined the application
of urban transportation planning requirements under 23.U.S.C.



134; and 3) defined the urban and rural limits for adminis-
tering 23 U.S.C. 131 -- control of outdoor advertising. Al-
though ISTEA has resulted in some major changes in the
Federal-Aid highway program, the locations of urban area
boundaries continue to have significant program implications.
Therefore, an urban area boundary as defined under 23 U.S.C.
101(a) is required for each urban area.

For capital spending, urban area boundaries continue to
determine the limits for urban system and secondary system
funds until unobligated balances are exhausted. 1In 'addition,
ISTEA requires that a portion of Surface Transportation
Program (STP) funds (including any additions from Donor State
Bonus funds) and any minimum allocation funds be expended in
areas of the state outside of urbanized areas with an
urbanized population of over 200,000 and that a portion (110
percent of the amount of funds apportioned to the states for
the secondary system for FY 1991) be expended outside of
urban areas with a population greater than 5,000. Therefore,
the urban area boundaries for urbanized areas with a popu-
lation greater than 200,000 will define the limits of eligi-
bility for funds that must be expended outside of such areas,
and urban area boundaries for all urban and urbanized areas
will define the limits of eligibility for funds that must be
expended outside of urban areas with a population greater
than 5,000. Although a portion of the STP funds are also
allocated to urbanized areas with a population of over
200,000, the urban area boundaries for these areas are not
controlling for these funds since they may be used anywhere
within the metropolitan area boundary required by Section
1024 of ISTEA.

The urban area boundaries are also important in defining the
eligibility of specific routes for the use of STP funds.
Section 1007 of ISTEA specifies that projects may not be

undertaken on roads functionally classified as local or rural -

minor collectors. Because the minor collector category only
applies to rural areas, the urban area boundary defines the
eligibility of specific routes for the use of STP funds.

Section 1024 of ISTEA establishes that metropolitan area
boundaries must cover at least the existing urbanized area

and the contiquous area expected to become urbanized within

the 20-year forecast period and may encompass the entire
metropolitan statistical area or consolidated metropolitan

statistical area. This section further specifies that for
areas designated as non-attainment areas for ozone or carbon
monoxide under the Clean Air Act, the boundaries of the
metropolitan area shall at least include the boundaries of
the non-attainment area (except as otherwise provided by
agreement between the MPO and the Governor).

In addition to the program requirements discussed in the
above numbered paragraphs, urban area boundaries defined



under 23 U.S.C. 101(a) are used for statistical reporting,
including the Highway Performance Monitoring System, needed
to support national studies such as the report on "The Status
of the Nation's Highways and Bridges: Conditions and Per-
formance" and highway safety studies required by the Con-
gress.

6. Adjustments to the Census-designated boundaries, where
appropriate, are a necessary first step in the process of
completing a functional reclassification of public roads and
streets and then proposing routes for the NHS. To meet the
December 18, 1993 date established by ISTEA for submitting
the proposed NHS to the Congress, the states and MPOs must
functionally classify streets and then identify a National
Highway System.

Metro Urban Area Boundary

The FAU boundary was last changed in 1983 as a result of the 1980
census. At that time, the boundary was expanded to roughly
approximate the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). In addition, Forest
Grove, already within the Metro UGB, was added for consistency
purposes. To transition Forest Grove into the FAU boundary,
JPACT and the Metro Council agreed to allocate FAU funds to :
Forest Grove at an amount they would have received under state-
allocated Federal-Aid Secondary (FAS) funds. The transition
period was through 1986. )

For the current exercise, the state has developed for Metro
review a series of maps encompassing the region which show
differences between the existing FAU boundary and the designated
census urbanized area. For the most part, the FAU boundary is
either the same or exceeds in size the designated census ur-
banized areas. In those instances, it is recommended there be no
changes to the UAB. Two instances occur where it is recommended
to expand the UAB: -

1. Where the designated census urbanized area exceeds the
existing FAU boundary; and

2. Wilsonville and an I-5 connection with the rest of the UAB.

Exhibit A to Resolution No. 92-1645 maps and describes both
instances. As can be seen, the census urbanized areas which
exceed the FAU boundary are relatively small (identified as Nos.
1 through 6 on the Exhibit A map). Those areas are recommended
for inclusion in Metro's UAB consistent with FHWA guidelines.

