
AGENDA
60Q NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE 

TEL 503 7 0 7 1700
PORTLAND. OREGON 07232 2730 
FAX 503 707 1707

M ETRO

MEETING:
DATE:
DAY:
TIME:
PLACE:

Approx.
Time *

2:00 PM 

(5 min.) 

(5 min.) 

(5 min.)

2:15 PM 
(5 min.)

2:20 PM 
(10 min.)

2:30 PM 
(15 min.)

METRO COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 
May 18, 1995 
Thursday 
2:00 p.m.
Council Chamber

1.

2.

3.

4.

4.1

5.

5.1

5.2

Lead Councilor
Presenter

2:45 PM 5.3 
(5 min.)

2:50 PM 5.4 
(15 min.)

3:05 PM 5.5 
(10 min.)

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

INTRODUCTIONS

CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

CONSENT AGENDA

Consideration of Minutes for the May 11, 1995 Metro Council Regular
Meeting and the Minutes for the May 9, 1995 Council Work Session.

RESOLUTIONS

Resolution No. 95-2145, For the Purpose of Reorganizing the Council, 
Making Appointments and Setting a Meeting Schedule

Resolution No. 95-2144, For the Purpose of Authorizing the Executive 
Officer to Enter Into An Agreement With United Recycling and 
Environmed Inc. To Purchase Manufacmring Equipment Under the 
Metro Recycling Business Development Grant Program

Resolution No. 95-2148, For the Purpose of Confirming the Appointment of 
Bernard D. Shanks to the Position of Director of the Solid Waste 
Department.

Resolution No. 95-2147, To Authorize Submission of an Application to the 
State of Oregon, Economic Development Department, for Low Cost 
Financing for Construction of the Washington Park Parking Lot.

Burton,
Sloop

Burton

Burton

Resolution No. 95-2146, Authorizing the Issuance of Bond Anticipation Note Burton 
to Refund an Outstanding Note in Order to Extend the Interim Financing 
for Various Improvements at the Zoo.

Monroe

Kvistad

Kvistad

Washington

Washington

For assistance/Services per the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), dial TDD 797-1804 or 797-1540 (Council Office) 

* All times listed on the agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact order listed.

Recyded Paper
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Approx. 
Time * Presenter

3:15 PM 5.6 Resolution No. 95-2133, For the Purpose of Recommending Congestion Cotugno,
(10 min.) Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) Funding for the Cedar Hills/Hall 

Boulevard “Alternatives to Highway 217 Bike Lane System”
Ledbetter

3:25 PM 
(10 min.)

6. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

3:35 PM 
(10 min.)

7. LEGISLATIVE ITEMS

3:45 PM ADJOURN

Monroe

* All times listed on the agenda are approximate; items may not be considered in the exact order listed.

Recycled Paper



AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.1 

Meeting Date: May 18, 1995 

Resolution No. 95-2145

For the Purpose of Reorganizing the Council, Making Appointments and Setting a Meeting Schedule.





BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF REORGANIZING ) 
THE COUNCIL, MAKING APPOINTMENTS ) 
AND SETTING A MEETING SCHEDULE )

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2145 
Introduced by Presiding 
Officer J. Ruth McFarland

WHEREAS, the Metro Council has annually adopted an organizing 
resolution since January 1988 which established standing committees 
of the Council, made appointments to committees and established 
meeting schedules; and

WHEREAS, there is a need to restore the level of legislative and 
policy oversight that can best be provided through a committee 
system:

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That this resolution replaces Resolution No. 95-2070 and any 
other resolution adopted by the Council related to the 
organization of the Metro Council;

2. The Finance, Transportation Planning, Land Use Planning, 
Regional Facilities, and Solid Waste Committees are created.

3. The purpose of each standing committee shall be as 
described.in Exhibit A attached hereto and that the Council 
confirms the Presiding Officer's appointment of standing 
committee members for the remainder of calendar year 1995 as 
described in Exhibit B attached hereto.

4. That the Metro Council acknowledges the Presiding Officer's 
appointment of members to other Council-related committees or 
positions as described in Exhibit C attached hereto; and,

5. That the meeting schedule for the Council and each standing 
committee shall be set as described in Exhibit D attached 
hereto, except for special meetings and changes necessary to 
respond to holiday scheduling and/or other needs as determined 
by the Presiding Officer.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer
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EXHIBIT A

PURPOSE OF THE COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEES

Finance Committee

The purpose of the Finance Committee shall be to;

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
process to follow to consider and act on the Executive 
Officer's Proposed Fiscal Year Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
periodic requests for amendments to the annual Adopted 
Budget and Appropriations Schedule.

3. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
annual financial audit and investment and credit policies 
and practices of Metro.

4. Review and make recommendations to the Council on revenue 
proposals of Metro including property tax measures, 
excise tax measures, bond measures, other tax measures, 
service charges and fees, etc.

5. Review and make recommendations to the Council on long- 
range financial plans and policies of Metro and its 
various functions.

6. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of the Finance Department to 
insure that the adopted policies, program goals and 
objectives are carried out or met.

7. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive Officer appointments to 
committees and appropriate administrative positions 
relating to Metro financial responsibilities.

8. Review and make recommendations to the Council on other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.



Land Use Planning

The purpose of the Land Use Planning Committee shall be to:

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
policies and programs relating to Metro growth management 
and land use planning activities including the Future 
Vision, Regional Framework Plan, local government 
planning coordination, urban reserves, urban growth 
boundary administration, transit station area planning, 
water resource planning and management, housing, 
earthquake preparedness planning and other matters 
related to Metro's growth management and land use 
planning activities.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of that portion of the 
Planning Department which performs growth management and 
land use planning programs to ensure that the adopted 
policies, program goals and objectives■are carried out or 
met.

3. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive appointments to the 
Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) or other 
appropriate positions relating to the purpose of this 
assignment and for proposed changes to the MPAC Bylaws.

4. Review and make recommendations to the Council on other 
matters referred or requested by.the Presiding Officer or 
Council.

Transportation Planning Committee

The purpose of the Transportation Planning Committee shall be to:

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
policies and programs relating to Metro Transportation 
planning activities including but not limited to the High 
Capacity Transit studies. Regional Transportation Plan, 
the Transportation Improvement Program, Urban Arterial 
Fund development. Public Transit Management Plan, 
Intermodal Management System Plan, Congestion Management 
System Plan, and Data Resource Center.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of that portion of the 
Planning Department which performs transportation 
planning and data resource programs to ensure that the 
adopted policies, program goals and objectives are 
carried out or met.



Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
appointments to the Transportation Policy Alternatives 
Committee and other appropriate appointments to positions 
relating to the purpose of this assignment, and review 
and make recommendations to the Council on proposed 
changes to the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on 
Transportation (JPACT) Bylaws.

Review and make recommendations to the Council on other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.

Regional Facilities Committee

The purpose of the Regional Facilities Committee shall be to:

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
policies and programs relating to the development, 
construction, renovation and operation of Metro 
facilities including the Metro Washington Park Zoo, the 
Oregon Convention Center, the Metro Regional Center, City 
of Portland facilities under Metro management 
responsibility according to the Consolidation Agreement 
with the City of Portland, and the Multnomah County Park 
and Exposition facilities under Metro management 
according to the transfer agreement with Multnomah 
County, and the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and' work of the Zoo Department, the 
Parks and Greenspaces Department and the Metro 
Exposition-Recreation Commission (MERC) and any other 
administrative unit which is established to work on the 
development of regional facilities to ensure that adopted 
policies and program goals and objectives are carried out 
or met.

Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive Officer appointments to: 1) the 
MERC, 2) any other committee or task force created to 
advise the Council on matters pertaining to the purpose 
of this assignment, and 3) appropriate administrative 
appointments.

Review and make recommendations to the Council on other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.
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Solid Waste Committee

The purpose of the Solid Waste Committee shall be to:

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
policies and programs relating to the preparation, 
adoption and implementation of the Regional Solid Waste 
Management Plan (RSWMP)., the development and operation of 
solid waste disposal facilities, and Metro's waste 
reduction responsibilities.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of the Solid Waste Department 
to ensure that adopted policies and program goals and 
objectives are carried out or met,

3. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive Officer appointments to 
committees and appropriate positions relating to Metro's 
solid waste responsibilities.

4. Review and make recommendations to the Council or other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.



EXHIBIT B

COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP*

Finance Committee

Councilor Patricia McCaig, Chair- 
Councilor Rod Monroe, Vice Chair 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Ruth McFarland 
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Don Morissette 
Councilor Ed Washington

Land Use Planning

Councilor Susan McLain, Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette, Vice Chair 
Councilor Patricia McCaig

Regional Facilities

Councilor Ed Washington, Chair 
Councilor Patricia McCaig, Vice Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette

Solid Waste

Councilor Jon Kvistad, Chair ^
Councilor Susan McLain, Vice Chair 
Councilor Ruth McFarland

Transportation Planning

Councilor Rod Monroe, Chair 
Councilor Jon Kvistad, Vice Chair 
Councilor Ed Washington

♦The Presiding Officer may serve as a member of• a committee for 
which there is a vacancy as a result of a vacancy on the Council



EXHIBIT C

COUNCILOR ANCILLARY APPOINTMENTS

Council Parliamentarian
Councilor Rod Monroe

Friends of the Washington Park Zoo Board of Directors 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Don Morissette

r

Future Vision Commission
Councilor Susan McLain, Vice Chair •
Councilor Ed Washington

Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation 
Councilor Rod Monroe, Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette 
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Patricia McCaig, Alternate

Metro Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor' Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Don Morissette, Alternate

Greenspaces Citizens Advisory Committee 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

'i

Greenspaces Liaison
Councilor Susan McLain

Metro CCI Liaison
Councilor Susan McLain

Oregon Regional Council Association Board of .Directors 
Councilor Ruth McFarland 
Councilor Patricia McCaig, Alternate

Regional Emergency Management Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Rod Monroe 
Councilor Don Morissette

Regional Water Services Leadership Group 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

Smith and Bybee Lakes Management .Committee 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad
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Solid Waste Enhancement Committees 
-North Portland 
-Metro Central 
-Oregon City 
-Forest Grove

Councilor Ed Washington, 
Councilor Ed Washington, 
Councilor Don Morissette 
Councilor Susan McLain

Chair
Chair

Solid Waste Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

Solid Waste Rate Review Committee 
Councilor Jon Kvistad, Chair 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

SW Washington Regional Transportation Policy Committee 
Councilor Rod Monroe

South/North Steering Committee 
Councilor Rod Monroe

Special District Association of Oregon Board of Directors/
Legislative Committee

Councilor Ruth McFarland,
Councilor Rod Monroe, Alternate

Tri-Met Committee pn Accessible Transportation 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor■Jon Kvistad, Alternate

Water Resources Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Patricia McCaig

Westside Corridor Project Steering Group 
Councilor Jon Kvistad

Washington County Transportation Advisory Group 
Councilor Jon Kvistad

Neighboring Cities. Grant
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Don Morissette

Cascadia Task Force
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Rod Monroe

1% for Art
Councilor Ed Washington

Portland/Multnomah County Progress Board 
Councilor Ruth McFarland

II



DEQ Parking Ratio Employee Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Don Morissette

Portland State Institute of Urban Studies 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad

Columbia Slough Watershed Council 
Councilor Ed Washington

FOCUS Liaison
Councilor Susan McLain



EXHIBIT D

COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Council

The Metro Council meetings shall be regularly scheduled as outlined 
below except when the Presiding Officer finds a need to: 1) convene 
special meetings; 2) change meeting dates or times to respond to 
special scheduling needs, such as during Thanksgiving, Christmas or 
other religious holiday periods; or 3) cancel a meeting due to a 
lack of quorum or agenda items or other precipitating events.

Regular Sessions: The Metro Council shall meet in Regular Session 
on each Thursday beginning at 2:00 P.M., except that on the fourth 
Thursday of each month the regular session shall begin at 7:00 P.M.

Committees

The Metro Council standing committee meetings shall be regularly 
scheduled as outlined below except when the Committee Chair finds a 
need to: 1) convene special meetings; 2) change meeting dates or 
times to respond to special scheduling needs, such as during 
holiday periods; or 3) cancel a meeting due to a lack of quorum or 
agenda items or other precipitating events.

Finance: At the call of the chair or the Presiding Officer

Land Use Planning: Second and fourth Tuesdays of each month 
beginning at 1:30 P.M.

Regional Facilities: Second and fourth Tuesdays of each month 
beginning at 3:30 P.M.

Solid Waste: First and third Tuesdays of each month beginning 
• at 1:30 P.M.

Transportation Planning: First and third Tuesdays of each 
month beginning at 3:30 P.M.
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.2 

Meeting Date: May 18,1995 

Resolution No. 95-2144

For the Purpose of Authorizing the Executive Officer to Enter Into An Agreement With United Recycling 
and Environmed Inc. To Purchase Manufacturing Equipment Under the Metro Recycling Business

Development Grant Program.



o «

lb



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE ) RESOLUTION NO. 95-2144
OFFICER TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH 
UNITED RECYCLING AND ENVIRONMED INC. TO 
PURCHASE MANUFACTURING EQUIPMENT UNDER

)
) Introduced by Mike Burton 
) Executive Officer

THE METRO RECYCLING BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT )
GRANTPROGRAM )

WHEREAS, On December 22,1994, the Metro Council authorized an exemption from 

competitive bidding and approved the issuance of a Solicitation for ^plications (RFP #94R-40-SW) for . 

recycling business development grants, and authorized the use of a multi-year contract; and

WHEREAS, An evaluation committee including cjqwrts in the areas of business 

management, marketing, finance, production managanent, recycling, and public policy, evaluated eleven 

applications using the criteria established in the Solicitation for Applications; and

WHEREAS, The evaluation committee selected United Recycling and EnvironMed Inc. as 

the best replicants; and

WHEREAS, The resolution was submitted to the Executive OfBcer for consideration and 

was forwarded to the Council for approval; now therefore,
J

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Metro Council authorizes the Executive OfiScer to enter into multi-year Public 

contracts with United Recycling and EnvironMed Inc. under the terms and conditions specified in Exhibit A 

attached to this resolution.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this____ day of. . 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding OflBcer

PAS:«ey
SASHAK£\SIjOC>CRA}n\MlSC\SW9}2144Jt£S
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STAFF REPORT

m CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2144, FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO ENTER INTO AN 
AGREEMENT WITH UNITED RECYCLING AND ENVIRONMED INC. TO 
PURCHASE MANUFACTURING EQUIPMENT UNDER THE METRO 
RECYCLING BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT GRANT PROGRAM.

Date: May 3,1995 Presented by: Leigh Zimmerman 
Andy Sloop

PROPOSED ACTION

Approve Resolution No. 95-2144 authoring the Executive OflScer to enter into a Public 
Contract with United Recycling and EnvironMed Inc. to purchase and utilize equipment for 
manufacturing certain products using local recycled materials.

BACKGROUND

The Waste Reduction budget for FY 94-95 includes $55,000 for a recycling business development 
grant program, $30,000 of which-will be spent in this fiscal year, and $25,000 of which has been 
carried over to next fiscal year. In December 1994, the Contract Review Board approved an 
exemption fi'om competitive bidding, the release of a Solicitation for Applications (RFP #94R-40- 
SW) for this project and authorized the use of a multi-year contract (Resolution No. 94-2061). 
The proposed contracts extend through June 30, 1996, to allow time to fabricate, install, use and 
evaluate the equipment purchased under this contract.

Eleven applications were received in response to Metro’s Solicitation for Applications. An 
evaluation committee made up of a Metro Councilor, and experts in the areas of business 
management, marketing, finance, production management, economic development, and recycling 
reviewed the applications against the criteria in the Solicitation. These were: 1) financial viability; 
2) management and marketing strength; 3) economic development benefit; 4) technical feasibility; 
and 5) solid waste impact.

Two applications were selected to receive $27,500 matching grants each. These were submitted 
by United Recycling Inc. (URI) of North Plains, Oregon, and EnvironMed Inc. of Portland.

URI is an emer^g gypsum drywall recycler. It will use the grant funds to improve the efficiency 
and throughput of its prototype processing system, as well as to convert the cellulose residue 
fi’om wallboard facepaper into value-added agricultural products. URI’s primary product is a 
prilled gypsum fertilizer. All of its products are market^ through Northern Pacific Trading, a 
major agricultural products distributor based in Portland.



A group of private investors launched URI in April 1993. The current management team includes 
individuals with significant experience in small business management and operations, medium­
sized corporate procurement and inventory control, financial plaiming, and technical sales.

EnvironMed is a start-up company that designs and markets medical products using certain types 
of controlled, non-infectious plastics generated by hospitals in Oregoil and Washington. Grant 
funds will be used to create tooling to manufacture several molded products being designed and 
tested imder a grant fi'om the Washington Department of Trade and Economic Development.

EnvironMed was founded by physicians in 1993. Its mission is to become the healthcare 
industry’s leading developer, manufacturer and marketer of ecologjcally-sound and economical 
medical supplies. It currently assembles and markets a hospital pillow made fi’om post-consumer 
x-ray film. The management team includes a doctor, a CPA, an MBA, and an engineering 
manager with significant medical product development experience. The company’s president.
Dr. David Sanders, founded and operated a medical clinic and an international medical journal.

URI and EnvironMed both submitted sound business plans, will be using proven technolo^es in 
innovative recycling applications, and will make strategic contributions to the region’s recycling 
system. It is projected that within five years, these companies will recycle 13,000 tons of locally 
generated solid waste annually and employee 36 people. The amount of dywalj disposed will be 
reduced by more than 45%, and the amount of hospital plastics disposed will be reduced by 25%. 
Metro grant funds will be leveraged with $244,000 in direct financial contributions fi’om the 
grantees and other government agencies. These recycling businesses project that they will generate 
more than $30 million in gross annual revenue when they are fully operational.

The grantees will use competitive bidding processes to procure equipment under this contract.

BUDGET IMPACT

The FY 94-95 and FY 95-96 Solid Waste Department budgets have appropriated $55,000 for 
these contracts.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Executive OfiBcer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 95-2144.

PASraey J
S.ASHAKBSLOO^GRAKI\MISCCTAF03a3JUT
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EXHIBIT A

CONTRACT NO. 904257

PUBLIC CONTRACT

THIS Contract is entered into between Metro, a metropolitan service district 
organized under the laws of the State of Oregon and the 1992 Metro Charter, whose address 
is 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97232, and United Recycling, whose address is 
1190 SE Frontage Road, North Plains, Oregon 97133, hereinafter referred to as the 
"CONTRACTOR."

In exchange for the promises and other consideration set forth below, the 
parties agree as follows:

ARTICLE I 
SCOPE OF WORK

CONTRACTOR shall perform the work and/or deliver to METRO the goods 
described in Attachment A, the Scope of Work, which Is Incorporated herein by this reference. 
All services and goods shall be of good quality and, otherwise, in accordance with the Scope 
of Work.

ARTICLE II
TERM OF CONTRACT

The term of this Contract shall be for the period commencing May 1,1995, 
through and including June 30,1996.

ARTICLE III
CONTRACT SUM AND TERMS OF PAYMENT

METRO shall compensate the CONTRACTOR for work performed and/or goods 
supplied as described in the Scope of Work. METRO shall not be responsible for payment of 
any materials, expenses or costs other than those which are specifically included in the Scope 
of Work.

ARTICLE IV
LIABILITY AND INDEMNITY

CONTRACTOR is an Independent contractor and assumes full responsibility for 
the content of its work and performance of CONTRACTOR’S labor, and assumes full 
responsibility for all liability for bodily injury or physical damage to person or property arising 
out of or related to this Contract, and shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless METRO, its 
agents and employees, from any and all claims, demands, damages, actions, losses, and 
expenses, Including attorney’s fees, arising out of or In any way connected with Its 
performance of this Contract CONTRACTOR is solely responsible for paying 
CONTRACTOR’S subcontractors and nothing contained herein shall create or be construed to 
create any contractual relationship between any subcontractor(s) and METRO.



ARTICLE V 
TERMINATION

METRO may terminate this Contract upon giving CONTRACTOR seven (7) days 
written notice. In the event of termination, CONTRACTOR shall be entitled to payment for 
work performed to the date of termination. METRO shall not be liable for indirect or 
consequential damages. Termination by METRO will not waive any claim or remedies It may 
have against CONTRACTOR.

ARTICLE VI
INSURANCE

CONTRACTOR shall purchase and maintain at CONTRACTOR'S expense, the 
following types of insurance covering the CONTRACTOR, its employees and agents.

A. Broad form comprehensive general liability insurance covering personal 
injury, property damage, and bodily Injury vrith automatic coverage for premises and operation 
and product liability. The policy must be endorsed with contractual liability coverage.

B. Automobile bodily injury and property damage liability Insurance.
Insurance coverage shall be a minimum of $500,000 per occurrence. If

coverage is written with an aggregate limit, the aggregate limit shall not be less than 
$1,000,000. METRO. Its elected officials, departments, employees, and aoents shall be 
named as an ADDITIONAL INSURED. Notice of any material change or policy cancellation 
shall be provided to METRO thirty (30) days prior to the change.

This insurance as well as all workers' compensation coverage for compliance 
with ORS 656.017 must cover CONTRACTOR'S operations under this Contract, whether such 
operations be by CONTRACTOR or by any subcontractor or anyone directly or indirectly 
employed by either of them.

CONTRACTOR shall provide METRO with a certificate of insurance complying 
with this article and naming METRO as an insured vrithin fifteen (15) days of execution of this 
Contract or twenty-four (24) hours before services under this Contract commence, whichever 
date is earlier.

ARTICLE VII 
PUBLIC CONTRACTS

All applicable provisions of ORS chapters 187 and 279, and all other terms and 
conditions necessary to be inserted into public contracts in the State of Oregon, are hereby 
incorporated as if such provision were a part of this Agreement, including, but not limited to, 
ORS 279.310 to 279.320. Spedfically, It is a condition of this contract that Contractor and all 
employers working under this Agreement are subject employers that vrill .comply with ORS 
656.017 as required by 1989 Oregon Laws, Chapter 684.

