
AGENDA
JOO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE I PORTLAND. OREGON 97232 2736

TEL 503 797 1700 ^AX 503 797 1797

M ETRO

MEETING: METRO COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
DATE: June 29, 1995
DAY: Thursday
TIME: 2:00 p.m.
PLACE: Council Chamber

Approx. 
Time *

2:00 PM

(5 min.)

(5 min.)

(5 min.)

2:15 PM 
(5 min.)

2:20 PM 
(30 Min.)

2:50 PM 
(5 Min.)

2:55 PM 
(5 Min)

3:00 PM 
(5 Min.)

Presenter

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

1. INTRODUCTIONS

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

4. CONSENT AGENDA

4.1 Consideration of Minutes for the June 22, 1995 Metro Council Meeting.

5. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

5.1 Presentation by Rep. Myron Orfield, a member of the Minnesota House of
Representatives.

6.

McLain

ORDINANCES: FIRST READINGS

6.1 Ordinance No. 95-610, Relating to the Office of the Metro Auditor, Amending
The Metro Code, and Declaring an Emergency.

7. ORDINANCES: SECOND READINGS

7.1 Ordinance No. 95-607, For the Purpose of Adopting Revisions to the(Regional
Transportation Plan.'',

7.2 Ordinance No. 95-597, Amending the Metro Code Chapter 5.02 To Provide for
Language Clarification, Revise Credit Policy for Recycled Material, and 
Provide Covered Load Rebate for Yard Debris.

Washington

Kvistad

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.

Recycled Paper
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Approx. 
Time * Presenter

3:05 PM 
(5 Min.)

7.3 Ordinance No. 95-608, Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule to Reflect Expected Operational Needs at Metro Washington Park
Zoo and Declaring an Emergency.

McCaig

8. RESOLUTIONS

3:10 PM 
(5 Min.)

8.1 Resolution No. 95-2165, Authorizing an Extension of Three Existing Hazardous 
Waste Disposal Contracts, Authorizing an Exemption to the Requirement of 
Competitive Bidding, Authorizing Issuance of a Request for Proposals to
Procure Hazardous Waste Disposal Services, and Authorizing the Executive 
Officer to Execute the Resulting Multi-Year Contract.

Kvistad

3:15 PM 
(5 Min.)

8.2 Resolution No. 95-2164,(Approving the Year Six Aimual Waste Reduction
Program for Local Governments.';

Kvistad

3:20 PM 
(5 Min.)

8.3 Resolution No. 95-2162, Authorizing an Exemption to Metro Code Chapter
2.04.041(C), Competitive Bidding Procedures, and Authorizing a Sole-Source 
Contract with B & B Leasing Co., Inc., for Refuse Hauling From Metro
South Household Hazardous Waste Facility

Kvistad

3:25 PM 
(5 Min.) 
3:30 PM 
(10 min.)

8.4

9.

COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

LEGISLATIVE ITEMS

3:40 PM ADJOURN

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

Recycled Paper



AGENDA ITEM 5.1 
Meeting Date: June 29, 1995

Presentation by Representative Myron Orfield, a member of the Minnesota House of Representatives. 
Please see attached letter and newspaper article.
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• 4. COALITION FOR A LIVABLE FUTURE

June 6, 1995

Councilor Susan MacLain 
Metro
6(X) NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Councilor MacLain:

Thank you for your interest in sponsoring a 30 minute presentation by Rep. 
Myron Orfield to the Metro Council on Thursday, June 29 at 7 p.m. Rep.
Orfield's research and findings are particularly pertinent to the work that MPAC, 
MTAC, Metro staff and the Metro Coimdl are currently carrying out on Region 
2040, and his insights would be extremely valuable to discussions being carried 
out by the Council.

As you are probably aware. Rep. Orfield has received national recognition 
for his efforts to explain how elements of governance, land use regulation, and 
systems of taxation and investment facilitate the decay of inner cities and promote 
the development of expanding rings of exclusive suburban communities.
Sponsored by 1000 Friends of Oregon and the Coalition for a Livable Future, Rep. 
Orfield is currently researching and mapping how these factors are at work in the 
Portland metropolitan region and what we can do to remedy their effects.