Wilsonville is recommended as the major addition to the UAB (No.
7 on the map). Although now qualifying as an independent urban
area (by reaching 5,000 in population), Wilsonville should be
included within the Metro UAB for the following reasons:



1. Wilsonville is within the Portland area UGB and was the only
major urban area excluded from the FAU boundary in 1983.

2. Wilsonville is included in Metro's MPO boundary and is sub-
ject to planning requirements or objectives as identified in
the RTP, the annual TIP, and RUGGOs. As such, Wilsonville is
included in the Region 2040 study area boundary as urban.

3. Wilsonville is within the Portland area non-attainment
boundaries for ozone and carbon monoxide.

4. 1Inclusion in the Metro UAB will facilitate consistency be-

‘ tween regional policy and finance in Wilsonville, and will
provide consistency in the eyes of the state and the region
as Transportation System Plans' are developed in response to
state Transportation Rule 12.

TPAC discussion focused on providing a transition period for
Wilsonville similar to the one provided Forest Grove. However,
the new ISTEA does not allow for suballocations of STP funds to
areas. As such, TPAC suggested that Metro, ODOT and the City of
Wilsonville continue discussions towards including the Wilson-
ville urban area within the Metro UAB. TPAC's intent is to

" provide, during a transition period, continuity for Wilsonville
in their transportation capital planning while maintaining an
equitable share of Metro STP funds for the region. Discussions
will focus on the change in the amount of Metro STP funds which
could be expected with addition of Wilsonville and on the
inclusion of Wilsonville projects in the TIP eligible for Metro.
STP funds. A separate resolution will be forwarded for JPACT
review, as necessary, in August.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 92-
1645.

92-1645.RES
MH:1mk
6-29-92



. Meeting Date: July 23, 1992
Agenda Item No. 4.5

RESOLUTION NO. 92-1646



CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1646 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ENDORSING COMMITMENT OF TRI-MET GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS TO EAST
PORTLAND/CLACKAMAS COUNTY LRT DEVELOPMENT AND WESTSIDE CREDIT
ENHANCEMENT

Date: July 15, 1992 Presented by: Councilor Devlin

itte e ion: At the July 14 nmeeting, the
Transportation and Planning Committee voted unanimously to
recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 92-1646. Voting in
favor: Councilors Devlin, McLain, and Buchanan. Excused:
Councilors Bauer and Washington.

itt i ion: Andrew Cotugno, Planning Director,
presented the staff report. He explalned that two years ago the
Council endorsed a resolution urging Tri-Met to proceed with a $110
million General Obligation Bond Measure for local match on the
Westside Light Rail project and $15 million for initial development
of the Eastside project. The latter amount is now in hand. This
resolution provides an agreement to allow usage of the $15 million
received for the Eastside project to provide borrowing leverage for
the Westside project. The moneys will then be repaid as committed
monies are released for the Westside project.

Tri-Met will have a letter of credit from a banking institution for
borrowing funds for cash flow purposes. Then as construction of
the project releases federal funding,  borrowed funds will be
repaid. The Eastside money would be used, at least initially, as
collateral for the commercial paper for the borrowing program.

The intergovernmental agreement between Metro and the local
jurisdictions involved provides that the Eastside money may be used
on the Westside project, and vice versa, but only if approved.
This action does not approved the transfer of money from one
project to another, it merely allows the monies to be used as
collateral.

Councilor McLain described the process as similar to taking a
second mortgage on a house.