ARTICLE VIII 
ATTORNEY’S FEES

In the event of any litigation concerning this Contract, the prevailing party shall 
be entitled to reasonable attome/s fees and court costs, including fees and costs on appeal to 
any appellate courts.
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ARTICLE IX
QUALITY OF GOODS AND SERVICES

Unless otherwise specified, all materials shall be new and both workmanship 
and materials shall be of the highest quality. All workers and subcontractors shall be skilled in 
their trades.

CONTRACTOR guarantees all work against defects in material or workmanship 
for a period of one (1) year from the date of acceptance or final payment by METRO, 
whichever is later. A|l guarantees and warranties of goods furnished to CONTRACTOR or 
subcontractors by any manufacturer or supplier shall be deemed to run to the benefit of 
METRO.

ARTICLE X
OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

All documents of any nature including, but not limited to, reports, drawings, 
works of art and photographs, produced by CONTRACTOR pursuant to this agreement are the 
property of METRO and it is agreed by the parties hereto that such documents are works 
made for hire. CONTRACTOR does hereby convey, transfer and grant to METRO all rights of 
reproduction and the copyright to all such documents.

ARTICLE XI 
SUBCONTRACTORS

CONTRACTOR shall contact METRO prior to negotiating any subcontracts and 
CONTRACTOR shall obtain approval from METRO before entering into any subcontracts for 
the performance of any of the services and/or supply of any of the goods covered by this 
Contract.

METRO reserves the right to reasonably reject any subcontractor or supplier 
and no increase in the CONTRACTOR'S compensation shall result thereby. All subcontracts 
related to this Contract shall include the terms and conditions of this agreement 
CONTRACTOR shall be fully responsible for all of its subcontractors as provided in Article IV.

ARTICLE XII
RIGHT TO WITHHOLD PAYMENTS

METRO shall have the right to withhold from payments due CONTRACTOR 
such sums as necessary, in METRO'S sole opinion, to protect METRO against any loss, 
damage or claim which may result from CONTRACTOR'S performance or failure to perform 
under this agreement or the failure of CONTRACTOR to make proper payment to any 
suppliers or subcontractors.

If a liquidated damages provision is contained in the Scope of Work and if 
CONTRACTOR has, in METRO'S opinion, violated that provision, METRO shall have the right 
to withhold from payments due CONTRACTOR such sums as shall satisfy that provision. All 
sums withheld by METRO under this Article shall become the property of METRO and 
CONTRACTOR shall have no right to such sums to the extent that CONTRACTOR has 
breached this Contract.

Page 3 of 4 - PUBLIC CONTRACT - METRO CONTRACT NO. 904257
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ARTICLE XIII 
SAFETY

If services of any nature are to be performed pursuant to this agreement, 
CONTRACTOR shall take all necessary precautions for the safety of employees and others in 
the vidnity of the services being performed and shall comply with all applicable provisions of 
federal, state and local safety laws and building codes, induding the acquisition of any 
required permits.

ARTICLE XIV
INTEGRATION OF CONTRACT DOCUMENTS

All of the provisions of any bidding documents induding, but not limited to, the 
Advertisement for Bids, Request for Bids or Proposals, General and Spedal Instructions to 
Bidders, Proposal, Bid, Scope of Work, and Spedfications which were utilized in conjunction 
with the bidding of this Contract are hereby expressly incorporated by reference. Otherwise, 
this Contract represents the entire and integrated agreement between METRO and 
CONTRACTOR and supersedes all prior negotiations, representations or agreements, either 
written or oral. This Contract may be amended only by written instrument signed by both 
METRO and CONTRACTOR. The law of the state of Oregon shall govern the construction 
and interpretation of this Contract

ARTICLE XV
ASSIGNMENT

CONTRACTOR shall not assign any rights or obligations under or arising from 
this Contract vwthout prior written consent from METRO.

UNITED RECYCLING METRO

Signature Signature

Print name and title Print name and title

Date Date

SASHARBSLOOGRAMTVJNrTED.CON
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Metro Contract No. 904257

Attachment A 

SCOPE OF WORK

1. Description of the Work.

A. Purchase, Install, Test and Equipment.

Contractor will purchase, install, test, and operate certain shredding and related production 
equipment.

The first such equipment will be acquired from Pacific Shredder Technologies, Inc., 1335 
NW Northrop St., Portland, Oregon. This equipment has the following nomenclature and 
description.

1. Shredder Model PST 11-48 HS, 100 H.P.
2. Conveyor Hydraulic Discharge

Equipment will be placed at the beginning of the production line in such manner as to 
reduce random sized drywall received from various suppliers. The intent of this equipment 
and its operation is to create a uniform sized material which will provide consistent feeding 
of equipment down line.

This change is anticipated to result in greater production of gypsum powder through the 
creation of even flow rates and material that is optimally sized for introduction into crushing 
equipment. The increased exposed surface area of the reduced drywall will also increase 
the recovery of gypsum from the paper backing and further expedite separation of the two 
materials.

The second piece of equipment complements the first It will further reduce the paper 
backing for subsequent resale.

This equipment will be procured through a competetive bid process.

B. Project Monitoring and Reporting

Metro staff will visit the Contractor’s site periodically to monitor implementation of the 
Contractor’s grant project With the exception of proprietary processing and finandal 
infonnation, all observations and information obtained during these visits will become part 
of the public record.

The Contractor will prepare three progress reports for Metro. The first must be received at 
Metro’s offices 30 days after installation of the first shredder purchased under this contract 
The second must be received at Metro’s offices by December 30,1995. The third must be 
received by June 30,1996. These reports shall contain the following information:

1. Total tons of drywall receivedbzcAx month from generators in the Metro area, from 
July 1, .1994, through the month preceding the report.
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2. Total tons of drywall receivedmonth from generators outside the Metro area, from 
July 1,1994, through the month preceding the report

3. Total tons of drywall processedmonth, from July 1,1994, through the month 
preceding the report.

4. Number of tipping accounts, loads tipped and gross tipping revenue, by month, from 
July 1,1994, through the month preceding the report

5. Total tons of product sold and gross revenues for each product by month, from July 1, 
1994, through the month preceding the report,

6. Total employees and total salaries and wages, by month, from July 1,1994, 
through the month preceding the report.

7. Brief narrative description/joumal of barriers encountered during Implementation 
of grant project strategies to overcome bam'ers, and results of implementing 
strategies.

C. Conditions

1. Contractor will continue to test products regularly to ensure that they are safe for their 
intended agricultural uses.

2. A minimum of 50 percent of the post-consumer redded material used In the 
Contractor’s product will be from the Metro area.

D. Additional Documents

Metro’s Solidtation for Applications for Recyding Business Development Grant (RFP #94R-
40-SW), and Contractor’s Grant Application, Induding business plan, are incorporated into
this contract by this reference. In the event of any conflict, this contract, and then the
Solidtation, shall prevail.

2. Payment and Billina.

Contrador shall perform the above work for a maximum price not to exceed TWENTY-SEVEN 
THOUSAND, FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS ($27,500).

The maximum price indudes all fees, costs and expenses of whatever nature. Metro will pay 
Contractor in two installments. The first installment will be $15,000 payable within 30 days of 
contract execution and prior to June 30,1995. The second payment will be $12,500. This 
payment will be contingent upon receipt of the first progress report and satisfactory installation 
and start-up of the first shredder purchased under ^is contract The second payment will 
payable prior to June 30,1996

Contractor will provide Metro with itemized invoices for all equipment purchased under this 
grant

PAS:*ey
S:\SHARE\SLOOV3RAMT\UNrTED.CON
0Sm/D511:46 AM
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CONTRACT NO. 904260

PUBLIC CONTRACT

THIS Contract is entered into between Metro, a metropolitan service district 
organized under the laws of the State of Oregon and the 1992 Metro Charter, whose address 
is 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97232, and EnvironMed Inc., whose address is 
4834 N. Interstate, Portland, OR 97217, hereinafter referred to as the "CONTRACTOR."

In exchange for the promises and other consideration set forth below, the 
parties agree as follows;

ARTICLE I 
SCOPE OF WORK

CONTRACTOR shall perform the work and/or deliver to METRO the goods 
described in Attachment A, the Scope of Work, which is incorporated herein by this reference. 
All services and goods shall be of good quality and, otherwise, in accordance with the Scope 
of Work.

ARTICLE II
TERM OF CONTRACT

The term of this Contract shall be for the period commencing May 1,1995, 
through and including June 30,1996.

ARTICLE 111
CONTRACT SUM AND TERMS OF PAYMENT

METRO shall compensate the CONTRACTOR for work performed and/or goods 
supplied as described in the Scope of Work. METRO shall not be responsible for payment of 
any materials, expenses or costs other than those which are specifically included in the Scope 
of Work.

ARTiCLE iV
LIABILiTY AND iNDEMNiTY

CONTRACTOR is an independent contractor and assumes full responsibility for 
the content of its work and performance of CONTRACTOR'S iabor, and assumes full 
responsibility for all liability for bodily injury or physical damage to person or property arising out 
of or related to this Contract, and shali indemnify, defend and hold harmless METRO, its agents 
and employees, from any and all claims, demands, damages, actions, iosses, and expenses, 
including attorney's fees, arising out of or in any way connected with its performance of this 
Contract. CONTRACTOR is solely responsible for paying CONTRACTOR'S subcontractors and 
nothing contained herein shall create or be construed to create any contractual relationship 
between any subcontractor(s) and METRO.
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>/



ARTICLE V
TERMINATION

METRO may terminate this Contract upon giving CONTRACTOR seven (7) days 
written noticed In the event of termination, CONTRACTOR shaii be entitied to payment for 
work performed to the date of tennination. METRO shaii not be liable for Indirect or 
consequentiai damages. Tennination by METRO will not vraive any claim or remedies it may 
have against CONTRACTOR.

ARTICLE VI
INSURANCE

CONTRACTOR shall purchase and maintain at CONTRACTOR'S expense, the 
foliowing types of insurance covering the CONTRACTOR, Its employees and agents.

A. Broad form comprehensive general liability insurance covering personal 
injury, property damage, and bodily injury with automatic coverage for premises and operation 
and product liability. The policy must be endorsed with contractual liability coverage.

B. Automobile bodily injury and property damage liability insurance.
Insurance coverage shall be a minimum of $500,000 per occurrence. If

coverage is written with an aggregate limit the aggregate limit shall not be less than 
$1,000,000. METRO, its elected, officials, departments, employees, and agents shall be 
named as an ADDITIONAL INSURED. Notice of any material change or policy cancellation 
shall be provided to METRO thirty (30) days prior to the change.

This insurance as well as all workers' compensation coverage for compliance 
with ORS 656.017 must cover CONTRACTOR'S operations under this Contract whether such 
operations be by CONTRACTOR or by any subcontractor or anyone directly or Indirectly 
employed by either of them.

CONTRACTOR shall provide METRO with a certificate of insurance complying 
vrith this article and naming METRO as an insured within fifteen (15) days of execution of this 
Contract or twenty-four (24) hours before services under this Contract commence, whichever 
date is earlier.

ARTICLE VII 
PUBLIC CONTRACTS

All applicable provisions of ORS chapters 187 and 279, and all other terms and 
conditions necessary to be inserted into public contracts In the State of Oregon, are hereby 
incorporated as if such provision were a part of this Agreement including, but not limited to, 
ORS 279.310 to 279.320. Specifically, H is a condition of this contract that Contractor and all 
employers working under this Agreement are subject employers that will comply with ORS 
656.017 as required by 1989 Oregon Laws, Chapter 684.

ARTICLE VIII 
ATTORNEY'S FEES

In the event of any litigation concerning this Contract, the prevailing party shall 
be entitied to reasonable attorney's fees and court costs, including fees and costs on appeal to 
any appellate courts.
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ARTICLE IX
QUALITY OF GOODS AND SERVICES

Unless othen/vise specified, all materials shall be new and both workmanship 
and materials shall be of the highest quality. All workers and subcontractors shall be skilled in 
their trades.

CONTRACTOR guarantees all work against defects in material or workmanship 
for a period of one (1) year from the date of acceptance or final payment by METRO, 
whichever is later. All guarantees and wananties of goods furnished to CONTRACTOR or 
subcontractors by any manufacturer or supplier shall be deemed to run to the benefit of 
METRO.

ARTICLE X
OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

All documents of any nature including, but not limited to, reports, drawings, 
works of art and photographs, produced by CONTRACTOR pursuant to this agreement are the 
property of METRO and it is agreed by the parties hereto that such documents are works 
made for hire, CONTRACTOR does hereby convey, transfer and grant to METRO all rights of 
reproduction and the copyright to all such documents.

ARTICLE XI 
SUBCONTRACTORS

CONTRACTOR shall contact METRO prior to negotiating any subcontracts and 
CONTRACTOR shall obtain approval from METRO before entering into any subcontracts for 
the performance of any of the services and/or supply of any of the goods covered by this 
Contract.

METRO reserves the right to reasonably reject any subcontractor or supplier 
and no increase In the CONTRACTOR'S compensation shall result thereby. All subcontracts 
related to this Contract shall include the terms and conditions of this agreement. 
CONTRACTOR shall be fully responsible for all of its subcontractors as provided In Article IV.

ARTICLE XII
RIGHT TO WITHHOLD PAYMENTS

METRO shall have the right to withhold from payments due CONTRACTOR 
such sums as necessary. In METRO'S sole opinion, to protect METRO against any loss, 
damage or claim which may result from CONTRACTOR'S performance or failure to perform 
under this agreement or the failure of CONTRACTOR to make proper payment to any 
suppliers or subcontractors.

If a liquidated damages provision is contained in the Scope of Work and if 
CONTRACTOR has, in METRO'S opinion, violated that provision, METRO shall have the right 
to withhold from payments due CONTRACTOR such sums as shall satisfy that provision. All 
sums withheld by METRO under this Article shall become the property of METRO and 
CONTRACTOR shall have no right to such sums to the extent that CONTRACTOR has 
breached this Contract.
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ARTICLE XIII 
SAFETY

If services of any nature are to be performed pursuant to this agreement, 
CONTRACTOR shall take all necessary precautions for the safety of empioyees and others in 
the vicinity of the services being performed and shall comply wi^ all applicable provisions of 
federal, state and local safety laws and building codes, including the acquisition of any 
required permits.

ARTICLE XIV
INTEGRATION OF CONTRACT DOCUMENTS

All of the provisions of any bidding documents including, but not limited to, the 
Advertisement for Bids, Request for Bids or Proposals, General and Special Instructions to 
Bidders, Proposai, Bid, Scope of Work, and Specifications which were utiiized in conjunction 
with the bidding of this Contract are hereby expressly incorporated by reference. Otherwise, 
this Contract represents the entire and integrated agreement between METRO and 
CONTRACTOR and supersedes ali prior negotiations, representations or agreements, either 
written or orai. This Contract may be amended only by written Instrument signed by both 
METRO and CONTRACTOR. The law of the state of Oregon shall govern the constmction 
and interpretation of this Contract.

ARTICLE XV
ASSIGNMENT

CONTRACTOR shall not assign any rights or obligations under or arising from 
this Contract without prior.written consent from METRO.

ENVIRONMED INC. METRO

Signature Signature

Print name and title Print name and title

Date Date

S:\SHARE\SLOOV3RANT\ENVRNMO.CON
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Metro Contract No. 904260

Attachment A 

SCOPE OF WORK

1. Description of the Work.

A. Purchase Molded Plastic Product Manufacturing Tooling

Through a competitive bidding process, contractor will subcontract for the 
tooling and manufacturing of a line of molded plastic products for use in 
hospitals. Products in this line will be designed to the specifications established 
under a parallel grant (CTED 94-C-060-A). Contractor has obtained from the 
Clean Washington Center, a division of the Washington State Department of 
Trade and Economic Development located at 2001 6th Ave, Suite 2700, Seattle, 
Washington, 98121.

The product line manufactured with the tooling created under this grant will be 
made using a minimum of 10% post-consumer recycled polypropylene by 
weight. This feedstock will come from controlled, non-infectious plastics 
recovered from hospitals in Oregon and Washington. A minimum of 50% of this 
feedstock will come from the Metro area.

B. Project Monitoring and Reporting

Metro staff will visit the Contractor's site periodically to monitor implementation 
of the Contractor’s grant project. With the exception of proprietary processing 
and financial information, all observations and information obtained during these 
visits will become part of the public record.

The Contractor will prepare three progress reports for Metro. The first must be 
received at Metro’s offices within 45 days after completion of the first 
manufacturing mold created under this grant The second must be received in 
Metro's office by December 30,1995. The third must be received at Metro’s 
offices by June 30,1996. These reports shall contain the following information:

1. Total tons of tons of post-consumer plastics received each month from 
generators in the Metro area, from July 01,1994 through the month 
preceding the report.

2. Total tons of post-consumer plastics received each month from generators 
outside the Metro area, from July 01,1994 through the month preceding the 
report.

3. Total tons of post-consumer plastic processed each month, from July 01, 
1994 through the month preceding the report.
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4. Number of generators served and number of loads received, by month, from 
July 1,1994 through the month preceding the report

5. Total tons of product sold and gross revenues for each product, by month, 
from July 1,1994 through the month preceding the report

6. Total employees and total salaries and wages, by month, from July 1,1994 
through the month preceding the report

7. Brief narrative description/joumal of barriers encountered during 
Implementation of grant project, strategies to overcome bam'ers, and results 
of Implementing strategies.

C. Additional Documents

Metro’s Solicitation for Applications for Recycling Business Development Grant 
(RFP #94R-40-SW), and Contractor's Grant Application, including business plan, are 
incorporated Into this contract by this reference. In the event of any conflict, this 
contract, and then the Solicitation, shall prevail.

2. Payment and Billina.

Contractor shall perform the above work for a maximum price not to exceed 
TWENTY-SEVEN THOUSAND, FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS ($27,500).

The maximum price Includes all fees, costs and expenses of vrhatever nature. 
Metro will pay Contractor in two installments. The first Installment will be $15,000 
payable within 30 days of contract execution, and prior to June 30,1995. The 
second payment will be $12,500. This payment will be contingent upon receipt of 
the first progress report and satisfactory completion and testing of the first mold 
purchased under this contract. The second payment will payable prior to June 30, 
1996. .

Contractor will provide Metro with itemized invoices for the manufacturing molds 
purchased under this grant.

Checks from Metro will be payable to Contractor and the relevant subcontractor(s), 
and they will require the signatures of both the Contractor and the relevant 
subcontractors to cash.

PASiaey
Sr\SHARDSLOOGRANT>ENVRNMO.CON 
0Sm/9S 11:57 AM

Paqe 2 of 2 - SCOPE OF WORK - METRO CONTRACT NO. 904260
37^



AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.3 

Meeting Date: May 18,1995 

Resolution No. 95-2148

For the Purpose of Confirming the Appointment of Bernard D. Shanks to the Position of Director of the
Solid Waste Department.
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONFIRMING )
THE APPOINTMENT OF BERNARD D. )
SHANKS TO THE POSITION OF )
DIRECTOR OF THE SOLID WASTE )
DEPARTMENT )

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2148

Introduced by Mike Burton, 
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, The Metro Code requires that the Metro Council confirm the 

appointment of Department Directors; and

WHEREAS, Bernard "Bern" D. Shanks has been appointed Director of the Solid 

Waste Department; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the appointment of Bernard "Bern" D. Shanks to the position of Director of the 

Solid Waste Department is confirmed by the Metro Council.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this___ _ day of _, 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

gl
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.4 

Meeting Date: May 18, 1995 

Resolution No. 95-2147

To Authorize Submission of an Application to the State of Oregon, Economic Development Department, 
for Low Cost Financing for Construction of the Washington Park Parking Lot.
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2147 AUTHORIZING THE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO SUBMIT APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL 
ASSISTANCE FOR THE WASHINGTON PARK PARKING LOT PROJECT TO 
THE OREGON ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, AND DIRECTING 
THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO PREPARE THE NECESSARY ORDINANCES 
FOR FINAL APPROVAL OF THE LOAN AND SUBMIT THESE ORDINANCES 
TO COUNCIL UPON STATE APPROVAL OF THE LOAN APPLICATION.

Date: May 5,1995 Presented by: Jennifer Sims, 
Finance Director

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Metro leases from the City of Portland the Washington Park parking lot which serves 
the Metro Washington Park Zoo, the World Forestry Center, and OMSK This lot Is vital 
to the continued economic well being of the three institutions which use the lot since it 
provides the only on-site parking available for customers.

The Westside Light Rail line, currently under construction, will include a station in the 
parking lot to serve the Metro Washington Park Zoo, the World Forestry Center, and 
OMSI. This station will, however, remove 246 spaces from the lot, and it presents the 
very strong likelihood that, without controls, the parking lot will be used as a Park & 
Ride lot, further reducing the number of parking spaces available for customers of the 
three institutions. To avoid this possibility and to accommodate the light rail station, it 
is necessary to reconfigure and reconstruct the lot and to begin charging for parking.

The reconstruction and reconfiguring of the lot is estimated to cost $5.4 million which 
includes Metro’s commitment to Tri-Met to pay $2 million plus interest from July 1,
1993, towards the cost of constructing the Washington Park light rail station. As of 
June 30,1995, the $2 million plus interest will total $2,172,233.42.

Metro could use its own bonding authority to pay for the costs of construction, but 
would have to pay for bond issuance costs and would have to finance a reserve as 
additional security for the bonds. The State of Oregon through the Oregon Economic 
Development Department makes low cost financing available to qualifying projects. 
This program will charge interest rates comparable to what Metro could obtain on its 
own and covers nearly all Issuance and reserve costs with State resources. This 
produces a substantial savings for Metro. The security for the State loan would be the 
same as if Metro issued its own bonds to finance this project.