As Rep. Orfield reminds us, we are very fortunate to have an elected 
regional government like Metro to conduct the regional planning that is so critical 
to ensuring a livable future for all parts of our region. The Region 2040 process is 
a truly remarkable example of participatory and forward-looking regional planning.

Nonetheless, formidable challenges face metropolitan Portland. TTie outer 
suburbs gained a net of 55,000 jobs between 1980 and 1990 while the central dty 
and inner suburbs lost a net of 10,000 jobs during the same period. Incomes and 
tax base increased in many suburban areas and hundreds of millions of dollars 
were spent on new roads and schools. Rapidly growing, wealthier suburbs were 
able to offer substantial property tax relief to attract new development, while 
employment opportunities in parts of Portland and the older suburbs drained 
away.

While poverty increased in various parts of Portland and in several older 
suburban commimities like Gresham and Gladstone, poverty decreased in newer, 
wealthier suburbs, and residents became further removed from the urban problems 
of other parts of the region. Furthermore, there are indications of renewed "white 
flight" from inner dty crime and public school deterioration. Recent research 
shows that the African-American community is more sharply segregated in 
Portland than in other dties of comparable size.

If invited to speak. Rep. Orfield would discuss these and other metropolitan

534 Southwest Third Avenue 
Suite 300

Portland, Oregon 97204 
503 497-1000



issues, giving the Council the opportunity to ask in-depth questions about his 
research findings and analysis.

Thank you for your time and consideration regarding this request. For your 
information, Councilor Ed Washington has also expressed interest in having Rep. 
Orfield address the Council. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
call me at 497-1000.

Sincerely,

Zachary Semke 
Program Coordinator

P.S. Enclosed is a commentary by Rep. Orfield which appeared in Minnesota's 
Star Tribune. Though the piece focuses on the Twin Qties, Orfield's 
research demonstrates that the same trends are at work in our region.



StarlHbune ;

Sunday/Octobei 16/1994

Twin Cities should take lead against the increase in disparities
_____________________________ TVI. rnm. cfni Milwaukee. Dcl.oil jn.I nufTMo. ,ction5t Ihe !nncr-lul..iiban .cl.ooh and older .ubmbi. Iidei of middle- P01''*" Counc.l. The olher dmd
By Myion Orliold_____________

lrolluwin| die pallcrn of older, larjer 
iiicliopoliian areas, there is a i|an|er- 
oils social and economic polariujion 
iK'Currini bclwecn Ihe' communities 
dial make up die Twin Cities rction.

First, poverty is conceniralint in cen­
tral-city nenhborhoods _ and older 
suburbs. This concentration destabi-

declinc. This favored sector, com- 
prisint one-third of the retion's pop­
ulation, is becomini socially and po­
litically isolated from retional re- 
sponsibililles.

The Twin Cities is less than 4 percent 
black and has a poverty rale oF I 
percent, makint it Ihe whitest and 
Ihe least poor of Ihe nation's 2S lar|- 
est metro areas. In 1910 local ihello 
areas included II census tracts sur-siiburlis. I nis conceniiaiioii ue.iaui- —•— —-jr v;

lilts Khools and nci(hborhoods. is . roundint both downtowns. During
• .a • __ i___ iL. • lAtAw «>e\a« ■ losa/Mia Ira^ltassociated with increases in crime, 

and results in Ihe flight of middle- 
class families and business. Ironical­
ly. as social needs accelersle. Ihe 
property laa base supporting local 
services erodes.

Second, in a related pattern, growing 
middle-income communities, domi­
nated by smaller homes and a|urt- 
iiienls, develop without sulTicicnl 
properly laa base to support schools 
and other public services. These Fis- 
rally stressed communities become 
lomurrow's declining suburbs.