-

BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING
" COMMITMENT OF TRI-MET GENERAL

) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1646

)
OBLIGATION BONDS TO EAST ) Introduced by

)

)

)

PORTLAND/CLACKAMAS COUNTY LRT Councilor Richard Devlin
DEVELOPMENT AND WESTSIDE CREDIT
ENHANCEMENT

. WHEREAS, Tri-Met is currently finalizing its plans to
undertake the acquisition, construction and installation of the
Westside Corridor Extension'to its existing system (the Westside
Project); and }

WHEREAS, The region intends to undertake preliminary
planning, engineering, and acquisition of land pertaining to a
future extension of the Light Rail System into Clackamas County;
and |

WHEREAS, The Westside Corridor Ektension.is currently
estimated to have a total cost of $944 million; and

WHEREAS, The Project will be built with funds from i) grant
moneys from the Federal Transit Administration pursuant to a
Full-Funding Grant Agreemeht; (ii) state grant moneys from the
Oregon Department of Transportation; (iii) contributions by Tri-
Met and the other regional participants; and (iv) the proceeds of
the $125 million in General Obligation bonds Tri-Met have been
authorized by the voters to issue for the purpose of financing
part of the Project costs; and

WHEREAS, Past actions have allocated $15 million ("Bond
Proceeds") of the $125 million General Obligation bond issue to

the proposed Light Rail System Expansion into Clackamas County; and



WHEREAS, Tri-Met intends to issue the total of $125 million
in General Obligation bonds in July of 1992; and

WHEREAS, Because the FTA funds may not be made available As
needed to fund the federal share of thé Project as the most
efficient construction schedule may allow, it may be necessary to,
use other available sources of funds as well as the proceeds of.
interim borrowing by Tri-Met (the "Interim Obligation") tq.pay
such federal share pending receipt of the FTA funds in order to
proceed with the Project in the most efficient and cost-effective
manner; and

WHEREAS, Tri-Met is required to establish a Capital Reserve
Account (CAPRA) for the Project which funds must be held
available and not otherwise be committed to the Project; and

WHEREAS, Tri-Met intends to fund all portions of the Project
with moneys available at the time each portion requires funding;
now, therefore, '

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District:

1. Endorses the sale of General Obligation bonds for the
extension of the Light Rail System into Clackamas County in thé
amountlof $15 million ("Bond Proceeds') as a component of a
single $125 million bond sale.

é. Endorses the availability of approximately $4 million in
eafned interest from the total $125 million of bond proceeds. over
the next five years to pay for the costs of performing the Pre-
liminary Engineering, Alternatives Analysis, Preliminary and

Final Environmental Impact Statement and, if appropriate,



acquisition of land and rights-of-way needed for the East
Portland/Clackamas County Corridor.

3. Endorses the use of the bond proceeds, pledged simul-
taneously with other regional Light Rail Bond Proceeds, if needed
to meet interim borrowing obligations and CAPRA requirements of
the Westside Project with the understanding that the bond pro-
ceeds will be the first moneys to be unencumbered when the
Interim Obligations and CAPRA fequirements have been satisfied.
This will result in the availability of $15 million plus interest
(less any previous expenditurés from bond proceeds) to the East

Portland/Clackamas County Corridor.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1992,

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer

NM:1lmk
92-1646.RES
7-2-92



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1646 FOR THE PURPOSE OF

ENDORSING COMMITMENT OF TRI-MET GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS TO
EAST PORTLAND/CLACKAMAS COUNTY LRT DEVELOPMENT AND WESTSIDE
CREDIT ENHANCEMENT

Date: June 18, 1992 ' Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED_ACTION

Adopt Resolution No. 92-1646 endorsing the issuance by Tri-Met of
$125 million in General Obligation bonds of which $15 million is
designated for the Clackamas County Extension. Proceeds will be
available for:

1. Approximately $4 million in costs of the preliminary planning
. and land acquisition and rlghts-of-way needed for the Clacka-
mas County Extension from earned interest of the total bond
sale.

2. Interim borrowing obligations and federal share obligations
of the Westside Project.

3. To meet Capital Reserve Account requirements of the Westside
Project.

TPAC has reviewed the proposed endorsement and unanimously
recommends approval of Resolution No. 92-1646.

FACTUAY, BACKGROUND

Tri-Met is currently finalizing its plans to undertake the
construction of the Westside Corridor Extension. Negotiations
are underway with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to
complete a Full-Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA). In order for
federal funds to be made available for the-prOJect the FFGA must
be in place.