To obtain the State loan, Metro must complete and submit the attached application. 
Submittal of the application requires Council approval. Upon notification of loan 
approval by the State, Metro will need to adopt an ordinance to formalize the 
commitment. Staff is presently working with Metro’s bond counsel to prepare the 
ordinance, which will be submitted to the Council for approval this summer.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 95-2147.

CP:rs
l\ZooPartd\OreEdDD\EDDRes.DOC



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

TO AUTHORIZE SUBMISSION OF ) 
AN APPLICATION TO THE STATE ) 
OF OREGON, ECONOMIC )
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, ) 
FOR LOW COST FINANCING FOR ) 
CONSTRUCTION OF THE )
WASHINGTON PARK PARKING LOT)

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2147 

Introduced by
Mike Burton, Executive Officer

WHEREAS, Metro leases from the City of Portland the Washington Park 
parking lot which serves the Metro Washington Park Zoo, the World Forestry Center, 
and OMSI; and

WHEREAS, the Washington Park parking lot is vital to the continued 
economic well being of the three institutions which use the lot; and

WHEREAS, Tri-Met is currently building the Westside Light Rail line 
which will include a station in the present Washington Park parking lot to serve the 
Metro Washington Park Zoo, the World Forestry Center, and OMSI; and

WHEREAS, the Washington Park/Zoo light rail station will remove 246 
spaces from the lot, and presents the likelihood that without controls the parking lot 
would be used as a Park & Ride lot, further reducing the number of parking spaces 
available for customers of the three Institutions; and

WHEREAS, the lot will need to be reconfigured and reconstructed as a 
result of the light rail station construction and it will be appropriate to start charging for 
parking to limit the Park & Ride use of the lot and to repay the costs of reconstruction 
and reconfiguring: and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction and reconfiguring of the lot is estimated to 
cost $5.4 million; and

WHEREAS, Metro has already committed to Tri-Met through Resolution 
No. 93-1815 to pay $2 million plus interest from July 1,1993, towards the cost of 
constructing the Washington Park/Zoo light rail station; and

WHEREAS, the State of Oregon will make low cost financing available to 
qualifying projects upon application through the State Economic Development 
Department: and



WHEREAS, Metro can pledge its general revenue bond authority as 
security for financing costs and repay loan costs from parking revenues without 
impacting any Metro operations; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

Section 1. The Executive Officer is authorized to submit the attached 
application for financial assistance for the Washington Park parking lot project to the 
Oregon Economic Development Department.

Section 2. The Executive Officer is directed to prepare the necessary 
ordinances for final approval of the loan and submit those for Council approval upon 
State approval of the loan application.

ADOPTED this day of. 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

CP:rs
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EXHIBIT A, p. 1
OREGON COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS FINAL APPLICATION
Oregon Economic Development Department SPECIAL PUBLIC WORKS FUND (SPWF)
775 Summer SL NJE.
Salem, Oregon 97310-Ph; 378-3732 . . .( ) Capacity Building
PLEASE SUBMIT AN ORIGINAL AND 3 COPIES ( ) Finn Business Commitment

SECTION 1: APPLICANT
Applicant: Metro

600 N.E. Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232

Contact Person:

Phone: (503) 797-1626

Jennifer Sims 
Director of Finance

Fax No.: (503) 797-1791 
IRS Employer ID #: 93-0636311

PROJECT TITLE:
Washington Park Parking Lot

SECTION 2: FIRM BUSINESS COMMITMENT 
Business:
Address:

Contact Person:
Phone:
Site Address:

Jobs to be created/retained: 
Number of family wage jobs:

SECTION 3: CAPACITY BUILDING 
Acreage to be benefitted: 83.5
Estimated job creation as result of project___
See attached information under Section 8,

SECTION 4: FUNDS REQUESTED AND PROJECT COSTS

SPWF Funds Requested* 
Applicant
Benefitted Properties 
Other Funds 
Total Cost of Project

s'5,373,518

s.
S 24.856.830
S 30,230,348

JL

For Dq>artmeot Use Only:

Referred to W/W
__ Referred to CDBG

Other

•Grants wiU be awarded after a financial award the economic need of the applicant and specific drcumstances
project

of the

SECTION 5: BRIEF PROJECT SUMMARY (Answer only m space provided. Detailed description is to be
provided on pages 3. Please address the need for both the 
infrastructure _and finanrial assistance.)

BRIEF DRSCRIPTION OF NEED: Reconfigure, reconstruct, and install paid parking 
at Washington Park parking lot seniing the Hetro Washington Park Zoo. World Forestry 
Center, and OHSI to accomodate the new Tn-Het Westside Light Rail Zoo Station. Paid 
parking is necessary to keep the lot (currently free parking) froj turning into a 
Park & Ride, and to promote use of mass transit. Financing from the State Bond Bank 
win spread cost of project over 20-year term while obtaining favorable Interest rates
1R^1nRFrnRSrj?iroON^ Reroute Knights Blvd. around the perimeter of
the existing lot (rather than through the middle) and install parking gates, ticket 
spitters, and attendant/collection kiosks to collect parking tees. The project 
includes paying a portion of the cost of construction of the Zoo Light Rjj1 
Project also includes drainage swales to treat surface water run-off so that it can 
eventually be returned to surface streams rather than diverted to a combined sewer.

Spedal Public Works Hnal Application 22

0-
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. uiMiu oiiiiuKwiiKMi riNALan.
WESlilDE LIGHT RAIL PROJECT 
Contract WCOSOt (SB) Tunnel FInlahIno

02/17/94 Data ol Ittua '

BID SCHEDULE A&B WC0501
Tri-Mat Addllona

DESCRIPTION

0.001
0.002
0.003
0.004
0.005
O.OOS
0.007
0.008
0.009
0.010
0.011
0.012
0.013
0.014
0.015
0.010
0.017
0.018
0.019
0.020
0.021
0.022
0.023
0.024
0.025
0.020
0.027
0.028
0.029
0.030
0.031
0.032
0.033
0.034
0.035
0.030
0.037
0.038
0.039
0.040
0.041
0.042
0.043

WASHINGTON PARK STATION HEADHOUSE
TUNNELS AND WASH PARK 8TA PLAT
EAST PORTAL SYSTEMS BUILDING
WEST PORTAL SYSTEMS BUILDING
PLUMBING
ELECTRICAL WORK
NOISE MONITORING PROGRAM
PROJECT SCHEDULES
CONSTRUCTION PHOTOGRAPHS
QUALITY CONTROL
MOBILIZATION
Wath Park Sta Tral Contrl(MTP. Staga 0 & 1) 
TEMPORARY (TYPBII) BARRICADES 
TEMPORARY PLASTIC DRUMS W/LIGHTS 
Malm & Ramova Abatamt Barricada Enelouiar 
DEMOLITION
ADJUSTMENT OF INCIDENTAL STRUCTURES
ROADWAY EXCAVATION
EMBANKMENT
PLANT MIX AGGREGATE BASE 
SUBGRADE GEOTEXTILE 
SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL 
ROCK RETAINING WALL 
MaInLRamova/Abandon Gaotach Intirumani 
ASPHALT CONCRETE CLASS B 
ASPHALT CONCRETE CLASS C 
PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE CURB 
PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE DRIVEWAY 
PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE SIDEWALK 
MlioPCC Stabs
PAINTED PAVEMENT MARKINGS 
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKINGS 
1 ’ DIa Watar Sve At Waal Portal 
2* DIa Watar Svo at Waih Park Sla 
6* DIa Water Lina at Wash Park Sta 
8* DIa Watar Una at Waat Portal 
8* DIa Water Una at Waat Portal 
8* DIa Watar Una At Waah Park Sta 
FIRE HYDRANT
8* - BACKFLOW PREVENTER ASSEMBLY 
2* - BACKFLOW PREVENTER ASSEMBLY 
8' - PRESSURE SUSTAINING VALVE ASSEMBLY 
STORM DRAIN PIPE. 10 In. DIA.

QTY UNIT UNIT COST
Baaa 1992

*4.441.474
*2.114.144

*184.983
*198.842
*99.178

*797.623
*23.803
*24.342
*15.109

*111.343
*1.000.000

*80.958
*111.00-
*69.80

*21.579
*77.581
*422.90

*8.90
*5.90

*10.70
*1.30

*17.881
*24.20

*30.787
*37.00
*30.00
*8.60

*21.00
*17.60
*23.60

*447
*3.432
*14.40
*17.00
*41.00
*34.80
*38.30
*38.60
*1.404
*4.162
*1.81*
*4.375
*30.00

TOTALCOST 
Baaa 1002

*4.441.474 
*2.114.144 

*184.083 
*106.842 
*09.178 

*797.623 
*23.603 
*24.342 
*15.109 

*111.343 
*1.000.000 

*60.058 
*222 
*558 

*21.670 
*77.681 
*10.160 
*17.880 
*10.858 
*64.070 
*3.747 

*17.881 
*14.520 
*30.787 
*38.015 
*38.860 
*11.900 

*064 
*18.620 

*142 
*447 

*3.432 
*720 

*3.400 
*2.870 
*1.557 
*4.448 

*19.345 
*4.213 
*4.152 
*1.818 
*4.375 
*8.652

Eaeala Amt. 
Conat MIdpI 
2nd Qtr 08

18
4.0044

Eatimatad
Conat
Coat

Contractor
Proflt/lna

844/-5.6H
Aaauma

5.00H

Total
Eatimatad

Conat
Coat

Coat Split

TrI-Met Metro

*754.422 *9.105.898 *260.705 *9.455.891 *4.352.891 *1,103.000*359.105 *2.473.240 *123.082 *2.600.011 *1.408.011 *1,100.000*31.421 *210.403 *10.820 *227.224 *227,224
*33.435 *230.278 *11.514 *241.701 *241.701
*18.848 *110.025 *5.801 *121.820 *121.828

*135.468 *932.080 *46.040 *070,839 *070,839
*3.002 *27.405 *1.375 *28.880 *22.821 *8.040*4.135 *28.477 *1.424 *29.000 *23.038 $0,265*2.508 *17.675 *884 *18,650 *14.070 *3.888*18.013 *130.258 *0.513 *138,709 *108.113 *28.858*109.859 *1.109.850 *58.403 *1.228.351 *1.170.738 *57.613*10.354 *71.313 *3.688 *74,878 *74.878

*38 *200 *13 *273 *273
*04 *850 *33 *083 *883

*3.005 *25.245 *1.282 *20.607 *20,507
*13.174 *90.735 *4.637 *05.272 *05.272
*1.724 *11.874 *504 *12.407 *12.407
*3.030 *20.028 *1.040 *21,074 *21.074
*1.844 *12.700 *035 *13.335 *13,335

*11.030 *70.008 *3,800 *70,808 *70.800
*038 *4.383 *210 *4,002 *4.002

*3.003 *20.884 *1.034 *21,718 *21.718
*2.468 *18.088 *840 *17.830 *17,830
*5.220 *36.017 *1.801 *37.818 *37.818
*0.270 *43.188 *2.150 *45.344 *45,344
*0.227 *42.887 *2.144 *49,031 *45,031
*2.021 *13.021 *808 *14,817 *14.817

*184 *1.127 *98 $1.1*4 *1.184
. *3.163 *21.783 $1,080 *22.872 *22.872

*24 *108 *8 *174 *174
*76 *523 *28 *540 *540

*583 *4.015 *201 *4,215 *4.215
*122 *842 *42 *884 *884
*578 *3.978 *100 *4,170 *4.178
*487 *3.357 *188 *3.525 *3.525
*284 *1.821 *91 *1,013 *1.013 m
*755 *9.203 *200 *9.483 *5.463 X

rc
*3.288 *22.831 *1.132 *23.702 *23.782 •—1

UJ
1—1*710 *4.028 *248 *5.179 *8,175

*705 *4.857 *243 *9,100 *5.100
—H

*300 *2.127 *100 *2.233 *2.233
*743 *9.118 *260 *5.374 *5.374

*1.470 *10.122 *508 *10.028 *10,028
*o %. ^
X
CO

PB FINAL ESTIMATE 2/17/94
PAGE 1



Patton* BrInektthoH FINAL ait. 02/17/04 Dalaolltmi*
WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIL PROJECT

Contract WC0501 (6B) Tunnel FInIthIng BID SCHEDULE A & B WC0501

ITEM DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
NO. Bate 1002 Bate 1002

Tri-Mel Addllone
1

Eteala Amt 
Conti MIdpI 
2nd QlrOO

16
4.0044

Ettimated Contractor
Conti Pront/Int
Cot! 84t/-5.54t

Attume
5.0044

Total
Ettimated

Conti
Cott

Cott Spilt

TrI-Met
r

Metro

A 0.044 STORM DRAIN PIPE 12 In. DIA. 550 LF $35.40 $10,780 $3,381 $23,150 $1,157 $24,307 $24,307
A 0.045 SANITARY SEWER PIPE 0 In. DIA 115 LF $23.70 $2,726 $483 $3,188 $150 $3,348 $3,348
A 0.048 CONCRETE INLET. TYPE A 10 EA $1,224 $12,238 $2,070 $14,317 $716 $15,033 $15,033
A 0.047 STORM DRAIN MANHOLE 5 EA $1,808 $0,032 $1,534 $10,588 $528 $11,004 $11,004
A 0.048 LANDSCAPE IRRIGATION 1 LS $88,803 $88,803 $14,744 $101,547 $5,077 $108,024 $100,824
A 0.040 PERMANENT SIGNS 102 SF $14.60 $1,470 $251 $1,730 $87 $1,817 $1,817
A 0.050 PERMANENT SIGN SUPPORTS 12 EA $58.00 $872 $114 $780 $30 $825 $825
A 0.050 LANDSCAPE STONEWORK 1 LS $78,808 $76,606 $13,012 $80,818 $4,481 $04,000 $94,099
A 0.051 LANDSCAPING 1 LS $220,847 $220,847 $37,513 $258,350 $12,018 $271,277 $271,277
A 0.052 LANDSCAPE WARRANTY MAINTENANCE -111 y 1 LS $10,345 $10,346 $3,280 $22,031 $1,132 $23,702 $23,782
A 0.053 LANDSCAPE WARRANTY MAINTENANCE - 2nd y 1 LS $10,345 $10,345 $3,280 $22,031 $1,132 $23,782 $23,782
A 0.054 ELEVATORS 1 . LS $1,508,838 $1,608:838 $258,265 $1,784,803 $88,245 $1,853,138 $1,853,138
A 0.055 CONTRACT MAINTENANCE 1 LS $55,058- $55,058 $0,505 $85,403 $3,273 $88,737 $08,737
A 0.058 EXTENDED SERVICE CONTRACT 80 MO $580 $33,578 $5,703 $30,270 $1,004 $41,243 $41,243
A 0.057 MECHANICAL INSULATION 1 LS $164,008 $164,005 $20,174 $180,270 $0,013 $180,283 $189,283
A 0.058 AUTOMATIC SPRINKLER SYSTEMS 1 LS $38,780 $38,780 $8,240 $43,038 $2,152 $45,100 $45,100
A 0.050 CLEAN AGENT GAS 8UPRESSION SYSTEMS 1 LS $28,703 $28,703 $4,551 $31,344 $1,587 $32,011 $32,011
A 0.080 STANDPIPE SYSTEMS 1 LS $928,608 $028,008 $157,732 $1,080,330 $54,317 $1,140,860 $1,140,058
A 0.081 SUMP PUMPS AND ACCESSORIES 1 LS $18,588 $18,588 $2,817 $10,403 $070 $20,374 $20,374
A 0.082 HEATING EQUIPMENT 1 LS $25,400 $26,400 $4,314 $20,715 $1,488 $31,200 $31,200
A 0.083 SELF-CONTAINED AIR CONDITIONING UNITS 1 LS $28,075 $20,075 $4,420 $30,504 $1,828 $32,030 $32,030
A 0.084 MISCELUNEOU8 FANS 1 LS $50,478 $50,476 $8,574 $50,048 $2,052 $82,000 $82,000
A 0.085 FIELD SERVICE ENGINEER SERVICES 1 DAY $672 $5,372 $012 $0,284 $314 $8,500 $0,500
A 0.068 TUNNEL VENTILATION FANS 1 LS $725,221 $725,221 $123,185 $848,408 $42,420 $800,820 $800,828
A 0.067 PLATFORM SUPPLY FANS 1 LS $30,171 $39,171 $0,854 $45,824 $2,201 $48,118 $48,110
A 0.068 PLATFORM EXHAUST FANS 1 LS $33,878 $33,575 $5,703 $30,278 $1,084 $41,242 $41,242
A 0.069 ELEVATOR SHAFT PRESSURIZATION FANS 1 LS $17,007 $17,007 $3,042 $20,048 $1,047 $21,008 $21,008
A 0.070 STAIRWELL PRESSURIZATION FANS 1 LS $13,430 $13,430 $2,281 $15,711 $780 $10,407 $18,407
A 0.071 TUNNEL AND STATION VENT Ian letting 1 LS $124,228 $124,228 $21,101 $145,320 $7,288 $152,505 $152,505
A 0.072 AIR FILTERS 1 LS $2,088 $2,080 $354 $2,440 $122 $2,502 $2,582
A 0.073 DUCTWORK 1 LS $435,120 $435,120 $73,010 $600,030 $25,452 $534,401 $534,401
A 0.074 MISCELLANEOUS DAMPERS 1 LS $20,425 $20,425 $3,400 $23,804 $1,105 $25,080 $25,080
A 0.075 FIELD SERVICE ENGINEER SERVICES 5 DAY $872 $3,358 $570 $3,028 $108 $4,124 $4,124
A 0.078 TUNNEL AND STATION VENT Dampere 1 LS . $358,800 $358,800 $00,045 $410,745 $20,087 $440,732 $440,732
A 0.077 SOUND ATTENUATORS . LS $118,303 $118,303 $10,770 $138,104 $8,808 $142,072 $142,072
A 0.078 DIFFUSERS. GRILLES AND REGISTERS 1 LS $8,081 $8,001 $1,182 $8,144 $407 $8,551 $8,551 m
A 0.070 SAFETY DEVICES 1 LS $82,606 $82,506 $10,817 $73,123 $3,860 $78,770 $78,770 3C
A 0.080 CONTROLS AND INSTRUMENTATION 1 LS $30,685 $30,685 $5,105 $38,780 $1,780 $37,500 $37,680 C9
A 0.081 TESTING. ADJUSTING AND BALANCING 1 LS $25,487 $25,487 $4,320 $20,817 $1,401 $31,307 $31,307 8-H

-H
A 0.082 ELECTRICAL SYST^S ANALYSIS 1 LS $45,476 $45,476 $7,724 $53,100 $2,800 $55,850 $55,850
A 0.083 CABLE TRAY EQUIPMENT AND SUPPORTS 1 LS $84,780 $84,700 $14,300 $00,168 $4,058 $104,120 $104,120 to

A 0.084 UNDERGROUND DUCT BANKS 1 LS $33,888 $33,088 $5,718 $30,384 $1,080 $41,353 $41,353 “O

A 0.085 15kv TYPE MC CABLE 34.200 LF $33.40 $1,142,280 $104,028 $1,330,308 $88,815 $1,403,121 $1,403,121

PB FINAL ESTIMATE 2/17/04 PAQE2
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Partont Brlnekarhott FINAL 
WEStSiOE LIGHT BAIL PROJECT

Contract WC0501 (SB) Tunnel Rnlthlng

02/17/04 Data of Ittua

BIO SCHEDULE A&B WC0501

ITEM
NO.