I bird, upper-income rcsidcnlially ea- 
clusive suburbs, located predomi­
nately in Ihe outer southwestern 
ri.iadranl of the region, are apturing 
a diipio|»rlionalc share of regional 
infiasiruciure spending and econom­
ic growth. As their property lax baK 
capands. and their housing markets 
eaclut^c, social needs proportionally

Ihe l9S0s, 21 contiguous tracts be- 
came part of Ihe ghetto as its popula- ‘ 
lion grew from 24,420 to 79,OSI, 
During the 1910s, Iransilional areas, 
surrounding ghettos. Increased From 
4} to )7 census traels and From 
21,27010 143,514 people. To pul this 
in perspective, Ihe population of Ihe 
Minneapolis ghetto (61,054),was 
twice Ihe site of Boston's (21,731), 
Kansas City's (24,049), and Indian­
apolis' (23.297) ghettos. All of these 
regions were sitniFtcanlly poorer and 
more racially diverse than Ihe Twin 
Cities.

The Twin Cities' ghetto and transi­
tional areas together account for 4 
percent of the region's population 
and have 36 percent of its poor peo­
ple. During Ihe 19S0s. of Ihe cities 
with more than I million people, Ihe 
percentage oFTwin Giles blacks who 
live in ghettos was increasing faster 
than alL other U.S. metro areas ex­

cept Milwaukee. Detroit and ilufFalo

Contrary to popular impression, so­
cioeconomic instability liocs not slop 
growing at ccniral-cily Umlcrs. At it 
crosses into inner suburbs, it fre­
quently accelerates and InlentiFies. 
During the l9S0s, the largest flight of 
middle-clast Families in the nation 
did not occur in central cities, but in 
the inner-ring suburbs of Qiicago 
and Atlanta. Similarly, in Ihe Twin 
Cities meliopolilan area, growing 
concentrations of poverty and eco­
nomic instability lirndy established 
themselves in working-class inner- 
ring suburbs, particularly those nonh 
of Minneapolis and south of Saint 
Paul.

Like older metropolitan areas, the 
long-lcini prospects of Twin Cities 
working-class suburban communities 
are bleaker than Ihe cities they sur­
round. Middle-income suburbs lack 
Ihe central city's elite ncigliliorhoods, 
psrks, cnlerlainmenl amenities and 
wcll-devclope!l social service syslcins 
that respond to growing instability. 
They have uncertain tax bases, gener­
ally without a signilicanl cninmcr- 
clal-induslrial component upon 
which to levy when faced with in­
creasing social needs. Many inner- 
ring suburbs had far more dramatic 
Job losses than Ihe ccnital cities.

Following Ihe pattern of older, larger

regions, Ihe inner-suburban schools 
arc rapidly catching up with Ihe cen­
tral cities, and Face more dismal long­
term prospects. By 1994, nine of Ihe 
11 inner suburban districts had more 
than 20 percent of their children on 
free lunch and were gaining poor 
chililrcn at a faster rate than Minrte- 
apolis. Eight were gaining ruinoriiy 
students faster. Eighteen of 29 inner- 
ting cities cxpcrtenced signiFicanl 
Bight of while preschool children 
over Ihe decade.

Working-class or middle-income de­
veloping suburbs like Blaine or Inver 
Grove Heights arc much dilfcicnt 
places than high-lax-base, exclusive 
suburbs like Eden Prairie or Chan- 
hassen. The patterns of iiielrpirulitan 
imlaritalion play a cruel joke on 
working-class or miihlle-income fam­
ilies seeking a belter life at the edge 
of the region. As they Bee or avoid 
increasini SKiocconomic change in 
the ccnital cities pnd inner suburbs, 
they arrive in rapidly growing school 
dislricls with small lax bases. Per- 
iiaps in part because of ovetcrowiling 
and very low per-pupil spending. 
Ihcse districts have some of the high­
est dropout and lowest cullcge at­
tendance talcs in Ihe region.