As part of the FFGA negotiations, FTA will require Tri-Met to
demonstrate its capability to financially meet both the interim
borrowing requirements of the project and the Capital Reserve
Account (CAPRA).

Since the filing of the federal grant application in August of
1991, Tri-Met proposed to meet the construction schedule of the
Project partially with borrowed funds. In order for Tri-Met to
obtain short-term borrowing capacity, it must first acquire a
Letter of Credit (LC) from a large well-known banking institu-
tion. The LC bank will require Tri-Met to provide local sources
of funds which will be available to pay for the short-term
borrowing at the time it becomes due. Tri-Met intends to use a
variety of sources of funds to meet this obligation.



Tri-Met intends to issue the full $125 million General Obligation
bonds authorized by the voters for the Westside Project. Of the
bond proceeds, $15 million has been designated for the Clackamas
County Extension. Over the next five years, approximately $4
million of interest earnings from the total $125 million bond
issuance will be available to support preliminary planning, land
acquisition and related costs for a Clackamas County Light Rail
Extension. Tri-Met intends to use the remaining Clackamas County
bond proceeds to help meet the interim borrowing and CAPRA
obligations of the Westside Project. As the interim borrowing
obligations and CAPRA requirements decline, these bond proceeds
will be the first moneys to be unencumbered, resulting in the
availability of the $15 million plus interest (less any previous
expenditures from bond proceeds) to the Clackamas County
Extension.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 92~
1646. :



Meeting Date: July 23, 1992
Agenda Item No. 4.6

RESOLUTION NO. 92-1651



METRO

2000 5.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
503/221-1646

Memorandum

FROM:

RE:

July 16, 1992

Metro Council

Executive Officer

Interested Parties

Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council

AGENDA ITEM NO. 4.6; RESOLUTION NO. 92-1651

The Solid Waste Committee will meet to consider Resolution No. 92-1651
on July 21. The Committee Report will be distributed in advance to
Councilors and available at the Council meeting July 23, 1992.

Recycled Paper



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONFIRMING RESOLUTION NO. 92-1651

)
THE APPOINTMENT OF DEL SEITZINGER, )

STEFANIE GRAFF AND ARNOLD POLK ) Introduced by Rena Cusma,
TO FILL VACANCIES ON THE 1% FOR ) Executive Officer
RECYCLING ADVISORY COMMITTEE )

WHEREAS, The Council of the Metropolitan Service District adopted Ordinance No.
88-250B on July 14, 1988, creating the Advisory Committee for the 1% for Recycling Program; and

WHEREAS, The Council subsequently adoptéd Ordinance No. 89-324 on
December 14, 1989 to implement staggered terms of two (2) years in even years and two (2) years in
odd years; and

WHEREAS, The terms of members Karen Griffin, Gilbert Randle and Forrest Soth,
representing Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington Counties respectively, expired on
December 31, 1991; and

WHEREAS, New members are required to maintain the geographnc industry, and
citizen balance; and

WHEREAS, The Executive Oﬁicer has authority to appoint members to this
committee for Council confirmation; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District hereby confirms the
appointments of the following persons to the Recycling Advisory Committee: Del Seitzinger,
Clackamas County, Stefanie Graff, Multnomah County; and Arnold Polk, Washington County to
serve two years commencing January 1, 1992 through December 31, 1993.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District this day of
' , 1992,

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer

JM:ay
1%/SW921651.RES
June 30, 1992



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
2000 SW First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5403
(503) 221-1646
Appointment Interest Form
Special Interests, If Any Preference:
1% Well Spent Committee
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Metro Office Comments:
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Name: Del Seitzinger ' Date: June 4, 1992

Home
Address: 14605 SE Arista Drive, Milwaukie, Oregon 97267-1154

Business
Address: 50 SW Pine Street, Suite 200, Portland, Oregon 97204

Home Phone: 786-0186 Business Phone: 226-0983

“Social Security No.: 544-78-1316 Metro District No.: 6

(i.c. the district that you live in)
The following information is voluntary:
Sex: Male ' ‘ Ethnic Origin: Oregonian
(Metro strives for cthnic and minority balance, as well as geographic representation, in the membership composition.)