DESCRIPTION OTY UNIT UNIT COST 
Baae 1002

TOTAL COST 
Baaa 1002

TrI-Mal Addltona

Etcala Amt Eatlmaled 
Conal MIdpt Conit 
2nd Qtr OS Coat 

16 
4.00H

A 0.086 BOXES
A 0.087 15 kv METAL CLAD SWITCHGEAR
A 0.088 UNIT SUBSTATION
A 0.080 LOW VOLTAGE SWITCHBOARDS
A 0.090 GROUNDING
A 0.001 TRANSFORMERS
A 0.092 PANELBOARDS
A 0.003 LIGHTING
A 6.004 SPECIAL LIGHTING CONTROLS
A 0.005 UNINtERRUPTIBLE POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM
A 0.006 FIRE ALARM SYSTEM
A 0.097 INTRUSION ALARM SYSTEM
A 0.098 TELEPHONE SYSTEM
A 0.009 PUBLIC ADDRESS SYSTEM
A 0.100 TESTING
A 0.101 CORROSION CONTROL
A 0.102 DRILLED SHAFTS IN SOIL OVERBUTOEN 2,100
A 0.103 ROCK SOCKETS OF DRILLED SHAFTS 650

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST -1002 Dollara 
Bid Schedula A-WCO601

BID SCHEDULE B REVENUE PARKINS

B 0.001 Waah Park StaTrafCntl(MTP. Stage 2-6) i
B 0.002 TEMPORARY (TYPEIII) BARRICADES 12
B 0.003 TEMPORARY PLASTIC DRUMS W/LIQHTS 110
B 0.004 DEMOLITION 1
B 0.005 ADJUSTMENT OF INCIDENTAL STRUCTURES 7
B 0.006 ROADWAY EXCAVATION 6,010
B 0.007 EMBANKMENT . 630
B 0.008 PLANT MIX AGGREGATE BASE 6.100
B 0.009 SUBGRADE GEOTEXTILE 6,500
B 0.010 SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL 1
B 0.011 ASPHALT CONCRETE CUSS B 1,650
B 0.012 ASPHALT CONCRETE CUSS C 60S
B 0.013 PORTUND CEMENT CONCRETE CURB 8.810
B 0.014 PORTUND CEMENT CONCRETE DRIVEWAY 60
B 0.016 PORTUND CEMENT CONCRETE SIDEWALK 1.600
B 0.016 Mlae PCC alabe 40

0.017 CONCRETE WHEEL STOPS 11

Coniraelor Total
Proni/lna Eatimatad

8H/-6.6H Const
Aatuma Coat

6.00%
LS $53,047 $53,047 $0,163 $63,111 $3,156 $00,266 $00,268
LS $706,101 $706,101 $110,053 $820,144 $41,307 $887,451 $807,451
LS $370,137 $370,137 $64,400 $443,637 $22,177 $465,714 $465,714
LS $105,308 $105,308 $17,887 $123,100 $0,160 $129,355 $120,355
LS $26,242 $26,242 $4,457 $30,700 $1,535 $32,235 $32,235
LS $8,416 $8,416 $1,430 $0,840 $402 $10,338 $10,338
LS $145,887 $145,887 $24,780 $170,687 $8,633 $170,200 $170,200
LS $2,658,031 $2,658,031 $451,480 $3,100,620 $155,470 $3,264,000 $3,264,000
LS $67,150 $87,160 $11,400 $78,556 $3,028 $82,484 $82,484
LS $188,220 $188,220 $31,072 $220,202 $11,010 $231,212 $231,212
LS $139,655 $130,655 $23,722 $163,377 $8,100 $171,540 $171,646
LS $33,727 $33,727 $5,720 $39,456 $1,073 $41,420 $41,420
LS $620,001. $620,001 $105,481 $726,472 $30,324 $702,700 $762,706
LS $07,715 $07,715 $10,598 $114,312 $5,716 $120,028 $120,028
LS $36,714 $36,714 $6,236 $42,051 $2,ia $45,098 $45,098
LS $1,110 $1,110 $100 $1,300 $65 $1,376 $1,375
LF $83.00 $174,300 $20,006 $203,006 $10,105 $214,102 $214,102
LF $368.10 $239,205 $40,041 $270,000 $13,005 $203,002 $293,002

$21,845,265 $3,710,005 $26,655,871 $1,277,704 $20,833,064 $24,528,104

LS $47,058 $47,058 $8,140 $56,106 $2,808 $58,010 $11,782
EA $110.60 $1,327 $225 $1,653 $78 $1,630 $326
EA $60.30 $7,023 $1,205 $8,018 $440 $0,364 $1,873
LS $07,501 $07,501 $10,501 $114,062 $8,703 $110,765 $23,053
EA $421.60 $2,051 $501 $3,452 $173 $3,625 $725
CY $8.00 $52,500 $8,034 $61,533 $3,077 $84,010 $12,022
CY $5.60 $2,068 $504 $3,472 $174 $3,640 $720
TN $10.60 $04,660 $10,083 $76,643 $3,782 $70,425 $15,885
SY $1.30 $7,160 . $1,214 $8,364 $418 $8,783 $1,767
LS $10,567 $10,567 $1,705 $12,382 $018 $12,080 $2,506
TN $37.70 $82,205 $10,666 $72,771 $3,630 $70,410 $15,282
TN $38.00 $27,030 $4,502 $31,028 $1,581 $33,200 $6,042
LF $8.30 $73,123 $12,421 $85,544 $4,277 $80,821 $17,064
SY $21.80 $1,308 $222 $1,530 $77 $1,607 $321
SY $17.40 $27,666 $4,690 $32,305 $1,018 $33,084 $6,707
SY $21.60 $804 $147 $1,011 $51 $1,081 $212
EA $32.50 $358 $81 $418 $21 $430 $88

Coat Split

Tri-Mat Metro

$2,305,471

$47,128 
$1,304 
$7,401 

$95,812 
$2,000 

$51,688 
$2,017 

$63.540' 
$7,026 

$10.384m 
$61,128^ 
$26,587^ 
$71.857►-I 

$1,285 * 
$27,187j13 

$840 
$35iT3

PB FINAL ESTIMATE 2/17/04 PAGES



Partotji Brinckarhod FINAL ait. 
WESTSlOE LIGHT RAIL PROJECT

02/17/04 Data of laaua

Contract WCOS01 (SB) Tunnal Flnlihlno BID SCHEDULE A &B WC0501

ITEM DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT UNIT COST 
Baaa 1002

TOTALCOST 
Baaa 1092

Tri-Mat Addllona

Eacala Amt Eatlmatad 
Conat MIdpt Con it 
2nd Qtr OS Coat 

10 
4.00%

Contractor Total
Pront/lna Eatlmatad

S%/-S.S% Conat
Aaauma Coat

5.00%

TrI-Met

B 0.018 PAINTED PAVEMENT MARKINGS 1 LB $33,408 $33,408 1 $5,874 $39,080 $1,054 $41,034 $8,207 $32,827
B 0.019 THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKINGS 1 LS $9,888 $9,888 1 $1,870 $11,544 $677 $12,121 $2,424 $9,697
B 0.020 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL 1 LS $17,341 $17,341 1 $2,045 $20,280 $1,014 $21,300 $4,280 $17,040
B 0.021 RELOCATE FIRE HYDRANT 1 EA $1,517 $1,517 1 $258 $1,776 $80 $1,803 $373 $1,491
a 0.022 STORM DRAIN PIPE. 10 In. DIA. 172 LF $30.90 $5,316 1 $003 $0,218 $311 $8,528 $1,300 $5,223
a 0.023 STORM DRAIN PIPE. 12 In. DIA. 810 LF $35.30 $28,693 1 $4,857 $33,450 $1,072 $35,122 $7,024 $28,098
B 0.024 CONCRETE INLET. TYPE A 13 EA $1,220 $15,883 1 $2,894 $18,557 $028 $10,485 $3,807 $15,588
B 0.02S STORM DRAIN MANHOLE 8 EA $1,801 $14,409 1 $2,447 $18,858 $843 $17,800 $3,540 $14,159
B 0.028 LANDSCAPE IRRIGATION 1 LS $53,413 $53,413 $0,073 $82,488 $3,124 $85,810 $13,122 $52,488
8 0.027 PERMANENT SIGNS 385 SF $14.60 $5,583 $048 $8,631 $327 $8,857 $1,371 $5,488
B 0.028 PERMANENT SIGN SUPPORTS 88 ES $65.80 $3,794 $845 $4,430 $222 $4,081 $932 $3,729 ;
B 0.029 UNOSCAPINQ 1 LS $238,144 $238,144 $40,111 $270,255 $13,813 $200,088 $58,014 $232,054
B 0.030 UNDSCAPE WARRANTY MAINTENANCE -1 at y 1 LS $4,831' $4,831 $821 $5,851 $283 $5,034 $1,187 $4,747
B 0.031 LANDSCAPE WARRANTY MAINTENANCE-2nd y 1 LS $4,831 $4,831 $821 $5,851 $283 $5,034 $1,187 $4,747
B 0.032 RETAINING WALL NO. 100 LS $8,805 $8,805 $1,402 $10,087 $503 $10,570 $2,114 $8,450
B 0.033 ROADWAY LIGHTING LS $123,008 $123,008 $20,804 $143,002 $7,105 $151,007 $30,210 $120,878

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST -1992 Dollara $1,054,382 $170,000 $1,233,478 $81,074 $1,295,152 $250,030 $1,030,121
Bid Schadula B - WCOS01

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST -1992 OoltarB $22,890,047 $3,889,701 $20,780,340 $1,330,487 $28,128,110 $24,787,224 $3,341,592 ;
Bid Schadulaa A and B - WCO501

Oaaign Coata $225,244
•

$226J!44 $45,040 $180,105
OCIP Inauranca $122,788 $122,780 $24,557 $98,220

$23,247,877 $28,470,840 $24,858,830 $3,020,010

Coat Split

Project Summary
Station, headhouse, and- 
parking lot

Bio-swale surface run-off 
treatment

Ticket spitters and booths 

Contingency

Metro

$3,620,016

1,145,000

120,000a:
488,492^

$5,373,518°

PB FINAL ESTIMATE 2/17/04 PAGE 4



SECTION?: A- NEED FOR THE PROJECT; EXHIBIT A, p. 7

Explain in detail, the need for the infrastructure and the need for finanrial assistance.

The parking lot serving the Metro Washington Park Zoo, the World Forestry Center, 
and OMSI in Washington Park is presently an unpaid, surface lot on either side 
of Knights Blvd. This is the only on-site parking available for the customers 
of the three institutions, and (as such) is vital to the economic success of 
these facilities. As part of the Westside Light Rail project, Tri-Met is in the 
process of building a light rail station in the upper portion of the parking lot 
which will remove 246 spaces. If parking remains uncontrolled once the station 
opens, there will be a strong tendency for daily commuters to use the lot as a 
Park & Ride facility, thereby filling parking spaces vital to the continued 
economic health of the three institutions which are currently using the lot.

Financial assistance is needed to pay for the costs of rerouting Knights Blvd. 
around the periphery of the site, which will then allow the reconstruction of 
the lot and the installation of paid parking. Assistance is also needed to pay 
Metro's share of the cost of the finish work in the underground station and the 
aboveground headhouse which will serve the Zoo, the World Forestry Center, and 
OMSI.

B. SOLUTION:

Explain in detail, the solution, induding a summary of the requested infrastructure and 
finandal assistance.
Knights Blvd. will be rerouted to the western edge of the site (closer to the 
World Forestry Center). The lot will then be reconfigured to replace some of 
the parking spaces lost to the light rail station and to install parking 
controls (gates, ticket spitters, and collection houses) to allow the institution 
of paid parking in the lot. The lot will also feature a system to collect, 
treat, and divert surface water run-off away from the combined sanitary sewer 
system which serves the three facilities. Parking fares will be structured 
to discourage early morning Park & Ride parkers to minimize impacts on customers 
of the three institutions. The lot will be jointly managed by the three insti­
tutions which use the lot under a joint operating agreement.

Since Tri-Met is managing the construction of the light rail station, Tri-Met 
will also manage the reconstruction of the parking lot and the rerouting of Knights 
Blvd. Metro's contribution to the cost of the light rail station is due to Tri- 
Met in the summer of 1995. Construction of the station will begin in 1995. 
Construction of the lot will begin about May 1996.

The financial assistance will be secured by a pledge of Metro's general revenue 
authority. This is the same pledge that Metro used to secure bonds to acquire 
and build its headquarters building. (The Moody's Municipal Credit Report for 
the 1993 General Revenue Refunding Bonds is attached to this application.)
Although secured by the general revenue pledge, Metro intends to repay this loan 
entirely through parking revenues generated from the parking lot.

Special Public Works Final Application Page 3 of 11



special Public Works Final Application 
Metro
Section A, Capacity Building Projects

The Washington Park Parking lot serves three major institutions which ^ntribute to the 
educational, cultural, and economic life of the region. The Metro Washington Park Zoo 
is the largest paid tourist attraction in Oregon with approximately 1,000,000 visitors 
each year. The World Forestry Center presents exhibits about the region’s and the 
world’s forest resources, and their importance to our economic and social structure. 
OMSI has maintained its building on the site and now uses it for seminars and 
educational programs to supplemental its programs offered at its new downtown 
location. Individually, each institution makes a significant contribution to the region and 
the state. Having them all located at a common site magnifies their impact.

The parking lot serving these institutions is vital to their economic well-being. It is the 
only parking facility within easy access of the three institutions. The project to be 
financed by this loan application will reconfigure and reconstruct the lot and will install 
paid parking. All of this is necessary to accommodate the new Washington Park/Zoo 
light Rail Station which is also partially financed by this loan. The parking lot portion of 
this project will preserve existing capacity which would otherwise be lost to park and 
ride usage to the detriment of the three institutions.

This project does not just preserve capacity, however. It also expands capacity. A 
portion of the loan proceeds will be used to pay a portion of the cost of the new 
Washington Park/Zoo Light Rail station. For the first time, an additional mode of 
access to the three institutions will be provided with the opening of the Westside light 
rail line and the Washington Park/Zoo Light Rail station. Visitors will now be able to 
come to the three institutions despite uriavoidable peak day congestion in the parking 
lot. The institutions expect that this will allow continued increases in their attendance.

In anticipation of increased attendance, the World Forestry Center has already 
embarked on a major redesign and reconstruction of their exhibit space. This project is 
expected to be completed in time for the opening of the light rail station. The World 
Forestry Center expects their attendance to increase to approximately 300,000 per 
year. Information about the World Forestry Center's plans are included with this 
application.

The Metro Washington Park Zoo is also examining options for the redesign and 
expansion of its exhibit space. Those plans are curreritly under i^eview. A portion of 
the redesign should be completed in time for the opening of the light rail station. 
Information about the Zoo’s impact on the Oregon economy is also included with this
application.



EXHIBIT A, p. 10SECTION 9: ENGINEERING FEASIBILITY:
A. Attach an Engineering Feasibility analysis, prepared and stam^d by a registered 

professional engineer. At a minimum the report must include.

• an explanation of the baas for the aze and/or capacity of the propo^ cmt3L
• project alternatives considered and a demonstration that ^ proposal is the most cost-effectiwe,
• cost estimate including all items necessary to achieve the project;

: ? •‘jrf.*-■ “d
qieafic location of the project, including, if applicable, line axes, road widths, etc;

• environmental concerns;
• ivHo/t permits and/or licenses to construct the infrastructure

What juiisdiction(s) will own, operate and/or maintain the proposed infrastructure? 

Metro.
B.

Anticipated projected schedule: 
Final engineering/design 
Construction

D. Drawdown schedule:

Start date 
Sent. 1995 
May 1996

month/year SPWF.(Metro) Tri-Met

evenue S 180.195Seotember 19951. Parkin

Coostzuctioa
ion 6 S Manaopd bv> 2.203.000Septemberouse

Tri-Met500,000May 1996Parking
f$24.856.830500,000June 1996

500.000

500,000August 1996

500,000September 1996

October 1996 490,323 ^
E. CoTi?1iriT1g Professionals Contributing to the project (if known):

Engmecn Parsons Brinkerhoff '
Address: 710 N.E. Holladay Street

Portland, Oregon 97232 
Contact Paul McCauley Phone: (503) 239-2251

Legal Counsel: Tri -Met 
Address: 710 N.E. Holladay Street

Portland, 0r‘egon 97232 
Contact Dana Anderson

Dean Phillips

Special Public Works Final Application

Metro
600 N.E. Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232 
Dan Cooper 
(503) 797-1528

So
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■ , EXHIBIT A, ^p.,,12G. Has the applicant ever defaulted on a debt? If so, provide a complete summaiy or all 
circumstances relative to the default
No.

H. How will the ongoing maintenance, operation and replacement of the requested . 
infrastructure be financed? Provide a copy of the fadhty plan documenting the ongoing 
operations, maintenance and replacement efforts.
Maintenance, operations, and replacement will be paid out of parking fees 
charged to-use the facility.

I. Summarize any pending litigation that may affect the ability of the applicant to repay a 
loan.

None.

J. What is the current employment level, by full-time equivalent, of the applicant?
Metro total: 781.08 FTE. Metro Washington Park Zoo (incl. in total): 193.84.

K. Is the applicant experiencing any financial complications as a result of Ballot
Measure 5? .
No. Zoo tax base has been in compression since 1990, but is expected to be 
out of compression in FY 1995-96.

SECTION 11: ECONOMIC DATA

A. Five Largest Employers of the applicant’s jurisdiction: (ten or more employees)

Employer Type of Business
# of

Employees

Fred Mever Retail 8.800

US Bancorp Financial Services 6.700 FTE

Kaiser Permanente Health Care 6.543 FTE I

Tektronix, Inc. Electronics 6.000 1

Intel Coro. Micro Computer Company 5.800 1

Estimated total employment m jurisdiction
Data source: The Business Journal Ycan 1994 |

Spedal Public Works Final Application
28
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METRO

Principal Taxpayers Within the District by County 
(founts expressed in thousands)

June 30, 1994

EXHIBIT A, p. 14

Assessed Percent of total
Taxoaver account Tvue of business valuation valuation

Multnomah County:
U. S. West Telephone utility $ 416,156 . 1.46 %
Pacific Power and Light Electric utility 192,368 0.67
Portland General Electric Electric utility 170,023 0.60
Boeing Company Aircraft manufacturing 141,005 0.49
Northwest Natural Gas Natural gas utility 110,094 0.39
Oregon Steel Mills Steel products 97,562 0.34
SI-Lloyd Associates Shopping mall 94,000 0.33
US Bancorp Banking 76,320 0.27
Union Pacific Railroad Railroad 70,545 0.25
Wacker Siltronic Corp Electronics 62,309 0.22
All other taxpayers - 27,144,118 . 94.98

Total $ 28,574,500 100150" %

Washington County.
Intel Corporation Electronics $ 412,508 2.35 %
GTE Northwest Incorporated Telephone utility 210,816 1.20
Tektronix, Inc. Electronics 200,400 1.14
Nike Athletic apparel 131,572 0.75
Portland General Electric Electric utility 127,242 0.72
Pacific Realty Associates Real estate 97,615 0.56
Northwest Natural Gas Natural gas utiliQr 95,679 0.54
Fred Meyer Retailer 73,689 0.42
S. F. Oregon Co.,Ltd. Banking center 59,210 0.34
Washington Square Shopping mall 52,248 0.30
All other taxpayers - 16,096,575 91.68

Total. $ 17,557,554 luo.uO %

Gackamas County:
Portland General Electric Electric utility $ 199,606 1.29 *
Gackamas Association Ltd Partnership Shopping mall 93,117 0.60
U. S. West Telqihone utility 71,038 0.46
Precision Castparts Corp. Manufacturing 69,945 0.45
Northwest Natural Gas Natural gas utility' 64,893 0.42
Metropolitan Life Insurance Company Insurance 64,885 0.42
Mentor Graphics Corp. Electronics 59,585 0.38
Dept, of Veterans, State of Oregon Government agency 45,303 0.29
Simpson Paper Company Paper products 44,244 0.29
Tektronix, Inc. Electronics 40,267 0.26
All other taxpayers - • 14,762,708 95.14

Total $ 15,515,591 lOO.dO *

Source: The Departments of Assessment and Taxation for Multnomah, Clackamas and
Washington counties.

■
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SECTION 12: UTILnY/REVENUE ISSUES N0T APPLICABLE

(Complete this section only when a specific fiind is pledged for loan repayment) 

A- Specify the Fund:

B. Current Connections:

1. Residential
2. Industrial
3. Commercial & Other

EXHIBIT A, p. 15

C. Projections: Provide financial projections of fund activity as available.

FYE: FYE: FYE:

Connections
L Residential

2. Industrial

3. Commercial & Other
Self-Supporting Debt Outstanding

Debt per capita
Total Rcvcnnes

Operating Expenses

Accounts Receivable % % 1
Top 10 Rate Payers as a

Percent of Revues % 1
Utility Service Rate Increase 
(Decrease) NC if No Change % % % 1

I Consomption (as a percentage of total consumption)
Commercial/Industrial
Residential
Other

%

%

%

D. Specify any enterprise or utility funds that are not available to service this loait

Special Public Works Hnal Application
30 Page 9 of 11



Attach the following items with the application: 

1.

EXHIBIT A, p. 17

Public hearing notice, minutes of the public hearing and minutes of the meeting at 
which submission of this application was approved.

2. Engineering feasibility (see Section 8).

3. One copy of each of the applicant’s last three armual audit reports and one copy of the 
current budget

4. Copies of any documents creating any enterprise fund which may be pledged for 
repayment of the loan.

5. Copies of any ordinances which established any debt which is supported by the 
enterprise fund referred to in item 4 above.

6. Capital Improvement Plan (if available) and water or wastewater facilities plans as 
appropriate.

7. Appropriate portions of local comprehensive plan and zoning ordinances.

8. One copy of the applicant’s enabling charter as amended.

SECTION 13: CERTIFICATION 

I certify that '

We have the authority to request and incur the debt described in this application and 
upon award, will enter into a contract for the repayment of any SPWF loans and/or 

bonds.

We have held the required public hearing and will comply with all applicable state and 
federal regulations and requirements.

To the best of ray knowledge all information contained in this application is valid and 
accurate and the submission of this application has been authorized by the governing 
body of the undersigned jurisdiction.

Signature
(highest elected official)

Name Ml’ke Burton

Title Executive Officer 

Jurisdiction Metro____

Date
(type or print)

Special Public Works Final Application 32 5^ Page 11 of 11.



EXHIBIT A, p. Ifi

Special Public Works Final Application
Metro
Enclosures

Metro Documents
• Metro Charter
• Metro Budget (FY 1994-95 Adopted)
• Metro Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports for years ended

June 30,1994 
June 30,1993 
June 30,1992 
June 30,1991

• Metro Ordinances
91-439 (General Revenue Bond Master Ordinance)
93-495 (Metro Code, Title VIII r- Financing Powers)

• Metro Resolutions
93-1795 (General Revenue Refunding Bond authorization)
93-1863 (General Revenue Refunding Bond authorization)

• Moody’s Municipal Credit report - Metro General Revenue Refunding Bonds. 
November 5,1993

Project Documents
• Letter from Paul S. McCauley, Project Manager, Westside Corridor Project Progress 

Print signature
• Westside Corridor Project, Line Section 5B, Westside LRT Tunnel, Progress Print
• Final Environmental Impact Statement, Westside Corridor Project, August 1991, 

Summary
• Tanner Creek Basin, Preliminary Engineering Report, July 1994 (surface water 

treatment plans)

Institution Information
• Metro Washington Park Zoo, An Exonomic Impact Analysis, June 1991
• Letter from Mark Reed, Operations Director, World Forestry Cenetr, May 4,1995
• Vou Are Invited to Take A Journey... A Forest Journey, World Forestry Center, 

Portland, Oregon

The above enclosures to the Special Public Works Final Application are available 
in the Financial Planning division of the Finance Department and may be viewed
upon request.





AGENDA ITEM NO. 5,5 
Meeting Date: May 18,1995

Resolution No. 95-2146

Authorizing the Issuance of Bond Anticipation Note to Refund an Outstanding Note in Order to Extend the
Interim Financing for Various Improvements at the Zoo.