Overlaying this socioeconomic polar- 
iialion is an chVitoniucnIal night­
mare. As Ihe wave of sociocconiiinie 
decline rolls outward from the city

and older suburbs, tides of middle- 
class homeowners sweep into fringe 
communities. Growing sogilhweslcm 
communities in turn use expensive 
home zoning to "ptolccl themselves" 
and to compete for lax base. In so 
doing, they lock the region into low 
density ilcvciopmeni pallcms that 
are Fiscally irresponsible, fosler auto­
mobile dependency, contaminate 
groundwater, and needlessly destroy 
lens of thousands of acres of Forest 
Slid farmland.

By 1990, 131,411 acres or 23 percent 
of Ihe area where sewer service was 
available remained undeveloped. 
Rather than directing growth to these 
areas, between 1987-91, the region 
provided sewer service to an addi­
tional 28 square miles of land (11,000 
acres) at Ihe request of cities and 
developers. While abundant capacity 
remained in the system, Ihe region 
spent lens of millions of dollars a 
year adding new capacity. The vast 
majority of this new expansion was 
in Ihe southwcslern quadrant of the 
legion.

Two-thirds of the region has co­
alesced behind a series of important 
meliopolilan reforms to attempt to 
redress this growing alamily. These 
lefurms include regional fair bousing, 
lax base sharing, core reinvestment, 
land use planning, welfare reform, 
anil siruelurat reform of the Melro-

0politan Council. The other third has 
fouglil, with tremendous rawer, to 
maintain Ihe status quo. Gov. Ame t 
Carlson and his administration have ■, 
refused to seriously discuss these is- 
sues. Within a month, his adiirinis- > |< 
Iralion will approve a 550 mlllioA ;-1| 
sewer extension for Maple Grove, a v \i 
community that had a near riot Id.^f1 
prevent Ihe construction of a maike|.; |. 
rale rent apartment building. Maple 
Grove, one of the communities molt i 
recalcilranlly opposed to accepting• 
any regional responsibilities, will/,' 
vastly enrich its tax base with expen-x*.'- 
live new homes and grow more iso;'. ».J 
lated from Ihe growing regional cri-l-V 
sis.

•j' k
At Ihe beginning of the next century, , 
75 percent of Americans will live iq / 
mclropolilan arcis — all living with i, 
Ihe same diBicull problems that we h 
Face today. Someone — some com- ., 
munity — in this country must take 
leadership to begin to solve the Fun- • 
damcnial problems and disparities oft ’ 
our cities. I think we arc ibe peoplgj J 
to do it. 1 think that it is again lime •, 
for Minnesota to show Ihe nation' 'i 
how things arc done. '•
_______ 1.1 '

<!
Myron OrJteU. DFL-Mlnntapolis. is •, 
a member of lAe Minnesota House of, *i 
Representallres. " f
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AGENDA ITEM 6.1 
Meeting Date: June 29,1995

ORDINANCE NO. 95-610

FIRST READING

Introduced by Councilor Don Morissette

Relating to the Office of the Metro Auditor, Amending the Metro Code, and Declaring an Emergency.

Note: The final draft of Ordinance No. 95-610 was not available at the time the agenda packet was printed. 
Copies will be distributed before the Council meeting.

7
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AGENDA ITEM 7.1 
Meeting Date: June 29, 1995

ORDINANCE NO. 95-607

SECOND READING

For the Purpose of Adopting Revisions to the Regional Transportation Plan.

9
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 95-607, FOR THE PURPOSE 
ADOPTING REVISIONS TO THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

OF

Date: June 21, 1995 Presented by: Councilor Washington

Committee Recommendation; At the June 20 meeting, the Committee 
voted unanimously to recommend Council adoption of Ordinance No. 
95-607. Voting in favor: Councilors Kvistad, Monroe and 
Washington.

Committee Issues/Discussion: Andy Cotugno, Planning Director,
reviewed the purpose of the ordinance. He noted that the Council 
had recently adopted the Federal Regional Transportation Plan. 
Prior ordinances adopting the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
combined the federal plan and state plan into the same document. 
Cotugno explained that until major revisions in the state plan and 
state acknowledgement of the Metro RUGGO are completed it will be 
necessary to "decouple" the federal and regional plans. Cotugno 
noted that the decoupling is being adopted as an ordinance, because 
the RTP was originally adopted by ordinance as a functional plan.