School (Include High Schoolj Location ' Major or Degree

University of Oregon Eugene, Oregon BBA, Finance & Management
Monroe Union High School . Monroe, Oregon N/A



List Major Employment and/or volunteer activities beginning with most recent (include all experiences
you believe to be relevant)

Date (to/from) Employer/Organization Position
7/90 - Present | Palmer, Groth & Pietka Commercial Appraiser
1/89 - 7/90 Lane County Department of SFR Appraiser
Assessment & Taxation
-~ 5/86 - 7/90 Independently Employed : Real Estate Appraisal Research
1977 - 1986 Severai volunteer organiza;ions related to community/University service, including

transportation and planning at the University of Oregon.

1973 - 1979 : Dave’s Masonry! ' Labor Crew Foreman

Experience, skills or qualifications you feel would contribute to a public service appointment:

I possess a variety of group/organization participation and leadership skills which I developed through
involvement in both paid and volunteer organizations during the time I attended the University of
Oregon. These skills were further advanced during the time that I worked within the bureaucracy of
Lane County government and by participation in labor union activities (particularly the contract
negotiating team). My level of involvement includes leadership rolls as well as group member
participation. I believe these skills would be a benefit to a public service committee if I were appointed.

(Please see attached for specific information related to the 1% Well Spent Committee)

Outline your reasons and interests in applying for appointment:

I have found that my involvement in volunteer organizations provides satisfaction both on a personal
level as a result of the feeling that I have made some (valuable) contribution to my community, and also
from the knowledge that a circumstance or event will benefit the society/community as a result of my
contribution.

(Please see attached for specific information related to the 1% Well Spent Committee)

June 4, 1992 . ;Oé ol
Date Kppﬁ'gant’s Signétire”

Please attach a separate sheet/resume if you so desire

! Summers, weekends and school vacations.



1% Well Spent Committee
Additional Information
Del Seitzinger

In regard to experience, skills and qualifications, I believe that I possess several abilities and have
experience which would benefit this committee. In my work as an appraiser, I have had the opportunity
to inspect several properties throughout several areas in Oregon, primarily in the Portland Metropolitan

- area and Lane, Benton and Linn Counties. These inspections have provided first hand experience of
the effects of a variety of levels of pollution and contamination, from relatively self-supporting -
residential/farm properties to industrial sites with hazardous waste materials present.

Although I have no formal education related specifically to recycling technology, I believe that I have
a very good understanding of most of the aspects of recycling for a layperson.

My work, appraising income-producing properties, basically involves collection of data and analysis of
information in order to formulate opinions regarding real estate. My perception of the 1% Well Spent
Comnmittee is that its primary function is to review information related to proposals for recycling efforts
in order to decide which proposals should be funded from a limited grant source. I believe that my
combination of experience, analytical skills and decision making ability fit the needs of this committee
very well.

I am interested in applying for this specific committee for a variety of reasons.

I'am very concerned about the environment in which we live, and perceive that if something isn’t done
about the way we as a society manage our wastes that insurmountable problems regarding land fills and
quality of life are inevitable.

I have been interested in recycling as one component of the solution for this potential problem for as
long as I have been able to understand the concept.

My ultimate objective would be to aid in the development of a society in which recycling activities are
not the result of a conscious choice, but rather the societaily accepted norm as a way of life.

I realize that this is an idealistic view of what we could eventually evolve to and that I will not likely
see it in my lifetime, however, I view an appointment to this committee as a very small first step
allowing me to contribute to my utopian view of what could be.

My perception of the current situation is that primary emphasis should be applied to developing
technologies which utilize recycled materials as raw materjals/resource inputs for other products. This
perception is the result of reports that the supply of recycled materials is currently outpacing the demand
for them resulting in problems which include increased storage costs.

As the technology improves and demand increases, it would seem to make sense to shift efforts and
resources to improving public education and awareness of recycling efforts and activities, and to
improving transportation/shipping systems for recycled materials.



METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
2000 SW First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5403
(503) 221-1646
APPOINTMENT INTEREST FORM

Special Interests, If Any Preference:

Source reduction, récycling, developing markets for recyclable commodities, and

public education of source reduction and recycling issues.

LA 222223 2333233133333 12 3331 2133333233733 2 3031301721313 3318021333231 78 3Ty Iyt ITIries
METRO OFFICE COMMENTS:
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NaMe:  Stefanie Graff DATE: June 10, 1992
HoME . : .
ADDRESS: 323 NW 17th Avenue, Portland, OR 97209
Street City " State Zip

BUSINESS
ADDRESS: NA ;

' Street City State - Zip
HoME ProNg:__ (503) 227-1944 BUSINESS PHONE:
SOCIAL SECURITY No,__- 958-29-9154 ‘ METRO DisTRICT NO.:

(i.c., the district that you live in)

. THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IS VOLUNTARY:

Sex:___Female ETHNICORIGIN____White

(METRO STRIVES FOR ETHNIC AND MINORITY BALANCE, AS WELL AS GEOGRAPHIC REPRESENTATION, IN ITS MEMBERSHIP COMPOSTTION.)

Sa{oor.(mcwnsmcﬂscuoor.) LocATION MAJOR OR DEGREE
Antioch High School Antioch, CA
CSU _Sacramento Sacramento, CA B.S., Business Administration

CSU San Francisco San Francisco, CA Integrated Waste Management




LisT MAJOR EMPLOYMENT AND/OR VOLUNTEER ACTIVITIES, BEGINNING WITH MOST RECENT (INCLUDE ALL

EXPERIENCES YOU BELIEVE TO BE RELEVENT)

DATE (TO/FROM) ' .EMPLOYER/ORGANIZATION POSITION
11/90 - 4/92 Browning Ferris Industries, Inc. Recycling Coordinator
1/92 -.5/92 Volunteer Center of Contra Costa County Volunteer/Fundraising

EXPERIENCE, SKILLS, OR QUALIFICATIONS YOU FEEL WOULD CONTIBUTE TO A PUBLIC SERVICE APPOINTMENT:

I recently completed a year-long Leadership Training program where I learned valuable

mAWWeWMmmwmmMmmity .

I believe I can use these skills in an area where I have both experience and interest.

I have also completed coursework at CSU San Francisco on Integrated Waste Management.

I studied solid’ waste issues and recycling problems and solutions. This provided me
with a very thorough overview of the industry, while my professional experience as a
Recycling Coordinator provided both specific and general knowledge of the industry.

OUI'UNEYOUR REASONS AND INTERESTS IN APPLYING FOR AN APPOINTMENTS

I am very interested in the solid waste and recycling industry and I strongly
believe it is vital to recognize new ideas and develop new technology in the

industry. I think this prgoram is instrumental in accomplishing that boal.

6/10/92 ' %}m.&ﬂ/ UVW'\

Date Apphca‘l‘t’ Slgna.tun:

PLEASE ATTACH A SEPARATE SHEET/RESUME IF YOU SO DESIRE
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METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT
2000 SW First Avenue
Parland, OR 97201.5403
(503) 221-1646
APPOINTMENT INTEREST FORM

Special interests, It Any Preterence:

1% WELL SPENT FOR RECYCLING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

‘l......ll....'....l‘...‘ll.‘.“‘l.‘.‘l...“."....“.O‘.O“.Q‘“l‘.“.."U‘.‘.‘.....'.’...Q‘

MeTtro Ormce COMMENTS:

vassbssdnad .““.““0.“'.".‘0-.6"-“.'I....l‘v'..".""00.00.-‘-“‘-'...‘.'t“‘l.“tl!‘l-