Si





STAFF REPORT

EXTENDING FOR FOUR MONTHS, UNTIL NOVEMBER 1, 1995, THE CURRENT 
AGREEMENT WITH TRI-METTO FINANCE METRO’S $2 MILLION CONTRIBUTION 
TOWARD THE COST OF THE WASHINGTON PARK ZOO LIGHT RAILSTATION.

Date: May 5, 1995

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Presented by: Jennifer Sims
Finance Director

Resolution 95-2146 extends the current agreement with Tri-Met to finance Metro’s $2 million 
contribution towards the cost of the Washington Park Light Rail station for four months, until 
November 1,1995.

At the time the funding package for the Westside Light Rail project was assembled, Tri-Met 
asked several of the jurisdictions along the proposed route to contribute towards the cost of 
the project. Tri-Met asked Metro for a $2 million contribution in recognition of the benefits 
Metro would receive from the construction of a light rail station serving the Metro Washington 
Park Zoo. Metro agreed to the $2 million contribution and agreed to make this payment on 
July 1,1993.

With the approach of July 1,1993, Metro did not yet have a source of cash to make this 
contribution, but plans were under development to convert the Washington Park parking lot 
into a paid parking facility. The revenues from this lot can be used to pay this contribution. 
Because the paid parking lot was not yet ready for long-term financing, Metro offered Tri-Met 
a Bond Anticipation Note to secure its contribution until such time as Metro obtained long-term 
financing for the paid parking lot. The Bond Anticipation Note carried a rate of interest equal 
to the current 90 day Treasury Bill rate, adjusted quarterly. The Bond Anticipation Note 
comes due July 1,1995.

Long-term financing for the paid parking lot will not be in place July 1,1995. The Council is 
being requested by Resolution No. 95-2147 (on the May 18 agenda) to authorize the 
submission of a loan application to the Oregon Economic Development Department to pay for 
this contribution and the costs of converting the lot. This resolution (95-2146) refunds the 
existing Bond Anticipation Note and replaces it with a new Bond Anticipation Note which will 
become due and payable on November 1,1995. The Interest rate on the new note will be set 
according to the current 90 day Treasury Bill rate as of July 1,1995. This will allow time for 
funds to be received from the Oregon Economic Development Department to pay off the Note. 
The principal of the new Note will be $2,171,550.71, which encompasses the original $2 
million plus interest accrued from July 1,1993 to July 1,1995.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 95-2146.

CP.rs
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE 
ISSUANCE OF A BOND ANTICIPATION 
NOTE TO REFUND AN OUTSTANDING 
NOTE IN ORDER TO EXTEND THE 
INTERIM FINANCING FOR VARIOUS 
IMPROVEMENTS AT THE ZOO.

) RESOLUTION NO. 95-2146 
)
) Introduced by Mike Burton
)
)
)

WHEREAS, Metro has heretofore issued its Bond Anticipation Note dated July 1, 1993 in 
the original principal amount of $2,000,000 (the "Outstanding Note"), said Outstanding Note having 
been given to the Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon (' Tri-Met ) to extend 
the time for Metro to pay to Tri-Met the amounts required under a certain Regional Compact 
providing for contributions to be made by Metro, the City of Portland, and Washington County to 
defer a portion of the costs of the Westside Light Rail Extension Project being undertaken by Tri- 
Met; and

WHEREAS, Metro is currently in the process of arranging for long-term financing to provide 
the fimds necessary to pay the arnounts due on the Outstanding Note and to pay the costs of various 
improvements to the parking lot at Washington Park which serves the Metro Washington Park Zoo 
and other institutions, said improvements being needed in connection with the light rail station being 
constructed at the Zoo as part of the Westside Light Rail Extension Project, which long-term 
financing will be available in the Fall of 1995 following finalization of the construction schedule for 
said parking lot improvements; and . ■

WHEREAS, the Outstanding Note is due and payable in full on July 1, 1995, and Tri-Met has 
agreed to accept a refunding note in lieu of payment at that time, thus enabling Metro to defer such 
payment until it has available to it the proceeds of the long-term financing referred to above; and

WHERE A Sj Metro is authorized under the laws of the State of Oregon, and, in particular, the 
Metro Charter and Metro Ordinance No. 93-495 (said Ordinance adding various financing 
provisions as Article VIH of the Metro Code) (collectively, the "Act”), to issue bonds and other 
obligations for the purpose of providing the funds needed to in connection with Metro's 
governmental undertakings, including obligations issued to refund outstanding obligations of Metro;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE METRO COUNCIL AS 
FOLLOWS:

Section !. The Metro Council hereby authorizes the issuance of a refunding Bond Anticipation 
Note in the principal amount of Two Million One Hundred Seventy One Thousand Five Hundred



Fifty Dollars and Seventy One Cents ($2,171,550.71) (the "Note"), said principal amount 
representing the principal and interest due on the Outstanding Note at maturity. The Note shall:

(i) be dated July 1, 1995 and be due and payable in full on November 1, 1995;

(ii) bear interest at a rate equal to the then current 90-day Treasury Bill rate for Treasury 
Bills sold on the date nearest to July 1, 1995;

(ii) be issued in substantially the form attached hereto but with such changes, additions 
and deletions as may be necessary or appropriate and not in conflict with the terms and 
provisions of this authormng resolution.

The Note shall be payable from any funds legally available to Metro for the payment thereof, 
including but not limited to the proceeds of any bonds or other financing obligations issued or 
undertaken by Metro for such purpose. The Note shall be executed on behalf of Metro by its 
Director of Finance and Management Information. The Note shall be issued and delivered to Tri- 
Met in exchange for, and in consideration of the cancellation of, the Outstanding Note.

Section 2. This resolution is intended to constitute full authority for the issuance and delivery 
of the Note for the purposes described herein. The Executive Ofiicer and the Director of Finance 
and Management Information are hereby authorized, empowered and directed, for and on behalf of 
Metro, to take all actions necessary or appropriate to issue and deliver the Note for the purposes 
described herein, including but not limited to the execution and delivery of all documents, 
instruments and certificates required in connection therewith.

)
Section 3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption by the Council.

Adopted this day of May, 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland 
Presiding OflBcer of Metro Council

(o^



R-2 $2,171,550.71
METRO

Counties of Multnomah, Washington and Clackamas 
State OF Oregon

BOND ANTICIPATION NOTE 
(Washington Park Zoo Light Rail Transit Station) 

1995 SERIES A
15 DATS ' '

: ' 'iOVEMSER h J
«S

Charter and the laws of the State of Oregon, for value received, hereb romises
unpaid balance of said Principal Amount 
liilt on the Maturity Date or date of earliedate of earlier retirement of this Note.due and payable in

above on the Maturity Date s 
with all interest accruing at sai<

;byprc____
Decified above, 
1 Variable Rate

As iBcd hocov the tnn *Vn>ble Rite* shill mean • anmim ntc of interest equal to the then corent 
9(Way Treasury Bill rate for Treasury Bills sold on the day nearest to the first day of the calendar year quarter 
during which such rate applies. The Variable Rate applicable to the outstanding Principal Amount of this Note 
shall be adjusted to take account of the then current rate on 90-day Treasury Bills as aforesaid, said adjustments 
to be made as of the first day of each January, April, July and October, commencing with an adjustment on 
October 1,1993, with the Variable Rate as so adjusted to be applicable during the calendar quarter beginning 
on such date and ending on the last day of such calendar quarter. Interest at the Variable Rate shall be calculated 
on the basis of a 365-day year and the actual number of days elapsed. Payment of this Note shall be made out 
of any finds legally available to Metro for the payment hereof, including the proceeds derived from the sale of 
arty bonds issued by Metro in connection with the financing of parking improvements at the Washington Park 
Zoo.

This Note is being issued pursuant to the provisions of the Metro Charter and certain other provisions of 
the laws of the State of Oregon (the *Act*X Title VIII of the Metro Code, and Resolution No. 9S-2I46 (the
‘Authorizing Action'), adopted by the Metro Council on____, 1995. AJl terms used in this Note but not
otherwise defined herein shall have the respective meanings assigned thereto in the Authorizing Action. This 
Note is given to refund amounts due under a bond anticipation note previously given by Metro to Tri-Met in 
satisfaction ofMetro's obligations to make the Metro Contribution under and pursuant to Section 3 of a certain 
Regional Compact Providing for Contributions by Local Governments to the costs of the Westside Corridor 
Project (the 'Re^onal Compact*) entered into by and among Metro, Tri-Met, the City of Portland, Oregon and 
Washing County, Oregon. Metro hereby consents to the assignment oflhisNotebyTri-Metas security for 
any Interim Obligations, all as provided in Section 7 of the Regional Compact. This Note is subject to

prepayment irt whole or in part at the option of Metro, on any date chosen by Metro. Any prepayment of tliis 
Nc*e will bo wlhrad premium at a prepayment price equal to the principal amount of such prepayment together 
with all unpaid interest thereon accruing to, but not including, the date of such prepayment Any prepayment 
cfthis Note shall be subject to the condition that Metro shall notify Tri-Met of the date of su^ prepayment at 
least one business day prior to such date. Such notification may be send by mail or by telecopy with phone 
ocnfinnation to Tri-Met at the following adckess and fax number, or to such other address and fax nurnber as Tri- 
Met shall provide to Metro in writing; Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon, 4012 SE 17lh 
Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97202, Attention: Finance Director, Telephone Number: (503) 238-4842, Fax 
Number: (503)239-6463. Payments ofihe principal ofand accrued interest under this Note rxi the Maturity 
Date shall be made fay wire transfer to the account of Tri-Met upon deltvery of this Note to Metro together with 
wire instructions to be provided by Tri-Met, provided that, if on or before the Maturity Date, or on or before 
any date chosen by Metro fcrprepaymeii and as to which Tri-Met has been notified as provided herein, Tri-Met 
has not delivered this Note to Metro with appropriate wire instructions, Metro shall be entitled to make such 
payment by draft mailed to Tri-Met by fust class mail, postage prepaid, on such payment date, and interest on 
the principal amount of such payment shall cease to accrue on and after such payment date.

It is hereby cotificd, recited and declared that all acts, conditions and things required by the Constitution 
and laws of the SUte of Oregon and the Metro Charter to have happened, to exist and to have been performed 
precedent to and in the issuance of this Note do exist, have happened and have been performed in regular and 
due time, form and manner as required by said Constitution, laws, and Metro Charter, that this Note does not 
exceed any constitutional or statutory limitation on indebtedness; and that provision has been made for the 
payment of the principal of and interest on this Note as set forth herein

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, METRO has caused this Note to be signed by its duly authorized officer, all as of the Original Issue Date set forth above.

METRO
Authorized Officer





AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.6 
Meeting Date: May 18, 1995

Resolution No. 95-2133

For the Purpose of Recommending Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) Funding for the Cedar
Hills/Hall Boulevard “alternatives to Highway 217 Bike Lane System.





STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2133 FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
RECOMMENDING CONGESTION MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) 
FUNDING FOR THE CEDAR HILLS/HALL BOULEVARD MALTERNATIVES TO 
HIGHWAY 217 BIKE LANE SYSTEM”

Date: April 12, 1995 Presented By; Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

This resolution recommends CMAQ funding in the amount of $688,654 
for the Cedar Hills/Hall Boulev2o:d "Alternatives to Highway 217 
Bike Lane System." The resolution amends the 1992 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) to include the priority CMAQ projects 
adopted through this resolution as Exhibit A. The priority CMAQ 
projects in Exhibit A will be included in the Metro TIP (MTIP).

The recommended CMAQ projects are the result of a public review 
process in Washington County and the City of Beaverton to 
prioritize the most critical links needed to complete the bike 
lane system. Washington County's recommended project is Option 
2. It includes two elements: (1) completion of bike lanes and 
sidewalks on both sides of Cedar Hills Boulevard between Bowmont 
Street and Butner Road; and (2) constxniction of a missing link in 
the sidewalk system on the west side of Cedar Hills Boulevard 
between Walker Road and Berkshire Street.

The City of Beaverton recommended project would include bike lane 
striping and signal modifications on SW Hall Boulevard, from 
Fanno Creek to the Southern Pacific Railroad right-of-way (Option 
1); and the widening of SW Hall Boulevard from Fanno Creek Bridge 
to SW Ridgecrest Drive to provide the necessary cvirb-to-curb 
width for six-foot bike lanes (Option 2).

Prior to cononencing 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 com­
prehensive plans (transportation elements, public facility plans, 
and/or transportation system plans), the statewide planning goals 
and the interim conformity guidelines for the federal Clean Air 
Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990. Also prior to construction, the 
projects must meet specific eligibility requirements as specified 
in ISTEA and subsequent USDOT and/or EPA guidelines.

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) 
review and action is scheduled for May 18, 1995. Metro Council 
action is scheduled for May 25, 1995.

TPAC has reviewed this TIP amendment and recommends approval of 
Resolution No. 95-2133.



FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Prior Planning Committee Recommendation

At the August 24, 1993 meeting of the Metro Planning Committee, 
Resolution No. 93-1829A was approved as amended. The resolution 
endorsed the region's priority FY 1995-97 Congestion Mitigation/ 
Air Quality (CMAQ) Program projects for submission to the Oregon 
Transportation Commission for inclusion of these projects in 
their 1995-1998 STIP. The resolution was approved as submitted 
with the ex^ception of the Cedar Hills Boulevard Bike Project 
(Project No. 032).

Project No. 032 (Cedar Hills Boulevard: Parkway Avenue to Butner 
Road — bike lanes and sidewalks) was deleted by the Planning 
Committee following public testimony that other alternatives 
should be considered in the Highway 217 corridor.

It was recommended by the Planning Committee that a funding pool 
in the amount of $896,000 be established to conduct a study of 
the Highway 217 corridor, including the Cedar Hills segment. The 
study would identify, through a public process, alternative bike 
projects along Cedar Hills Boulevard/Hall Boulevard for CMAQ 
funding.

Washington County Public Process to Select Project Proposals

Washington County held a public workshop in April 1994 to discuss 
the Highway 217 Corridor Bike Lanes project. The goal of the 
meeting was to develop a prioritized list of bike projects which 
could be completed using CMAQ funds. Washington County staff 
presented information on missing bike links in the corridor, 
including roadway sections maintained by Washington County, the 
City of Beaverton and ODOT. Five projects were identified by the 
participants as priorities for further consideration and possible 
funding in the corridor. These projects and sponsoring 
jurisdiction are: .

1. Hall/Watson Couplet: 
City of Beaverton

Cedar Hills-T.V. Highway/Broadway

2. Hall: 12th Avenue-Alien 
City, of Beaverton

3. Cedar Hills: Walker Road-Hall Boulevard 
City of Beaverton

4. Hall: Ridgecrest-S.P.R.R.
City of Beaverton

5. Cedar Hills: Bowmont-Butner 
Washington County

6^



As part of the public review process, Washington County revised 
the cost schedule for their original bike project — Cedar 
Hills/Bowmont-Butner. The new estimate is a request for $352,654 
in CMAQ funds and is approximately one-third the cost of the 
original proposal ($896,000).. The lower cost is a result of a 
revised workscope and cost refinements for contingency and right- 
of-way acquisition. This project remains Washington County’s top 
priority for the Highway 217 corridor.

On July 21, 1994, the Planning Division of Washington County held 
a follow-up public meeting to discuss their findings concerning 
the identified project options in the corridor. Participants 
(including Washington County bike advocates) indicated that the 
Hall Boulevard/ Ridgecrest-S.P.R.R. (City of Beaverton) project 
was very important and should be recommended along with Washing­
ton County's original project (Cedar Hills/Bowmont-Butner) as 
priority CMAQ projects to receive funding.

It was requested by the participants that Washington County 
contact the City of Beaverton to ascertain if this project would 
be a priority project to the city. The. City of Beaverton 
reviewed the recommendation for bike improvements on Hall 
Boulevard from'the Southern Pacific Railroad to Ridgecrest Drive. 
The city agreed that this was a priority location for bike 
improvements and completed an application for CMAQ funding 
proposing three projects in this portion of the corridor. The 
three options were submitted as a Capital Improvement Program 
(CIP) amendment and approved by the City Council to receive match 
money.

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) was contacted 
concerning their interest in submitting bike projects in the 
corridor for CMAQ funding. Although ODOT was appreciative of 
being included in the study, they declined because they did not 
feel that any projects \mder their jurisdiction could be com­
pleted in a timely manner.

The City of Tigard was also invited to submit an application if 
they had priority bike improvements in the corridor. The city 
declined because they did not have any proposed projects that 
could meet the CMAQ criteria in a timely manner. Some concern 
was initially raised by Tigard staff regarding process issues, 
particularly unclear notification. Subsequent discussions 
resulted in mutual agreement that efforts be made to ensure that 
appropriate local staff are notified in a timely manner on all 
future funding actions.-

Highway 217 corridor Project Proposals

Washington Countv Proposal

Washington County’s application, staff report and Minute Order 
from the County Board of Commissioners is included as Attachment



B. Washington County submitted two options for a project to 
complete bike lanes and sidewalks on a segment of Cedar Hills 
Boulevard south of the Sunset Highway. The recommended project 
includes two elements: (1) completion of bike lanes and side­
walks on both sides of Cedar Hills Boulevard between Bowmont 
Street and Butner Road; and (2) construction of a missing link in 
the sidewalk system on the west side of Cedar Hills Boulevard 
between Walker Road and Berkshire Street.

This project is in the seune location as the Cedar Hills Boulevard 
project originally submitted by Washington County for funding in 
Round 2 (1995-1997) of the CMAQ program. The Bowmont Street to 
Butner Road portion of the new project is somewhat shorter in 
length than the previous project and has a significantly reduced 
cost, as noted above.

Technical and Administrative Review: Ranking Results

The two options each received a score of 54 total points out of a 
possible 100 points. Attachment A shows the ranking of the two 
options relative to the other projects submitted and funded 
through the Round 2 CMAQ process. The two projects fall within 
the range for project funding.

city of Beaverton Proposal

The City of Beaverton's proposal is included as Attaclment C. 
Following discussions -with Washington County and Metro staff, the 
City of Beaverton proposed three separate projects on Hall 
Boulevard in the vicinity of Fanno Creek:

Option 1. SW Hall Boulevard, from Fanno Creek to the Southern
Pacific Railroad riaht-of-wav. This project involves
striping and signal timing modifications. There is 
currently sufficient curb-to-curb width to accommodate 
striped bike lanes without widening. CMAQ funds 
requested total $50,000.

Option 2. SW Hall Boulevard at Fanno Creek. This project
involves widening and raising the SW Hall Boulevard 
and Fanno Creek Bridge to provide bike lanes on SW 
Hall Boulevard. The reconstruction would also raise 
the structure to accommodate bike lanes under the 
bridge and connect a recreational trail. CMAQ funds 
requested total $550,000.

Option 3. SW Hall Boulevard.•from the Fanno Creek bridge to SW 
Ridgecrest Drive. This project involves widening SW
Hall Boulevard to provide the necessary curb-to-curb 
width for six-foot bike lanes. The project would 
match the improved section oh SW Hall Boulevard at SW 
Ridgecrest Drive where bike lanes currently exist.
CMAQ funds requested total $250,000.

7o



Technical and Administrative Review: Ranking Results

On an individual basis. Option 1 received a total score of 56 
points; Option 2 received 40 points; and Option 3 received 45 
points. By combining Options 1 and 3 and eliminating the more 
costly Option 2 (raising Fanno Creek Bridge), an overall 
composite score of 51 was reached. Attachment A shows the 
combined results of Options 1 and 3 and shows the ranking of the 
combined project relative to other priority CNAQ projects sub­
mitted for Round 2 funding. The combined score of 51 for Options 
1 and Option 3 falls within the acceptable range for CMAQ fund­
ing.

Conclusions/Recommendations

Adoption of Resolution No. 95-2133 amends the RTF to include the 
region's priority CMAQ projects for the Highway 217 Corridor 
contained in Exhibit A to the resolution.

The priority-funded projects as recommended maximize the travel 
and air quality benefits available in the Highway 217 Corridor 
relative to the funding pool set aside for this purpose. The 
requested funds ($688,654) enable Washin^on County to expand 
their original proposal to include additional sidewalks from 
Berkshire to Walker Road on Cedar Hills Boulevard. The City of 
Beaverton will be able to complete two projects in the corridor 
that will help increase bike use and access, and help complete 
the bike system in the' Highway 217 corridor.