II
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 95-607 FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF ADOPTING REVISIONS TO THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
PLAN

Date: June 15, 1995 Presented by: Andrew C. Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

This ordinance would decouple the federal RTP from the 1992 RTP, 
leaving the 1992 plan as the “state” RTP for purposes of meeting 
state requirements. Upon completion of Phase II of the RTP 
update in 1996, the state and federal versions of the RTP would 
be “recoupled” into a single plan that meets both state and 
federal requirements.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Oregon statute (ORS 268.390) requires that Metro adopt a state 
RTP, a transportation functional plan. It may contain "recom­
mendations and requirements" for local comprehensive plans per 
ORS 268.390(4). Chapter 8 of the RTP contains local plan con­
sistency and dispute resolution processes. Further, functional 
plans must be consistent with Metro’s adopted Regional Urban 
Growth Goals and Objectives (RUGGO). The 1992 RTP is consistent 
with RUGGO, particularly Objective 13.

The federal Regional Transportation Plan (federal RTP, adopted by 
Metro Council, May 24, 1995) is the mandatory transportation 
systems plan that (1) is the basis for the Transportation Im- 
provement Program (TIP); and (2) now must be financially 
"constrained."

The 1989 and 1992 RTPs combined the mandatory federal RTP and the 
state RTP (mandatory functional plan) into the same document 
(adopted by Ordinance No. 92—433).

Federal RTP Resolution - Decouple in 1995

The recently adopted federal RTP is a "constrained" systems plan 
that uses an interim 2015 forecast derived from the 2040 Growth 
Concept proposal, not acknowledged comprehensive plans. It 
therefore contains post 1992 TIP-added projects and fewer long 
term unfunded projects than the remaining 1992 RTP. Other 
changes acknowledge that the bicycle/pedestrian mode share was 
increased based on the 1994-95 travel survey instead of the 1985 
data; that fewer areas outside the UGB needed to be served than 
under comprehensive plan use policies; that a narrower range of 
South/North choices can be shown than in 1992; and that adopted 
Westside station area minimum densities can be assumed and, 
therefore, used for those areas.

13



The initial adoption of a separate federal RTF for funding 
purposes on May 24, 1995 left the 1992 RTF in place for state 
land use purposes until an update to the state RTF is completed 
in mid 1996. This requires a •'decoupling" ordinance amendment to 
clearly take the federal RTF role out of Ordinance No. 92-433. 
This completes the process of making the federal RTF resolution 
only a set of funding premises under state law, not a land use 
decision. Federal RTF projects would still have to be in local 
comprehensive plans and not inconsistent with the 1992 Functional 
Flan, as amended by this ordinance.

Federal RTF/TSF - Recoupled in 1996

After 1995 RUGGO acknowledgment by LCDC, the Urban Reserves 
designation, the amended federal RTF and the transportation 
functional plan could be adopted together by ordinance. Concur­
rently, any interim Growth Concept planning could also be adopted 
at the time the regional Transportation Systems Flan (TSF) is 
ready in 1996. The recoupled federal/state RTF and framework 
plan component will be consistent with federal requirements. 
However, an appeal is possible on the basis of its regulatory 
impact as the regional TSF in 1996. Such an appeal would occur 
regardless of this decoupling.

RUGGO Amendment Impact - July 1995

Both the refined 2040 Growth Concept and updates of RUGGO Goal II 
objectives are scheduled to be adopted into RUGGO in July 1995. 
That amendment action is a land use decision and the amended 
RUGGO will be submitted to LCDC for acknowledgment.