§ wae: ARNOLD S. POLK DaTE: 6/9/92
i Hos :
: Appress; . 13165 SW FALCON RISE, TIGARD. OR 97223 .
: Steeat City Sute Zip
Busmvess
Buse3 4340 SW 110th, BEAVERTON, OR 97005
Street City Stata & .ﬂp
HOME PHONE: 524-4164 ‘ Busingss PHONE, 626-7700
Socw.sscumvuo.344"38“°33° ‘METRO DISTRICTNO. 4
(2., the diztrict that you Live ia)

THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION ISVOLUNTARY?

smxh | Empncomc____Caucasian

(METRO STRIVES FOR ETETC AND MINORITY BALANCE, AS WELL AY GTOGRLTILC REPRASENTATION, [N ITC MEMBEASEIP COMPOSITION,)

SCHOOL (INCLUDE 1TIGIH SCIIO0L) i LocaTioN - MAJOR OR LIBGREE
UNIV. OF OREGON LAW SCHOOL, EUGENE, OR J.D.
UNIV. OF WISCONSIN MADISON, WI B.BR_A
ROGER C. SULLIVAN, H.S. CHICAGQ. 1IT.

¢ ’ l $
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EXPERIENCES YOU BELIEVE TO BE RELEVENT)

Date (’0 /FROM) EMPLOYER/ORGAMIZATION POSITION

1981 - date Self employed attorney & CPA

1980 - 1981 “Instructor of accountimy & auditimg—
. Qreqon State University )

19v2 - date Self employed CPA

EXPERIFNCE, SKILLS, OR (UIALLHICATIONS YOU FEEL WOULD CONTIRUTETO A (UDLIC SERVICE APPOINTMENT:

Member Oregon Society of CPA Ethics Committee 1985

OUTLINE YOUR RFASONS AND INTERESTS IN APPLYING FORAN APPOINTMENT:

My family is grown and I have time to repay the community
for the benefits of living in the Metro area.

My _education _and professional exgerlence has
trained me
evaluate the proposals to be reviewed by the committee.

K IS 24

Daie .lp liesar’s Signature

PLEASE ATTACH A SEPARATE SHEET/RESUME IF YQU SODESIRE
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1651 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
CONFIRMING THE APPOINTMENT OF DEL SEITZINGER, STEFANIE
GRAFF, AND ARNOLD POLK TO FILL VACANCIES ON THE 1% FOR
RECYCLING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Date: July 21, 1992 Presented by: Judith Mandt

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

In accordance with the provisions of Resolution No. 89-324, the terms of three members of the
1% For Recycling Advisory Committee expired December 31, 1991.

The executive Officer initiated a recruitment process for volunteers to serve on the committee, which
included announcements in newspapers of general circulation and inquiries to local governmental
units for membership recommendations. The pool of applicants was reviewed to select individuals
who contribute a good balance of perspective and background to compliment the experience of
existing committee members and carry out the 1% For Recycling Program.

- Replacement members have been appointed by the Executive Officer to maintain the required

geographic distribution. Appointments now before the Council for recommendation are:

Del Seitzinéer, Clackamas County
Stefanie Graff, Multnomah County
Amold Polk, Washington County

Resume materials are attached. All appointees have been contacted and understand the duties,
timetable and commitment involved in serving on the committee.
EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 92-1651 and Council confirmation
of the three appointees to the 1% For Recycling Advisory Committee

JM:ay
1%\STAF0707.RPT
June 30, 1992
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METRO

2000S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
503/221-1646

Memorandum

FROM:

RE:

July 16, 1992

Metro Council
Executive Officer

Interested Parties @ ;
Paulette Allen, Clerk of the Council

AGENDA ITEM NO. 6.8; RESOLUTION NO. 92-1653

The Finance Committee report on Resolution No. 92-1653 will be
distributed in advance to Councilors and available at the Council
meeting July 23, 1992. '

Recycled Paper



METRO Memorandum

2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398

50372211646
Date: - July 16, 1992

To: Finance Committee

From: Donald E. Carlson, Council Administrator

Re: Proposed Changes to Draft Resolution No. 92-1653

The Agenda. Packet contains a Draft resolution brought to the
Committee by Council Staff for your consideration to introduce and
recommend Council approval. Attached please find a revised Draft
Resolution No. 92-1653 that we a<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>