If the funding amount ($688,654) is approved, there is a surplus 
of $207,346 remaining from the original funding pool approved by 
Metro Council ($896,000) and $42,743 extra from the original 
Round 2 allocation for a total surplus of $250,089. Metro staff 
proposes using the extra revenue to fund an eligible FY 96 TIP 
''2040 Implementation Program" project. Consequently, the reserve 
amount for that pro^am would rise to $27.25 million.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 95- 
2133.

tUaJc
95-2IJ3.RES
S-245
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CMAQ Round 2: FY 95-97 
Funding Priority list

ATTACHMENT A
S12I3S

Projtct PnOJECT INFORMATION TECHNICAL DATA ADMIN. FMAL

CODE NAME AGENCY TYPE*1 CMAQ Cumulative VMTImVyt) HC 00 Cost Ell. SCORE SCORE

NO. REQUEST*! CMAQ Total Reduetton (kg«aiH (kgWar) JSL (100)

PRKORITY FUNDED PROJECTS

001 Ttarcl Oriented DevelopmenI-Phase It DEC TDM $1335.000 $1335.000 8380356 46.46 230.72 $034 24 98

002 Regional TDM Tri-Mel TDM $700,000 .$2335.000 8.471,150 18.62 9247 $0.04 24 89

003 Columbia Stough Inutmodal Emanslon Bridge Port IML $1300.000 $3335.000 0* 52.64 24132 $032 23 83

004 Buses lof service eiparebn (20 vehicles) Tit-Uet TRS $3339.000 $7,124,000 5314352 31.72 15736 $0.10 21 87

005 Gresham Tiiflle Signal Coordination tOuHmbaSonProlect Gresham TSM $300,000 $7,424,000 0 4335 444.43 $031 20 80

006

11O1 Tri-Mel TRS $538350 $7362350 1,189315 638 31.70 $038 22 76

009 Pedestrian to Tianst: Phase II poor BPD $1300300 $8362350 1369378 5.74 2830 $0.16 23 72

010 Pedestrian to MAX Capital Program Geesham BPD $1300.000 $9362350 968.056 5.19 25.79 $0.18 23 70

016 PortlattJ Ana Tetecomrurtno Protect ODOE TDM $240,463 $10302313 450.000 241 1139 . $0.09 18 61

017

11 Metrol
PId Paries BPD $534300 $10,786313 472370 254 1259 $021 23 60

019 F««oslrt« RitewayrTral Loop (Stirinyatec-Mtiwulde)
Metro!

MhrauMe BPD $91300 $10,878,013 155.711 034 4.15 $0.10 23 57

021
Wllametls River Bridges Impravemenl Package • bka hnas.

MuLCo. BPD $1300.000 $11,878,013 470378 252 1233 $036 23 57

023 SoaebeiTY tine: Webster to 1-205-bltilMtes .CfadiOo. BPD $229,600 $12.107313 207315 1.11 533 $0.19 21 54

WMlCo
0)1.2

Cedar HUsBMiBownorttoButner-bkabnes end 
ddawakst BerigMreto Waicer -sldeMfcs Wash.Oo. BPD $352,654 $12.460367 266307 ‘1.44 7.17 $022 22 54

026
1\1 Tri-Mel BPD $470,400 $12,930,667 295.139 138 736 $027 21 52

6eev
Opti&o HalBlvd: SPRR-RHgectisl Dritm (aft bridge topwimitt) Beaverton BPO $336300 $18366367 186392 039 442 $025 23 51

TOTAL CMAQ FUNDI HQ FOR PRIORITY PROJI CTS $13366387 UnatoeatadCMAQ kinds. $250369
PnonTY CONTWOENT PflOJECTS

006a i 1 Tri-Mel TRS TBD $13366.687 1.189315 638 81.70 $038 22 76

009a Pedestrian to Transt Phase 11 (addMonalkindhill PDOT BPD TBD $13366.667 1369376 5.74 2630 $0.16 23 72

01 Oi Pedestrian to MAX Capbl Program laddUonel hindtoa) Grediam BPO TBD $13366.667 968,056 5.19 25.79 $0.18 23 70

021a
Wllamsaa River Bridges totprovemenl Package • Idea tones, 
sidewaig end wheelchair ramps (addWonaHundtog) MutCo. BPO TBD $13366.667 470376 232 1236 $036 23 57

013 Swan Island Trans! Demonstration Port TRS $125315 $13.392362 540.741 29C 14.41 $0.04 19 66

027 Johnson/McKWev: 1-205 to Websier-blte tones CtodtCo. BPO $260,000 $13.672382 207.61! 1.11 536 $023 20 52

031 Baibur Hvd: Sheridan to Hamlton -bite lanes and sMewala ODOT BPO $476,000 $14.148382 200.69) 1.0! 53! $0.41 23 51

*1 fiPO-Scycle/Pedestrian; IMUrtermodaliTOM-Tunsp. Demand Mgmt;TSM.Transp. Syaem MgmL; TRS-Transt 
*2«atctiJ9725%n0.275% (except lot Bke/Ped at eOXCOH)
'Assumes Irelgit movemerf eiduded Iron Rule 12 VWT tedudloa Page t ol 1



ATTACHMENT B 
PAGE 1

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

CEDAR HILLS BLVO:BOVfHONT-6UTNER ROAD 
BIKE LANES AND SIDEWALKS 

CEDAR HILLS BLVD:BERKSHIRE-NORTH OF WALKER ROAD 
SIDEWALK ON WEST SIDE

This proposed project would provide sidewalks and bike lanes on both sides of 
Cedar Hills Blvd. between Bowroont Street and Butner Road, a distance of .30 
miles, and a sidewalk on the west side of Cedar Hills from Berkshire to Just 
north of-Walker Road, a distance of .51 miles.

This section of Cedar Hills Blvd., a minor arterial, is currently a four-lane 
facility with twelve-foot travel lanes and a 1992 AADT of Just under 19,000, 
an Increase of 12 percent since 1988. These volumes are expected to continue 
to Increase as access to the north of Sunset Highway and the Westside Light 
Rail becomes available. There are currently no shoulders. On Cedar Hills 
Blvd., bike lanes currently exist between Berkshire to Just north of Walker 
Road. Sidewalks exist on the east side of Cedar Hills Blvd. between Foothill 
and Farmington Road and on the west side between Parkway and Berkshire, and 
between Walker Road and Farmington Road. A project on Cedar Hills between 
Berkshire and Bowroont is scheduled for 1994. This project will include 
sidewalks and bike lanes on.both sides.

This part of the County is one of the more developed urban communities in 
unincorporated Washington County. Adjacent to or in the immediate vicinity of 
the proposed project are two schools, a recreation center, an athletic club, 
several parks, and extensive shopping and service opportunities. Residential 
development is primarily single-family with two multi-family complexes located 
at Cedar Hills and Butner. Future development in the immediate vicinity 
includes the Sunset Transit Center and a commercial area at Sunset and Cedar 
Hills. This area is served well by public transit as three bus routes may be 
accessed via Cedar Hills Blvd.

© 73



. CEDAR HILLS BOULEVARD:
. Bowmont St to Butner Rd. - Bike Une/Sidewalk Project 

Beikshire St to North of Walker Rd. • Sidewalk Project 
'/// ^
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Preliminary Cost Breakdown

Cedar Hills Blvd.:Bowmont-Butner
(Bike lanes and sidewalks)

0 P.E. % 11*891

0 F.E. $ 13,397

0 R.O.W. $ 31,500

0 >
Construction
Engineering

$ 27,183

0 Construction $252,354

0 Contingency $ 55,265

0 ODOT Admin. $ 12,000

Subtotal $403,590

Cedar Hills Blvd.:Berksh1re-Beavertbn
(Sidewalk on the west side)

0 P.E. $ 1,129

0 F.E. $ 1,278

0 R.O.K. $ 2,990

0 Construction
Engineering

$ 2,581

0 Construction $ 23,987

0 Contingency $ 5,263

Subtotal $ 37,228

TOTAL $440,818

- -f 3^,672-

5- ^ 3S2/(?S"4'

\.
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Beaverton
Schools
District 48
111 00 S.W. Parkway 
Portland, Oregon 9722S 
(503)591-4610
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SEP 1 1994 
• •

Cedar Park intermediate School 
Verna Bailey, Principal

Sept. 9, 1994

Mr. Andy Cotugno
METRO
600 NE Grand
Portland' OR 97232-2736

Dear Mr. Cotugno:

It is my understanding that Washington County is applying for Congestion 
Mitigation Air Quality funds for a project within our community of Cedar 
Hills. In particular, the county is applying for funds for a project on Cedar 
Hills, which would provide bike lanes and sidewalks on both sides from 
Bowmont to Butner and a sidewalk on the west side between Berkshire to 
just north of Walker Road.

This part of the County is one of the more developed urban communities in 
unincorporated Washington County. Adjacent to or in the immediate 
vicinity of the proposed project are two schools, a recreation center, an 
athletic club, several parks, and extensive shopping and service 
opportunities. This area is well served by public transit as three bus routes 
may be accessed via Cedar Hills Blvd. This project would also enhance 
access to areas north of the Sunset Highway, including the Sunset Transit 
Center. These activities have, the potential to generate significant bicycle 
and pedestrian trips. But due to the current gaps in the bike lane and 
-sidewalk network, walking and biking on Cedar Hills is inconvenient and at 
times, dangerous. The bike lane and sidewalks network on Cedar Hills and 
within our community need to be completed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Peter Clark 
Vice Principal

7^



September 8, 1994

TGALATIN
HILLS
PARKS
RECREATION
DISTRICT CEDAR HILLS RECREATION CENTER
11640S.W.PB(kW^« Portland,Oregon9722S •644-3855

transportation dept.
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Andy Cotugno 
METRO 
600 ME Grand 
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Dear Mr. Cotugno,

It is-my understanding that Washington County is applying for Congestion Mitigation Air 
Quality funds for a project within our community of Cedar Hills. In particular, the County is 
applying for funds for a project on Cedar Hills Blvd., which would provide bike lanes and 
sidewalks on both tides from Bowmoht to Butner and a sidewalk on the west tide between 
Berkshire to just north of Walker Road.

This part of the County is one of the more developed urban communities in unincorporated 
Washington County. Adjacent to or in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project are two 
schools, a recreation center, an athletic club, several parks, and extensive shopping and service 
opportunities. As supervisor of the Cedar Hills Recreation Center I strongly urge you to support 
this project CHRC offers over 400 classes each term, including Safe Cycling,.Bicycle Repair 
and Maintenance, Fitness Walking and we promote a variety of Bike Rides through out the 
community, yet due to the current gaps in the bike lane and sidewalk network, walking and 
biking around the Center is inconvenient and at times, dangerous. Pedestrian and bike safety 
is a high priority for our participants. Please complete the bike lanes and tidewalk network on 
Cedar Hills Blvd.

If I can be of service regarding this issue, please feel free to contact me. The number at the 
Cedar Hills Recreation Center is 644-3855.

Sincerely,

Mary Kay Rodma 
Center Supervisor
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Agenda Category 

Agenda Title _

Action - Land Use and Transportation

REOUFST FOR CONGESTION HITIGATIQN/AIR QUALITY FUNDS

To be presented by John Rosenbe
inbeTTO^?^!

rector

SUMMARY. (Attach Supporting Documents if Necessary)

In the spring of 1993, Washington County submitted an application to Metro for 
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) funding for a bike lane/sidewalk project on 
Cedar Hills Blvd. This project would provide bike lanes and sidewalks"On both sides of 
Cedar Hills Blvd. from Bowmorit to, Butner, and a sidewalk on the west side between 
Berkshire to just north of Walker Road.

In August 1993, the Metro Planning Committee recommended that this project not be 
funded immediately following testimony regarding an insufficient public review process. 
Instead, the Committee recommended that a funding pool in the amount of $896,000 be 
tentatively allocated to the Cedar Hills/Hall Blvd. Corridor. This allocation was 
contingent upon a public review process.

To meet the public review requirement, the Planning Division held two public meetings, 
the focus of which was to identify and prioritize those potential CMAQ projects within 
the Corridor perceived as best meeting bicyclist and pedestrian needs. The County's 
Cedar Hills project was one of. two projects recommended for submittal to Metro for 
funding consideration. The siecond project is under the City of Beaverton's 
jurisdiction. The cost for the Cedar Hills project is $440,818. Due to a 20% match 
requirement, the County would be' requesting $352,654 in CMAQ funds. The City of 
Beaverton has indicated interest in applying for the remaining $543,346 in CMAQ funds. 
Metro has request^ that.the Washington County Board of Commissioners take an action to 
support this application for the Cedar Hills project.

Attachments: Staff report and map of proposed project

DEPARTMENT'S REQUESTED ACTION:

Consider public comment and approve the request for CMAQ funds.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S RECOMMENDATION:

I concur with the departtifent's requested action.
approved WA6aiHUio.\ •.«

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
‘=I£-I3rl

«TC/Agenda Item Ho.Oi 
Date: 4-11-95

MINUTE ORDER. I 

DATE 

BY rt.in<eoFTM£M*KO 055
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March 28,1995

To:

From:

Subject:

Board of Commissioners

John Rosenbei§^^5^lector^
Department of Land jse-afid Transportation

REQUEST FOR CONGESTION MITIGATION/AIR QUAUTY FUNDS

STAFF REPORT

For the April t1,1995, Board of Commissioners* Meeting

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Hear public testimony on this ifetn and approve the request for CMAQ funds. 

BACKGROUND

On August 24,1993, the Metro Planning Committee approved Resolution 93-1829A. This 
resolution endorsed the region’s priority FY1995-1997 Congestion Mitigation Air Quality 
(CMAQ) Program projects for submission to the Oregon Transportation Commission for 
inclusion in the Transportation Improvemertt Program. The resolution was approved as 
submitted with the exception of a biVte iane and sidewalk project on Cedar Hills Blvd. from 
Bowmont to Butner Road. This project was not recommended for immediate funding 
following testimony regarding an insuffident public review process. Due to this testimony, 
the Planning Committee dedded to revisit this issue at their September 14 meeting when 
an offidal recommendation to JPACT would be formulated.

Qn September 14, the Committee voted to send the following recommendation to JPACT:

Provide a funding pool'll the amount of $896,000 to Washington County for the 
completion of the Cedar Hills-Hall Blvd. "alternate of 217 bike lane system" to be

155 North First Avenue 
.Room 350-16

If,Department of Land Use and Transportation. Administration 
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124

058
Phone: 503 / 693-4530 
FAX#: 503 / 693-441:
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allocated following a public review process to determine and prioritize the most 
critical links needed to complete the system. (The public review process should 
be conducted with a report to both JPACT and the Metro Planning 
Committee/Coundl as to the results prior to allocation of the funds.)

This corridor, which is defined by the Sunset Highway at Cedar Hills Blvd. on the north
and I-5/l-205.,interchange on the south, is a major component of the Regional Bike Route
Network as presented in the Regional Transportation Plan. Three separate agendas have
jurisdiction over this corridor Washington County, ODOT, and the City of Beaverton.
Washington County has jurisdiction over Cedar Hills from Butner to just north of Walker
Road. Several segments of the corridor have ewsting sidewalks and bike lanes, while
others have committed funding for such fadfities.«*

WASHINGTON COUNTYS .PI4BUC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS "

To meet Metro’s directive, the Washington County Planning Division held two public 
meetings within a threfrrttonth period. On April 12,1994, the Planning Division held a 
workshop to solicit ideas on the use of CMAQ funds for bicyde and pedestrian projects 
within the Cedar Hills/Hall Blvd. Corridor. Meeting notices were sent March 16th to over 
400 people. In addition, meeting notices were sent to the Cities of Beaverton, Tigard, 
Durham and Tualatin, Metro, the Oregon Department of Transportation, and Tri-MeL The 
focus of the workshop was to Identify and prioritize those potential CMAQ projects 
perceived as best meeting bicyclist and pedestrian needs within the Corridor. These was 
also a discussion on potential project evaluation criteria.

Thirteen people, along with steff from Metro and Tri-Met partidpated in the discussions. 
Partidpants were asked to Identify potential CMAQ proje^ that they perceived as most 
needing bicyde and/or pedestrian fadfities. The partidpants identified fae following five 
projects as priorities:

1) Hall/Watson CoupIetiCedar Hills-T.V. Highway/Broadway 
City of Beaverton

2) Hall:12th Avenue-Alien 
City of Beaverton

3) Cedar HillsiWalker Road-Hall Blvd.
City of Beaverton

4) HalliRidgecrest-S.P.R.R.
City of Beaverton

5) Cedar Hills: Bowmont-Butner 
Washington County

057



: ATTACHMENT B 
PAGE 9

On May 6, a four-page synopsis of the workshop was sent to each of the workshop 
partopants. Induded was a list of identified project ideas, a priority listing of potential 
projects, and a list of potential project evaluation criteria.

^ priorities one through four are under the City of Beaverton’s jurisdiction, the County 
inquired, via a letter dated April 22, 1994, as to the City’s interest in pursuing CMAO 
fundirig and the ability to meet the twenty percent funding match requirements. Although 
the City Initially Indited that there could not pursue a project with In the available 
timeframe, they subsequently changed their position and are now pursuing a project on 
Hall Blvd.

Fbflowing notice of the City’s intent, the Planning staff contacted the Cregon Department 
of Transportation. The southern half and northern terminus of the Corridor are under 
COOT jurisdiction. Even though none of the potential CMAQ projects Identified at the 
workshop were under CDCT jurisdiction, CDCT was asked if they would be interested in 
pursuing CMAQ funding. Upon review of their facilities, CDCT determined that they too 
would be unable to pursue projects through the CMAQ process doe to finandal and 
scheduling constraints.

Cn July 21, the Planning Division held a follow-up meeting. Meeting notices were sent 
out on July 7 to people who attended or expressed interest in the April 12th workshop, 
the City of Beaverton, CDCT, and Metro. Seven people attended this meeting, along with 
staff from Metro and the County’s Planning Division. Distributed at the meeting were 
copies of letters from the City of Beaverton, CDCT, and the Homes Association of Cedar 
Hills, along with a more detailed breakdown of the preliminary cost estimates for the 
project Identified earlier. The purpose of the follow-up meeting was to discuss the 
feasibifity and cost of the Identified projects and the next step In the CMAQ process.

The meeting opened with a briefing on the mailing packet The remainder of the time was 
spent discussing the various options available to the County and the City of Beaverton'1 
for pursuing the $896,0CX} in CMAQ funds. There was considerable interest expressed 
In submitting projects under the City of Beaverton’s jurisdiction. It was noted that, even 
though preliminary In nature, costs of two of the Identified projects exceeded the amount 
of CMAQ funds tentatively allocated to the Corridor. After further discussion. It was 
recommended that two projects should.be submitted to Metro for CMAQ funding 
considerations: 1) A project on Cedar Hills Blvd., which would provide bike lanes and 
sidewalks on both sides from Bbwmont to Butner and a sidewalk on the west side 
between Berkshire to just north of Walker Road, and 2) a project on Hall between 
Ridgecrest and the S.P.R.R. tracks, which would provide bike lanes on both sides.

Attachment

G APATV\WP0ATE\CMAQ60 .
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47SS S.W. Grtfflth Drive, P.O. Box 47S5. Beaverton. OR 07078 General Information (503) 526-2222 V/TDD

RECEIVED
March 30, 1995

Rich Ledbetter
Senior Transportation Planner 
METRO
600 Northeast Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736

Regarding; APPLICATION FOR CMAQ FUNDING
BIKE LANES ON SW HALL BOULEVARD

Dear Rich,

The City is requesting METRO Council approval for CMAQ funding for the 
construction of bike lanes on SW Hall Boulevard. Three separate projects are 
proposed.

1- SW-Hsll Boulevard, from Fanno Creek to the Southern Pacific Railroad riaht-of-
This project would involve striping and signal timing modifications on this 

section of SW Hall Boulevard. There is currently sufficient curb-to-curb width 
to accommodate striped bike lanes without widening. The estimated project 
cost is $50,000.

2. SW Hall Boulevard at Fanno Creek. This project would involve widening and 
raising the SW Hall Boulevard and Fanno Creek bridge to provide bike lanes on 
SW Hail Boulevard. The reconstruction would also raise the structure to 
accommodate bike lanes under the structure. The estimated project cost is 
$550,000.

3. SW_Hall Boulevard, from the Fanno Creek bridge to SW Ridgecrest Drive. This 
project would involve widening this section of SW Hall Boulevard to provide the 
necessary curb-to-curb width for six-foot bike lanes. The project would match 
the improved section on SW Hall Boulevard at SW Ridgecrest Drive where bike

. lanes currently exist. The estimated project cost Is $250,000.

^2^
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. Rich Led etter, METRO 
CMAQ Funding Application, SWHall Boulevard Bike Lanes

Together, these three projects would complete the on-street bike lane system on 
SW Hall Boulevard by providing continuous, six foot on-street bike lanes from SW 
Allen Boulevard to Hwy. 217.

Cost Estimates and Effect on Project Scope

The cost estimates are planning level estimates only. The actual scope of work 
will be dependerit on final engineering cost estimates and available funding. 
Priorities for improvements will be the listed projects In their given order. In 
reviewing the cost estimates. It Is recommended that the estimates be increased 
by forty percent to account for contingency and inflation for a total project amount 
of $1,190,000,

Estimated Bike Lane Usage

Hall Boulevard Is a minor arterial providing linkage to and through Cedar Hills, 
Beaverton, and Tigard. The. street essentially bisects the City of Beaverton core 
area, traverses fully developed residential and commercial areas, and provides 
linkage to central Beaverton and Old Town including the Central Beaverton LRT 
station.

Average daily traffic on Hall Boulevard is approximately 29,500 vehicles per day, 
or 35,000 persons per day, assuming an average occupancy of 1.2 persons per 
vehicle. The provision of bike lanes will allow for and encourage bike use that is 
anticipated to increase over time. It is estimated that a one percent mode split will 
occur one year after construction, increasing to as high as 3 percent over a 
twenty year horizon.

Initial use estimate: 
Long term estimate:

350 bike-persons per day 
1,050 bike-persons per day

Local Match and Local Jurisdiction Approval

The City of Beaverton City Council has approved the project scope and has 
appropriated $99,971 as local match for CMAQ funds. The Washington County 
Coordinating Committee (WCCC) has also approved the project scope and has

Page 2
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Rich Ledbetter, METRO 
CMAQ Funding Application, SW Mali Boulevard Bike Lanes

authorized $99,971 of MSTIP 2 bikeway funds as local match for CMAQ funds. 
An interagency agreement has been drafted between the City and County for the 
use of the City and County funds for these projects. A total of $199,942 of local 
funds has been approved for use as local match for CMAQ funds.

CMAQ Regional Ranking Criteria

A. System Completion (5 points)

Critical Link: These projects do provide a critical link In the bicycle 
system.

Connectivity: These projects would connect with the recently 
improved section of SW Hall Boulevard that has bike lanes.

Functional Class: SW Hall’Boulevard is a minor arterial.

Regional Strategy: SW Hall Boulevard is identified on the regional 
bicycle plan.

Score; 5 points

B. Critical Funds (5 points)

Eligibility for State Highway Funds: These projects would be eligible 
for State Highway Funds. However, the cost of the project would 
require over a ten year commitment of the one percent funding.

Qther Funds: No other funding source is identified. However, these 
projects could become candidate MTIP projects.

Likelihood of fund competition with highway-arterial, etc. As 
candidate MTIP projects, these projects would compete with other 
projects for available funding.

Qther ISTEA; Not otherwise identified as a candidate project.