Since functional plans must be consistent with applicable RUGGOs, 
a state RTF update adopted as a functional plan must comply with 
the RUGGOs in effect at the time it is adopted. Even if there is 
little change in the 1995 RUGGO Transportation Objective, there 
would be confusion if a state RTF/Functional Flan update were 
adopted now, before approval of amended RUGGOs that will be 
undergoing LCDC review.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Ordinance No. 95-. 
607.

MH:lmk
95.607.0RD
6-5-95
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

ADOPTING REVISIONS TO THE 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

ORDINANCE NO. 95-607

Introduced by Mike Burton, 
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan has contained both Metro’s federal 

regional transportation plan requirements as the Metropolitan Planning Organization for 

federal funding purposes and Metro’s requirements under state law for a transportation 

functional plan; and

WHEREAS, An Interim Federal Regional Transportation Plan is now being adopted 

in advance of Metro’s major updates of its Regional Urban Growth and Objectives and to 

create a Regional Transportation Systems Plan under state law; and

WHEREAS, Metro’s Interim Federal RTP is needed to demonstrate a fiscally- 

constrained plan in compliance with federal air quality laws to continue eligibility for federal 

transportation funding; and

WHEREAS, Metro’s RTP was last amended in Ordinance No. 92-433 and remains in 

effect as Metro’s transportation functional plan until its major update is complete; and

WHEREAS, Amendments to the RTP are needed at this time to clarify its ongoing 

status as the "state" RTP and to remove references to the now separate federal RTP; now, 

therefore;

THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

1. That the 1992 revision of the Regional Transportation Plan remains in effect as 

Metro’s functional plan for transportation as federal funding provisions have been moved to 

the Interim Federal Regional Transportation Plan.

16



2. That the amendments to the 1992 Regional Transportation Plan to, remove 

federal transportation planning provisions contained in Exhibit "A" attached and incorporated 

herein are hereby adopted.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this____ day of, 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

ATTEST: Approved as to Form:

Recording Secretary 

gl
1230

Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel



Exhibit A

Amendments to the 1992 Regional Transportation Plan adopted by Ordinance No. 92-433: 

Page i-1 at A., second paragraph is amended to omit the following as shown: 

"Adoption of this Plan represented:

• completion of a federal requirement as a condition -for-fooeipt-^ 
federal transportation funding"

Page i-3, 5 at D., third and fourth paragraphs are amended to read as shown:

"Metro Legislative Authority

Metro’s Bi authority for urban transportation planning is derived 
from two primary sources:

• ^tie-23 (liighways) and Title <19 (Transportation) Code of 
Federal Regulations.-

• Oregon Revised Statutes - Chapter 268

• 1992 Metro Charter

The federal requirements for transportotion planning ore-primarily 
directed at-proposed tronsportation-investments-using federal-funds while the
state-requirement deal with the transportation elements of local comprchcnaivc 
ptons; Thcre-is, however.- q great deal of ovcrlap-betwccn the two
f^uirements since federally funded-transportation investments comprise q
significant-portion of the full transportation system identified in comprehensive
plans.

Federal Planning Requirements

. FIFiVA and FTA havejointly required that each-urbanized area, as g
eondition to the receipt of federal capital and operating ■assistance7-havc-a
t^sportation plan-process that results in a transportation plan consistent with

dev.C-P.mcnt for 1110 QrCQ- -Metro is the-ggeney, in cooperation
with ODOT and Tri Met, that is designated by the Governor as the 
^^metropolitan planning organization" to carry out the federal transportation
planning requirements.

Page 1 of 7 — Exhibit A
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In-ac<x>rdancc with these requirements, Metro must annually endorse-a
transportation -plan and q ■■Transportation -Improvement-Program (TIP).
TO^-must specify fcdcrally-fonded-tfonsportation projects to be implemented
during the next three to five year-period based upon-reolistic estimates of
available revenues. Furthermore,-projects -included for funding in thc-TIP
fflust-be oonsistent-withthe-adopted-RTP.-

Also-in-aeeofdance-with-regulationsrthe RTF must eonsist of a-short 
and-long-range element-nnd provide for-the transportation needs of persons-end
good -in -the-metropolitan-Qrear

^e-planning-process leading to adoption of tho-RTP-must!