Pages
City of Beaverton 

Engineering Division
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Rich Ledbetter, METRO 
CMAQ Funding Application, SWHall Boulevard Bike Lanes

Score; 3 polnls

C. Local Commitment (5 points)

Plan or Policy: Construction of bike lanes on SW Hall Boulevard is 
consistent with the City of Beaverton's Comprehensive Plan.

Interest Group: these projects were identified as high priority projects 
in the public meetings held concerning bikeway improvements on this 
corridor.

Matching Funds: Both the Beaverton City Council and the 
Washington County Coordinating Committee have approval matching 
funds for these projects.

Score: 5 points

D. Long-Term Potential (10 points)

• Springboard (Potential): these projects provide connection directly to 
a Westslde LRT station in central Beaverton. Additional 
improvements on the SW Hall Boulevard and SW Cedar Hills 
Boulevard route are likely due to the proximity and access to a 
regional center as identified on the 2040 plan.

• Leverage: The proposed projects will improve bike access to central 
Beaverton including a Westslde LRT station.

• Benchmarks/OTP/Goal 12/RUGGO, etc.: The proposed projects are 
consistent with these policies.

Score: 10 points

Total Points: 23 points

Paged
City of Beaverton 
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Rich Ledbetter, METRO 
CMAQ Funding Application, SWHall Boulevard Bike Lanes

Thank you In advance for your help In processing this application. 

Sincerely,

Terry Waldele 
City Engineer

Enclosure: 1) Map of the proposed bike projects

c^:V\docum*nt\wordd<3c\wccc\rtp\cmaqheH. cac
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•CITY OF BEAVERTON

1 HALL BLVD. FANNO CREEK TO SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC RAILROAD RIGHT OF WAY

2 HALL BLVD/FANNO CREEK BRIDGE

^ 3 HALL BLVD. FANNO CREEK TO RIDGECREST
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF RECOMMENDING ) 
CONGESTION MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY ) 
(CMAQ) FUNDING FOR THE CEDAR ) 
HILLS/HALL BOULEVARD "ALTERNATIVES) 
TO HIGHWAY 217 BIKE LANE SYSTEM" )

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2133

Introduced by 
Rod Monroe, Chair 
JPACT

WHEREAS, The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency 

Act (ISTEA) of 1991 included the 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 

marginal non-attainment for ozone and moderate for carbon 

monoxide; and

WHEREAS, ISTEA stipulates that states shall allocate CMAQ 

funds in consultation with the designated Metropolitan Planning 

Organization (MPO); and

WHEREAS, Metro is the designated MPO for the Portland 

Metropolitan Area; and

WHEREAS, ODOT has programmed CMAQ funds for FY 95-97 through 

the update of the Oregon Department of Transportation's 1995-1998 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP); and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 93-1829A was approved as amended 

endorsing the region's priority FY 1995-97 Congestion Mitigation/ 

Air Quality Program with the exception of Project No. 032 — the 

Cedar Hills Boulevard: Parkway Avenue to Butner Road bike lanes 

and sidewalks; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 93-1865 was approved establishing a



funding pool for Washington County in the amount of $896,000 to 

construct priority bike projects in the Highway 217 Corridor 

following an extensive analysis; and

Whereas, A public and agency review process was developed 

and used to determine and prioritize the most critical links 

needed to complete the Highway 217 bike system; and

Whereas, Washington County and the City of Beaverton have 

completed an analysis and public review process for determining 

priority bike projects in the Highway 217 Corridor; now, 

therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED:

1. That the Metro Council amends the 1992 RTP to include 

the CHAQ projects contained in Exhibit A.

2. That the Metro Council adopts the priority CMAQ projects 

identified in Exhibit A and amends the Metro TIP (MTIP) 

accordingly and requests amendment of the ODOT STIP.

ADOPTED by the Metro' Council this day of May, 1995.

RL:lmk
95-2133.RES
5-2-95

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

^0



CMAQ Round 2: FY 95-97 
Priority Furrding Projects

EXHIBIT A
5«9S

Protect PROJECT INFORMATION TECHNICAL DATA AOMIN. FHAL
Number NAME AOENCV TVP€*1 CMAQ Cumulative wrrrmM HC CO CostEff. SCORE SCORE

REQUEST‘2 CMAQ Total Reduction (koWay) <$*0Yri PS) (100)
Wash Co 
tW.2

Cedar Hits BW: Bownxxlti Butner-bkebnesind 
tidewaks A Beticshire to Wafcer - aldewalts Wash. Co. BPD S352.B5J $152,654 269.207 1.44 7.17 $022 22 54

Beav. 
CpL Its HalBM: SPRR - Ridgecrest Drive (wft brWqe toaxoveml) Beaverton BPD $336,000 $688,654 166,092 069 4.42 $025 23 51

TOTAL CMAQ FUNDINQ FDR PRIORITY PROJECTS $886,654

*1 £P0-8icyc)e/Pedestrian; IML-rmennodal; TOt/UTransp. Demand Mgmt.; TSM-Tfansp. Sydem MgmL; TBS-Transl 
*2:MaKti J9.72SV10.275% (e jcepr lor BkeffW at 80%CO%)
'Jtssumeslreighl movement excluded from Rule 12 YKCTraductioa Page 1 of 1 f/



CITY OF HILLSBORO
METRO/REGION 2040 - SUMMARY OF ACTIVITY

_______  MAY 1995___________________
AREA OF HILLSBORO I CURRENT ACTIVITYDEVELOPMENT TYPE

FUTURE ACTIVITY
CORRIDORS Evergreen Parkway

(Cornell/Cornelius Pass)
• Cornell Road

(180th/Main Street)
• Baseline Road

(216 th/10th Ave)
• TV Highway (219th/10th Ave)

• 206th LRT Station
• Orenco LRT Station
• Hawthorn Farm LRT Station
• Fairgrounds LRT Station
• Downtown Stations

Hillsboro Central 
Hatfield Government Center

Significant High Density Residential and 
Employment Densities 
Increased Housing Density in Ronler Acres 
closer to corridor
Major supporting development occurring 
in all corridors
High Density residential allows all corridors 
minimum 18 du's/acre

Adopted Interim Station Area Protection 
Ordinance
Station Community Plans being drafted
- utilizing public/private partnerships
- provide 45-50 people/acre 
Successfully defended LUBA Appeal of 
Interim Station Area Protection District 
(SAIPO)
Approved 3 SAIPO projects/Orenco
- Elk Meadows (under construction)
- Victoria Station (under construction) ,
- Dogwood Court

Review Comprehensive Plan and Zoning 
Designations during Major Periodic Review 
Develop and Adopt Corridor Plans

Adopt Station Community Plans

Undetermined Allow C-4 Neighborhood Commercial
Zoning in residentially zoned 
neighborhoods
Encouraging C-4 commercial uses in 
Jones Farm Area

Review Comprehensive Plan and Zoning
Designations during Periodic Review 
Develop Main Street/Neighborhood Center 
Plans

NEIGHBORHOODS
• Inner (5700 square ft average lot size)

• Outer (7560 square ft average lot size)

Downtown Station Planning Area and 
between Baseline and TV Highway and 
216th and 231st Avenues

All Low Density Residential on Hillsboro 
Comprehensive Plan designated other 
than Inner Neighborhood

See attached small lot zone summary 
R-6 zone allows 8.71 du’s/acre or 21.88 
people per acre; exceeds RUGGO 
targets
Made R-6 zone easier to use 
R-7 zone allows 7.47 du’s/acre or 18.77 

■ people per acre; exceeds RUGGO targets 
current average lot size V,119 sq. ft/FY 
1993/94

revised plan will implement minimum residential 
densities



CITY OF HILLSBORO
METRO/REGION 2040 - SUMMARY OF ACTIVITY

____________________________ MAY 1995_____________________
AREA OF HILLSBORO I CURRENT ACTIVITYDEVELOPMENT TYPE

FUTURE ACTIVITY
REGIONAL CENTER Downtown Hillsboro 12fh to Dennis

• Orenco 231 st and LRT

Effort to maintain government center in 
downtown
Developing high-density government 
center
Developing new public/private office 
building
Zoning allows 20-30 du's/acre in area 
surrounding commercial core 
C-1 zone allows wide mix of uses 
Second story residential allowed 
Adopted Interim Station Area Protection 
Ordinance (SAIPO)
Station Community Plan being drafted
- 2 new mixed use zones
- Above RUGGO target @ 67

people/acre: RUGGO target 60
- 72% population increase/65%

job increase
- dwelling units increase from 3017 to 6229
- 30%/70% single family/multi-family split 
-jobs increase from 5308 to 14,709

First and largest mixed use development 
in the State
Mixed Commercial, Industrial and High 
Density residential

Adopted Interim Station Area Protection 
Ordinance
Station Community Plan being drafted

Construct and complete Light Rail

Adopt Station Community Plan

Continue to promote development and 
expand government center and other mixed 
use opportunities

Planning Activity to develop center in mixed 
use area



CITY OF HILLSBORO
METRO/REGION 2040 - SUMMARY OF ACTIVITY

______________________ MAY 1995 _________________
AREA OF HILLSBORO I CURRENT ACTIVITYDEVELOPMENT TYPE FUTURE ACTIVITY

NEIGHBORHOODS continued average lot size decreasing 
Planned Unit Development provide 
opportunity for increased density 
Station Area Plan provide opportunity for 
increased density.
Light Rail being designed/eaiiy contracts 
summer '95
Adopted Interim Station Area Protection 
Ordinance
Station Community Plans currently being 
drafted

EMPLOYMENT AREAS

• Industrial Areas

• Mixed Use Employment

All Industrial Designations on Hillsboro 
Comprehensive Plan excepting Mixed 
Use Industrial as depicted by Region 
2040

Dawson Creek Park 

Tanasbourne

AmberGlen Business Center 

Jones Farm Area (surrounding area)

Adopted Special Industrial District to 
preserve large lot opportunity consistent 
with Regional Policy

Some commercial support service "uses 
allowable" i.e. banks, restaurants, day 
care centers.

Currently providing mixed use 
opportunities

PUD'S allow opportunity for mixed use

Encouraging TOD/POD development by 
private sector

Review Comprehensive Plan and Zoning 
Ordinance during Periodic Review to improve 
mixed-use opportunities.



SUMMARY OF SMALL LOT RESIDENTIAL ZONES 
DENSITY CHARACTERISTICS

R-7. SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

30% 6,000 square ft lots 

20% duplex lots

Duplex lots may be split to 3000 square foot minimum 

Density per net buildable acre: 7.47 du's/acre 

People per acre: 18.77 PEOPLE/ACRE 

Exceeds ruggo target: >13-14 people/acre

R-6. SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

30% 5,000 sq. ft. lots 

20% duplex lots

Duplex lot may be split to 3,000 sq. ft. minimum 

Density per net buildable acre: 8.71 du's/acre 

People per acre: 21.88 people/acre 

Exceeds RUGGO targets: 13-14 people/acre

UP. PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

allows, outright, lowest density of next highest Plan designation 

allows increasing density bonus 

allows flexibility in dwelling type 

allows flexibility in yard and height standards 

allows attached dwellings 

allows mixed uses 

SAIPO. INTERIM STATION AREA PROTECTION DISTRICT

overlay zone/supersedes underlying zoning in all light rail station areas 

requires minimum densities

• 9 dwelling units/acre >1300 feet from LRT station

• 12 dwelling units/acre <1300 feet from LRT station

• requires 75% of density be constructed for Comprehensive Plan designations >12 dwelling 
units/acre

• allows minimum 3000 square foot lots with 25 foot minimum lot width
K:\PLNGDEPT\SM  allots. DOC



MINUTES OF METRO COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 

Council Chamber 

May 11, 1995

Councilors Present: Ruth McFarland (Presiding Officer), Susan McLain, Don Morissette, Ed Washington

Councilors Absent: Rod Monroe (Deputy Presiding Officer), Patricia McCaig

Presiding Officer McFarland called the May 11, 1995 Metro Council Regular Meeting to order at 2:03 p.m.

L INTRODUCTIONS 

None.

2^ EXECUTIVE.SESSION Held Pursuant to ORS 192.660(l)(h) to Consult With Outside Legal Counsel
Regarding Litigation Related to Council Authority Under 1992 Metro Charter

Presiding Officer McFarland called the Executive Session to order at 2:05 p.m.

Present: Metro Councilors Jon Kvistad, Susan McLain, Don Morissette, Ed Washington, and Presiding Officer
McFarland; Outside Legal Counsel Jim Mountain, Attorney at Law, Harrang Long Gary Rudnick, P.C.; Dan Cooper, Legal 
Counsel; Greg Nokes, Oregonian Staff; Cathy Ross, Assistant to the Presiding Officer; Casey Short, Council Analyst; John 
Houser, Council Analyst; Marilyn Geary-Symons, Council Assistant; Cathie Stimac, Municipal Dept. Videographer, 
Portland Cable Access.

Presiding Officer McFarland adjourned the Executive Session at 2:37 p.m.

Motion:

Vote:

Councilor Morissette moved that the Council instruct Mr. Moimtain to file a motion in the 
Court of Appeals for a stipulated order vacating the trial court judgment and dismissing the 
appeal and then move to dismiss the case in Circuit Court. Coimcilor Washington seconded 
the motion.

Councilors McLain, Morissette, Washington and McFarland voted aye. Councilor Kvistad 
voted no. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent.

The vote was four to one and the motion passed.

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

None.

4^ EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

None.

5. CONSENT AGENDA

5J. Consideration of Minutes for the Anril 18. 1995: April 25. 1995: Mav 2. 1995: and. Mav 4. 1995
Council Meeting.

Motion: Coimcilor Morissette moved to adopt the Consent Agenda with additional Council 
meeting minutes included as noted by Presiding Officer McFarland; i.e. April 18, 
April 25, and May 2, 1995. Councilor Washington seconded the motion.



Metro Council Regular Meeting 
May 11, 1995 
Page 2

Vote: Councilors Kvistad, McLain, Morissette, Washington and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent.

The vote was unanimous and the motion passed.

^ RESOLUTIONS

^ Resolution No. 95-2142. For the Purpose of Confirming the Nomination of Steven D. Fosler as an
Alternate Member of the Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAO

Motion: Councilor Kvistad moved to adopt Resolution No. 95-2142. Councilor Washington 
seconded the motion.

Councilor Washington supported the confirmation of Mr. Fosler to TPAC. Presiding Officer McFarland acknowledged Mr. 
Fosler’s presence at the meeting and welcomed him aboard.

Vote: Councilors Kvistad, McLain, Morissette, Washington and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent.

The vote was unanimous and the motion passed.

£2 Resolution No. 95-2143. For the Purpose of Considering a Proposal for A Long Term Lease of the 250
Acre Wilsonville Tract.

Motion: Councilor Washington moved to adopt Resolution No. 95-2143. Councilor Kvistad 
seconded the motion. ,

Councilor Washington indicated he understood the purchase of the lands involved in the proposed resolution was contingent 
on passage of Ballot Measure 26-26.

Pat Lee, Planning and Capital Development Manager, presented the staff report, and said the terms of the proposal were 
such that passage of Measure 26-26 on May 16, 1995 would provide for moving forward with the acquisition proposed by 
Resolution No. 95-2143. In response to Councilor Morissette, Mr. Lee said the area indicated was considered a target area 
of the Greenspaces Master Plan. Mr. Lee indicated the tract was unlikely to be in urban reserves as it was considered 
agricultural lands for the most part.

Councilor Kvistad felt the proposal represented a good opportunity for working in parmership with the local jurisdiction.

Arlene Loble, City Manager, Wilsonville, noted Mayor Krummel of Wilsonville had asked her to come in his place. She 
extended thanks from the City of Wilsonville for the cooperative work in this matter. Rick Gustafson, 115 N.W. 1st Ave., 
Portland, Oregon, representing the City of Wilsonville, addressed the Council. He said Wilsonville proposed to lease the 
property in question from the state and pursue negotiations with the Division of State Lands regarding the 250 acres 
involved. He noted the basic proposal was for the City to pay $18,000 per year to lease the property with an option to 
purchase and distribute the property based on a Master Plan with Metro and Clackamas County.

In response to Councilor Kvistad, Ms. Loble said the state was interested in leasing the land at this time. In response to 
Councilor Washington, Ms. Loble said the property in question was originally part of the Dammasch Hospital property. She 
added there was a long history regarding this acreage for possible use for a number of facilities from hospital expansion to 
jail to landfill.

Vote Councilors Kvistad, McLain, Morissette, Washington and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent.
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The vote was unanimous and the motion passed.

^ Resolution-No. 95-2141. For the Purpose of Entering Into a Multi-Year Contract With the Most Qualified
ErQDOser_Bv Authorizing Issuance of a Request for Proposals for Technical Assistance. Fiscal Analysis and
Intcreovemmental Coordination for the South/North High Capacity Transit Study

Motion: Councilor Kvistad moved to adopt Resolution No. 95-2141. Councilor McLain 
seconded the motion.

Leon Skiles, Transportation Planning Manager, presented the staff report, and said the proposed resolution would authorize 
the issuance of a Request for Proposals for the South/North High Capacity Transit Study. He highlighted areas that would 
be prepared under the proposed contract: 1) Purpose and Need; 2) Evaluation Methodology Process and Report; 3) 
Alternatives Considered; 4) Transit and System-Wide Transportation Impacts; 5) Financial Analysis; 6) Evaluation; 7) 
Design Concept and Scope Refinement Report; 8) Federal Land Use and Economic Benefits Criteria.

Mr. Skiles said the work to be done was complimentary to the work for the DEIS recently approved by the Metro Council. 
He noted the term of the contract was through December, 1996.

Councilor Kvistad offered an amendment to the proposed resolution, and distributed a document containing amended 
language. This document has been made part of the permanent meeting record.

Councilor Morissette referenced the staff report in which it was stated that the “Metro Council is specifically requested to 
waive further review of the final contract with the most advantageous Proposer." He asked why the Council would not be 
reviewing the final contract. Mr. Skiles responded there were two actions required by Council on a multi-year contract; one 
was release of the RFP, and the second was the authorization for executing the RFP. He said those actions could potentially 
be done in one step rather than two, and indicated that was the request.

In response to Councilor Morissette, Mr. Skiles said the amount of the contract was $250,000 with $25,000 in contingency 
for other work that might come up, total amount $275,000.

Councilor Morissette indicated he would be interested in the contract coming before the Council for review.

Mr. Skiles noted the term of the current contract was through June 30, 1995, and discussed the possibility of a lapse in time. 

The Council discussed amending the language to include a point in time for review.

Richard Brandman, Assistant Director, Transportation Plaiming, recapped Councilor Morissette’s comments, clarified 
Councilor Morissette’s request was to bring the contract back to the Council to discuss the RFP process, who responded, 
who was selected, who was being negotiated with, and for what amount, prior to execution of the contract by the Executive 
Officer.

Presiding Officer McFarland called for a recess at 3:14 p.m. in order that language might be drafted for Councilor 
Morissette’s proposed amendment.

Presiding Officer McFarland reconvened the meeting at 3:23 p.m.

Mr. Cooper indicated amended language to accomplish Councilor Morissette’s intent to have the contract come back before 
the Council for approval the amendment would be as follows: to strike the words “and authorizes the Executive Officer to 
execute a multi-year contract with the most advantageous proposer” in the first paragraph of the BE IT RESOLVED, placing 
a “period” after the words “Scope Refinement Report.” He said with that language then under the Contract Procedures 
Code this contract must come back to the Council for final approval before it could be executed.
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Motion to Amend: Councilor Kvistad moved to amend Resolution No. 95-2141 to read as follows in 
paragraph 1 of the BE IT RESOLVED:

“BE IT RESOLVED, that the Metro Council hereby approves the issuance 
of an the RFP substantially similar to the No. 90 4099 as attached to provide 
technical, financial and intergovernmental coordination assistance for the ^
South/North Transit Corridor Study through to the completion of the Draft 

— . Environmental Impact Statement and the Design Concept and Scope Refinement
Report-,-and authorizes-the-Executive-Officer-to-execute a multi year-contraot with
the-most-advantageous-proposer.

Mr. Short noted that similar wording should be deleted from the resolution title as well.

Vote on Motion to Amend: Councilors Kvistad, McLain, Morissette, Washington and McFarland voted
aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent.

The vote was unanimous and the motion passed.

In response to Councilor Washington, Mr. Brandman said the “interview committee” consisted of representatives from Tri- 
Met, ODOT, Metro and local jurisdictions. There was further discussion regarding the composition of the interview 
committee. Councilor Washington advocated for a component on the interview committee of citizens from the region. 
Presiding Officer McFarland requested the Council be provided with a list of the committee membership. Mr. Brandman . 
indicated he would do so.

Councilors Kvistad, McLain, Morissette, Washington and McFarland voted aye. 
Coimcilors McCaig and Monroe were absent.

Vote on Main Motion as Amended:

The vote was unanimous and the motion passed to adopt Resolution No. 95-2141A as amended

2. mi INCH .OR COMMTINTC ATTONS

Councilor Kvistad referenced a memorandum dated May 1, 1995 from Mike Burton, Executive Officer, regarding a series 
of seven scheduled public meetings in May and June pertaining to the public involvement phase of the Regional Solid Waste 
Management Plan planning process, and encouraged Councilors to be involved. This document has been made a part of the 
permanent meeting record.

Councilor Morissette indicated he had received a request from a group of citizens in his district representing the Gladstone’s 
Clackamas River Preservation Association to read a letter dated May 6, 1995 contaimng their concerns regarding Ballot 
Measure 26-26 into the record. Councilor Morissette noted he was placing a list of the signatures and telephone numbers of 
these citizens in the record as well. This document has been made a part of the permanent meeting record. • Councilor 
Morissette acknowledged their invitation to a neighborhood meeting held May 3rd, and noted he had a Future Vision public 
meeting conflict the night of this group’s meeting. Councilor Morissette emphasized these citizens were concerned about 
someone else deciding what would happen to their property rather than themselves. He said he hoped the information 
provided them and other groups in the region by the agency that condemnation was to be used only as a last resort to just 
link the last piece of property between a number of other parcels. He said he hoped no condemnation proceeding would ever 
be considered for a whole section of property under 26-26. He commented the Greenspaces Master Plan contained language 
clearly stipulating “willing buyer/willing seller,” and said he hoped the citizens now opposed would become supportive as 
they were important to the process. Councilor Morissette said we could not take people’s property from them, and he said 
their concerns were valid. Presiding Officer McFarland affirmed Councilor Morissette’s remarks regarding the language in 
the Master Plan stipulating “willing seller.”

Councilor McLain thanked the Councilors who attended the Future Vision listening posts recently held throughout the 
region, noting Councilors Washington and McFarland had attended the Gresham meeting and Councilors Morissette and 
Kvistad had attended the Lake Oswego meeting.
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Comicilor McLain indicated the Lake Oswego forum would be broadcast on cable starting May 11 at 6 p.m. on Channel 21, 
and she said it would be broadcast on Channel 59 as well as Channel 27 through June 2.

Councilor McLain thanked Councilors who attended the Metro Policy Advisory Committee meeting held the evening of May 
10, 1995, regarding revision of the RUGGO’s and said she had asked Council Analyst Casey Short to assist over the next 
few months on the process.

Presiding Officer McFarland thanked Councilor McLain for attending the meeting today noting she had done so with a 
adverse circumstances involving a broken ankle.

2. LEGISLATIVE ITEMS

Merrie Waylett, Director of the Office of Government and Public.Relations, addressed the Council and discussed several 
legislative items including SB 1114 and SB 132. Ms. Waylett noted SB 132 would put Metro on Seismic Safety Commission 
as a voting member, and she said the bill had passed out of committee.

Ms. Waylett noted HB 3460 would set fees for hazardous waste disposal was being considered at this time; She said the 
matter was under fimher review by Metro staff to determine amount of impact.

Larry Shaw, Senior Assistant Councii, noted SB 1114 dealt with secondary lands and said that other bills had been included 
in SB 1114.

S* COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

Councilor Washington noted a project was occurring at Metro on Saturday involving high school students from throughout 
the region, starting at 8:00 a.m. until 12 noon.

Councilor McLain acknowledged Bob Bothman , Vice Chair of the Metro Committee for Citizen Involvement, was present 
and noted MCCI members had been present at all of the Council meetings for the last month.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 3:53 p.m.

Respectfully submitted.

Marilyn E. Geary-Symons 
Council Assistant

mgs\h:\05119Sco.min



M M N U
eOO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE IPORTtANO. O R E ° ° N *T2S2 2 7S6 

TEL SOS TOT 1700 |FAX SOS 707 1707

DATE:. _
4 * •

TO:

FROM:

RE:

Metro .

May 17,1995 

Metro Councilors(ft)
Lindsey Ray,XJpuncil Assistant

Revision to Metro Council Work Session Minutes of May 9,1995 (Under 
Consideration at the May 18, 1995 Regular Council Session)

M

In response to a concern by Councilor McCaig, I have revised my minutes of the May 9,1995 
Council Work Session in order to more accurately reflect the nature of the discussion which took 
place regarding the Urban Growth Boundary. I have replaced paragraph one under the section 
entitled “Regional Planning” with new language (see last paragraph, page two).

A copy of the revised minutes is attached. Please note: the revised minutes .will be considered 
for adoption nt ihe. Mav 18 Regular Council Session. In order to eliminate confusion, please 
recycle the earlier version (c:\lr\leg\050995mn) and replace it with the attached version 
(c:\lr\leg\050995-a).

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

c:\li\leg\050995mo

Recycled Paper



MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL WORK SESSION

May 9,1995

. , ^ Oregon Convention Center
- RoomC-125 J'

i • .

Councilors Present: Ruth McFarland (Presiding Officer), Rod Monroe (Deputy
Presiding Officer), Jon Kvistad, Patricia McCaig, Don Morissette, 
Ed Washington

Councilors Absent: Susan McLain

Joe Hertzberg called the meeting to order at 2:10 PM.

ROLE OF THE PRESIDING OFFICER

The role of the Presiding Officer was reviewed. It was agreed that a simple list of the 
Presiding Officer’s job duties does not adequately convey the essence of the 
responsibility and power of the position. Following discussion, the several points were 
made. It is the role of the Presiding Officer to find consensus of the Coimcil where it 
exists, marshal resources, carry out the will of the Coimcil, and make policy visible. The 
Presiding Officer is the public voice of the Council. The force, power, and clout come 
from the Council.

ORGANIZATION OF COUNCIL STAFF

Following discussion, councilors agreed that changes needed to be made. It was decided 
to look into reorganization of the Council staff after the current union contract 
negotiations are completed, and to set a target date for a solution for the first of the 
calendar year 1996.

TRANSPORTATION

The Council conducted an in-depth discussion of their role in setting transportation policy 
for the region. Metro is mandated by the Charter to play a leadership role in the region. 
The Council deals with JPACT and works with local jurisdictions, helping to set regional 
priorities. Metro does better job than iiiany jurisdictions in the country in terms of getting 
federal dollars.

Structurally, the Council has ultimate authority in the relationship with JPACT, even 
though some feel the Council simply rubber stamps JPACT decisions. As chair of 
JPACT, Councilor Monroe works to keep the Council from being just a rubber stamp. It 
was agreed that the Metro councilor who chairs JPACT heeds to fully utilize the authority 
of the position. It was pointed out that JPACT is an advisory committee to the Council.
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Because the Council will be held responsible by the public for transportation decisions, 
they must be made fully aware of the issues at hand, and participate in decision-making at 
every £oint of the process. ^ ^

■ Councilor Monroe said he would continue to make a point of informing the Council of 
important JPACT issues. However, another councilor pointed out that the relationship 
between Council and JPACT is outdated, one councilor cannot represent the Council to 
JPACT and vice versa. It was felt that JPACT does not respect role of the Council in 
transportation planning. The Council needs need to work itself into the process in an 
effective way in order to be able to influence the outcome. Rather than individual 
briefings, a pattern should be established to inform Council at each step. It was felt the 
conversion to the committee system would help to this end.

In exercising leadership in transportation issues, the following points were made:

EXERCISING LEADERSHIP

Chair of JPACT should be a folly operative chair
The Council needs to be informed of upcoming transportation issues ~ have a foil 
briefing and discussion of every issue, recommendation, and decision 
The Coimcil needs to forge regional consensus
The Council needs to participate in all of the small group meetings of JP ACT 
Councilors need to make a commitment to be informed
Council should work to build respect for Council (Historically, any time Council has 
shown signs of exercising regional leadership and authority, others threaten the MPO 
chip and Council backs off.
Council needs to restructure how it receives information 
Coimcil needs to integrate factors beyond transportation 
Council needs to understand JP act’s role 
Council needs to understand its role
Others need to understand importance of giving Council foil mformation early — it 
has final say

REGIONAL PLANNING

In order to prompt a discussion about growth management, Mr. Hertzberg initiated a 
dialogue by posing the hypothetical question, “If you had to vote today, would you vote 
to expand the Urban Growth Boundary?” The purpose of the question was to provide a 
basis for interaction. Given the hypothetical nature of the question, it was recognized that 
councilor responses were part of foe ongoing discussion and did not necessarily reflect 
their actual position on foe issue.
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Presiding Officer McFarland would vote not to expand the UGB. She indicted she 
wants to look at growth projections, wants see how much plans for infill will take up the 
slack, and she wants to resolve what Metro is going to do with tax exempt farm Iwd 
witKirfthe urban boundary. She also stated Metro needs to know what the majorit^df 
people involved perceive as a way of dealing with their problems.

Councilor Monroe said he could make a decision on setting aside areas of urban reserves 
so they have the potential of some day being added to the UGB, however, he doesn’t have 
enough information to vote on any increase to the UGB at this time.

Councilor Kvistad pointed out that if Council is dogmatic about not exp^ding the UGB 
it does not follow the values it set for making decisions. He views the boundary as a tool 
to deal with growth rationally; it is not a wall, it is a line. This thinks the UGB wfil n^ 
to move somewhat to stall inflation. In the long range, up to 200 years, he ^ys it will 
move. He needs to know if people want density. He does not want to eliminate the
UGB.

Councilor Morissette said the UGB is going to need to move in light of research he has 
undertaken. There needs to be a balance between providing infrastructure for moving the 
boundary and what the neighborhood associations are willing to take. The 2040 study 
made a mistake in not clearly describing how it would impact people. We need to deal 
with growth in a number of ways including greenspaces and light-rail. That 11,600 acres 
is available is disputable. Currently 1,000 acres per year is us^ in single family housing 
under current density guidelines. Even under increased densities, and with farm land, 
there isn’t enough land to last 20 years. Neighborhood associations may not have the 
political will to deal with density as outlined in the 2040.

Councilor McCaig indicated that given the current climate and regulations she would 
vote to expand the UGB today. However, she anticipates she will be able to use 
incentives, reduced regulations, increased density, and working relationships with 
neighborhoods to protect UGB. These strategies are not in place to do that today.

Councilor Washington wants to see an accurate land ihventory and get a better idea of 
what expanding the UGB will do to the central city. He wants to know what land is 
available in each district. There needs to be a strong plan for redevelopment within the 
UGB. He wants to see population numbers more often than every two years. He does 
not have the information to make a decision at this point, but thinks the UGB will have to
be tweaked a little.

It was noted that the region’s inhabitants all say not to move the UGB, but they also say 
not to increase density in my neighborhood. It was also pointed out that Metro cannot 
afford to expand the UGB because it cannot afford the necessary infinstructure to do so. 
The answer lies in between.
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Mr. Hertzberg asked councilors what they would need to know to make the necessary 
decisions. Councilors indicated they need to have confidence in data, they need to know 
that'it^asn’t gone through various political and philosophical filters, they need mrfe" 
specific land bank data. They need to understand and adopt decision points and the 
proiSss for making UGB decisions, and they need to ensure the decisions are Council 
driven. All governments need to be involved in decision making in the early stages. A 
list of incentives and options need to be drawn up, and Metro needs to know what its 
regional partners are doing.

It was armounced that long-term funding will be discussed at the next Council Work 
Session in the Council Chamber.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:00 PM.

Prepared by.

Lindsey Ray 
Coimcil Assistant

c:\li\leg\05099S-a
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Metro

To: All Councilors

From: John Houser, Senior Coimcil Analyst 

Date: May 16, 1995

Re: Proposed Changes to Resolution 95-2145, Relating to Council Reorganization

M

Resolution 95-2145 was included in the meeting packet for the May 18 Council meeting. The 
attached resolution includes changes in Exhibit A (underlined) of Resolution 95-2145 which 
define the scope of work of the Council Finance Committee. The changes are being proposed 
in response to the filing of Ordinance 95-602 and Resolutions 95-2151 and 95-2152 by the 
Executive Officer which would create a new Department of Administrative Service. This 
department would include the old Finance and General Services Departments and the Personnel 
Office. The changes would provide that issues related to the new department would be within 
the purview of the Finance Committee, except those related to the management of Metro 
Regional Center which have historically been considered by the Regional Facilities Committee. 
The new sub (7) would clearly provide that issues related to the Office of the Auditor, Office 
of the Executive, Office of General Counsel and the Coimcil Office would be considered by the 
Finance Committee.



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF REORGANIZING ) 
THE COUNCIL, MAKING APPOINTMENTS ) 
AND SETTING A MEETING SCHEDULE )

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2145A 
Introduced by Presiding 
Officer J. Ruth JiScFarland

WHEREAS, the Metro Council has annually adopted an organizing 
resolution since January 1988 which established standing committees 
of the Council, made appointments to committees and established 
meeting schedules; and

WHEREAS, there is a need to restore the level of legislative and 
policy oversight that can best be provided through a committee 
system:

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That this resolution replaces Resolution No. 95-2070 and any 
other resolution adopted by the Council related to the 
organization of the Metro Council;

2. The Finance, Transportation Planning, Land Use Planning, 
Regional Facilities, and Solid Waste Committees are created.

3. The purpose of each standing committee shall be as 
described in Exhibit' A attached hereto and that the Council 
confirms the Presiding Officer's appointment of standing 
committee members for the remainder of calendar year 1995 as 
described in Exhibit B attached hereto.

4. That the Metro Council acknowledges the Presiding Officer's 
appointment of members to other Council-related committees or

• positions as described in Exhibit C attached hereto; and,

5. That the meeting schedule for the Council and each standing 
committee shall be set as described in Exhibit D attached 
hereto, except for special meetings and changes necessary to 
respond to holiday scheduling and/or other needs as determined 
by the Presiding Officer.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer



EXHIBIT A

PURPOSE OF THE COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEES

Finance Committee

The purpose of the Finance Committee shall be to:

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
process to follow to consider and act on the Executive 
Officer's Proposed Fiscal Year Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule.

/ -
. 2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on

periodic requests for amendments to the annual Adopted 
Budget and Appropriations Schedule.

3. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the
annual financial audit and investment and credit policies 
and practices of Metro.

4• Review and make recommendations to the Council on revenue 
proposals 6f Metro including property tax measures, 
excise tax measures, bond measures, other tax measures, 
service charges and fees, etc.

5. Review and make recommendations to the Council on long- 
range financial plans and policies of Metro and its 
various functions.

6. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of the [Finance] Department of 
Adminstrative Services, except those functions related to
the management of Metro Regional Center, to insure that 
the adopted policies, program goals and objectives are 
carried out or met.

7. Review and make recommendations to the'Council on the 
duties, functions and work of the Office of the Auditor.
Office of the Executive. Office of General Counsel and
the Council Office to insure that the adopted policies.
program goals and objectives are carried out or met.

[7] ̂ .Review and make recommendations to the Council on
confirmation of Executive Officer appointments to 
committees and appropriate administrative positions 
relating to Metro financial responsibilities.

[8] ̂ .Review and make recommendations to the Council on other
j matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 

Council.



Land Use Planning

The purpose of the Land Use Planning Committee shall be to;

It Review and make recommendat ions to the Council ...on
policies and programs relating to Metro growth management

— and land use planning activities including the Future 
Vision, Regional Framework Plan, local government 
planning coordination, urban reserves, urban growth^ 
boundary administration, transit station area planning, 
water resource planning and management, housing, 
earthquake preparedness planning and other matters 
related to Metro's growth management and land use 
planning activities.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of that portion of the 
Planning Department which performs growth management and 
land use planning programs to ensure that the adopted 
policies, program goals and objectives are carried out or 
met. ,

3• Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive appointments to the 
Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) or other 
appropriate positions relating to the purpose of this 
assignment and for proposed changes to the MPAC Bylaws.

4. Review and make recommendations to the Council on other
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.

Transbortation Planning Committee

The purpose of the Transportation Planning Committee shall be to;

1. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
policies and programs relating to Metro Transportation 
planning activities including but not limited to the High 
Capacity Transit studies. Regional Transportation Plan, 
the Transportation Improvement Program, Urban Arterial 
Fund development. Public Transit Management Plan, 
Intermodal Management System Plan, Congestion Management 
System Plan, and Data Resource Center.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of that portion of the 
Planning Department which performs transportation 
planning and data resource programs to ensure that the 
adopted policies, program goals and objectives are 
carried out or met.



Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
appointments to the Transportation Policy Alternatives 
Committee and other appropriate appointments to positions, 
relating to the purpose of this assignment^ and review 
and make recommendations to the Council on proposed 
changes to the Joint Policy Advisory Committee^n 
Transportation (JPACT) Bylaws.

Review and make recommendations to the Council on other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.

Regional Facilities Committee

The purpose of the Regional Facilities Committee shall be to:

1. ' Review and make recommendations to the Council on
policies and programs relating to the development, 
construction, renovation and operation of Metro 
facilities including the Metro Washington Park Zoo, the 
Oregon Convention Center, the Metro Regional Center, City 
of Portland facilities under Metro management 
responsibility according to the Consolidation Agreement 
with the City of Portland, and the Multnomah County Park 
and Exposition facilities under Metro management 
according to the transfer agreement with Multnomah 
County, and the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of the Zoo Department, the 
Parks and Greenspaces Department and the Metro 
Exposition-Recreation Commission (MERC) and any other 
administrative unit which is established to work on the 
development of regional facilities to ensure that adopted 
policies and program goals and objectives are carried out 
or met.

Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive Officer appointments to: 1) the 
MERC, 2) any other committee or task force created to 
advise the Council on matters pertaining to the purpose 
of this assignment, and 3) appropriate administrative 
appointments.

Review and make recommendations to the Council on other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.



Solid Waste Committee

The purpose of the Solid Waste Committee shall be to:

Iv Review and make recommendations to the Council?pn 
policies and programs relating to the preparation,

_ adoption-and implementation of the Regional Solid Waste 
. Management Plan (RSWMP), the development and operation of 
solid waste disposal facilities, and Metro's waste 
reduction responsibilities.

2. Review and make recommendations to the Council on the 
duties, functions and work of the Solid Waste Department 
to ensure that adopted policies and program goals and 
objectives are carried out or met.

3. Review and make recommendations to the Council on 
confirmation of Executive Officer appointments to 
committees and appropriate positions relating to Metro's 
solid waste responsibilities.

4. Review and make recommendations to the Council or other 
matters referred or requested by the Presiding Officer or 
Council.



EXHIBIT B

COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP*

Finance Committee

Councilor Patricia McCaig, Chair 
Councilor Rod Monroe, Vice Chair 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Ruth McFarland 
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Don Morissette .
Councilor Ed Washington

Land Use Planning

Councilor Susan McLain, Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette, Vice Chair 
Councilor Patricia McCaig

Regional Facilities

Councilor Ed Washington, Chair 
Councilor Patricia McCaig, Vice Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette

Solid Waste

Councilor Jon Kvistad, Chair 
Councilor Susan McLain, Vice Chair 
Councilor Ruth McFarland

Transportation Planning

Councilor Rod Monroe, Chair 
Councilor Jon Kvistad, Vice Chair 
Councilor Ed Washington

♦The Presiding Officer may serve as a member of a committee for 
which there is a vacancy as a result of a vacancy on the Council.



EXHIBIT C

COUNCILOR ANCILLARY APPOINTMENTS

Council Parliamentarian
Councilor Rod Monroe

Friends of the Washington Park Zoo Board of Directors . 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Don Morissette

Future Vision Commission
Councilor.Susan McLain, Vice Chair 
Councilor Ed Washington

Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation 
Councilor Rod Monroe, Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette 
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Patricia'McCaig, Alternate

Metro Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Susan McLain- 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Don Morissette, Alternate

Greenspaces Citizens Adviso^•Committee '
• Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

Greenspaces Liaison
Councilor Susan McLain .

Metro CCI Liaison
Councilor Susan McLain

Oregon Regional Council Association Board of Directors 
Councilor Ruth McFarland 
Councilor Patricia McCaig, Alternate

Regional Emergency Management Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Rod Monroe 
Councilor Don Morissette

Regional Water Services Leadership Group 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

Smith and Bybee Lakes Management Committee 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad



Solid Waste Enhancement Committees 
-North Portland 
-Metro Central 
-Oregon City 
-Forest Grove

Councilor Ed Washington, Chair 
Councilor Ed Washington, Chair 
Councilor Don Morissette . 
Councilor Susan McLain

Solid Waste Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

Solid Waste Rate Review Committee 
Councilor Jon Kvistad, Chair 
Councilor Susan McLain, Alternate

SW Washington Regional Transportation Policy Committee 
Councilor Rod Monroe

South/North Steering Committee 
Councilor Rod Monroe

Special District Association of Oregon Board of Directors/
Legislative Committee

Councilor Ruth McFarland,
Councilor Rod Monroe, Alternate

Tri-Met Committee on Accessible Transportation 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad, Alternate

Water Resources Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Susan McLain •
Councilor Patricia McCaig

Westside Corridor Project Steering Group 
Councilor Jon Kvistad

Washington County Transportation Advisory Group 
Councilor Jon Kvistad

Neighboring Cities Grant
Councilor Susan McLain 
Councilor Don Morissette

Cascadia Task Force
Councilor Jon Kvistad 
Councilor Rod Monroe

1% for Art
Councilor Ed Washington

Portland/Multnomah County Progress Board 
Councilor Ruth McFarland



DEQ Parking Ratio Employee Policy Advisory Committee 
Councilor Don Morissette

Portland State Institute of Urban Studies 
Councilor Ed Washington 
Councilor Jon Kvistad

Columbia Slough Watershed Council 
Councilor Ed Washington

FOCUS Liaison
Councilor Susan McLain



EXHIBIT D

COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Council ^

The M^ro Council meetings shall be regularly scheduled as outlined 
below except when the Presiding Officer finds a need to: 1) convene 
special meetings; 2) change meeting dates or times to respond to 
special scheduling needs, such as during Thanksgiving, Christmas or 
other religious holiday periods; or 3) cancel a meeting due to a. 
lack of quorum or agenda items or other precipitating events.

Regular Sessions: The Metro Council shall meet in Regular Session 
on each Thursday beginning at 2:00 P.M., except that on the fourth 
Thursday of each'month the regular session shall begin at 7:00 P.M.

Committees

The Metro Council standing committee meetings shall be regularly 
scheduled as outlined below except when.the Committee Chair finds a 
need to: 1) convene special meetings; 2) change meeting dates or 
times to respond to special scheduling needs, such as during 
holiday periods; or 3) cancel a meeting due to a lack of quorum or 
agenda items or other precipitating events.

Finance; At the call of the chair or the Presiding Officer

Land Use Planning; Second and fourth Tuesdays of each month 
beginning atl:30P.M.

Regional Facilities; Second and fourth Tuesdays of each month 
beginning at 3:30 P.M.

Solid Waste; First and third Tuesdays of each month beginning 
at 1:30 P.M.

Transportation Planning: First and third Tuesdays of each 
month beginning at 3:3 0 P.M.