^------ consider the-social, economic and -environmental-effect-of-tronsportaben
in-cecordanee-with the National Environmental-Policy-Act ond-dean
Air-Act;

••------ensure-invoWementof-the public;

------ ensure-there is no discrimination-on-the-grounds-of-race,—color,-sex;
nationol-oiigin-or-physical handicap in-the-plonning-proeess-or-undef
eny-progmm-receiving-federal assistance;

------ include special cfforts-to-plon-public-mass-transportation facilities and
services fer-the-handieapped;

------ consider energy conservation-goals-and-objectives;

••------include teehnieal-analysis-as-nccdcd and-to-the-degree appropriate,-
includingT

••------an-cnalysis-of cxisting-eondltions-of-travel. tronsportation faeilities-ond
fuel consumptions;

••------ projections-of economic and land use activities and-their-potentinl
transportation-demand?

••------on-evaluation of alternative tronsportation-improvements-to moct short
end-long term needs;

-oorridor or-suborca studies;-transit tcchnology-studiesHegislativc; 
fiseol,- functional classifiGation-and institutionQi-studies;-Qnd

Page 2 of 7 — Exhibit A
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-on-evoluation of oltcm'ative-ineafiurcs to respond to short term energy 
ferepdons.-

In-addidon to-the roquirements-of FirsVA and ITA. the Cleon Air Act
Amendmonta of 1990 (adminwtered by-thc Environmental ProtccUon-Agency
(£PA)) require each urbanized area to meet fodorol standards for-cleon air. 
Metro 13 rcaponaiblc for-cxanuning-oltcmativc tronsportadon strategies to 
reduee-oir pollution that, in combination with stationary-controls (i.e., point
flouroe) adopted by the-Dcportment of Environmental-Quality., meet the 
standards*

Page i-5, 6 are amended to omit the following as shown: '

"Regional Transportation Decision Malting Process

Bvery metropolitan area-must have'a Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (hiPO) designated by the Govemor-to receive and disburse
fedei^ funds for transportation projoets. Metro (the Metropolitan Service
Oistnct) 13 the hfPO for-thc Portland metropolitan area and, therefore,-
^oves the cx^nditure of all federal transportation funds in this region. To
assure a well balanced regional transportation system, the following decision 
making process has-been established for these important-funding allocations.

Metro Council

Metro is our-directly elected rcgionol-govcmmcnt, with responsibility
for-gorfagge ■disposal, development assistance ond-monagement of the Metro
Washington^arlc Zoo,-as well os-transportationr The Metro Council is
^mposed of 12 members elected from districts. The Joint-Policy Advisory 
Committee on Transportation (JPAGT) rocommends-transportation projects and
programs-for Council approval.

Joint Policy-Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT)

JFACT provides a forum for elected officials and representatives of 
agencies involvcd-in transportation projects to evaluato-all the transportation
needs in this region and to mnlce rccommendations-for-funding to the Metro
Council. The 17 momhp,r-rnmmittni>..inniVHnr; nffinab from local
governments within the region, three Metro councilors,-representatives of the 
agencies involved in regional transportation, plus representatives from
governments and agencies of-Glark County, Washington and the State of
Washington

Page 3 of 7 “ Exhibit A
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Agencies represented on-JPACT include ODOT, Tri-Met, the Port of
Portland,-DEQ and the Washington-Department of Transportation (WDQT^r

A-finoncc subcommittee of-JPACT has bcen-formcd-to develop-nnd
recommend finoncing-stratcgies-to-iniplenicnt the-region’s-imnsportation
agenda

-Tfonsportation-Policy-Altematives Committee (TPAG)

While JPAGT-provides-a-fonim-for recommendations on tronsportatiefl
issues-flt the policy level, TPAC provides input from-the technical level?

TPAG'^ membership-ineludcs technical staff-from -the-same 
governments and agencies in JPAGT-plus representatives-of FHWA, Federal
Aviation-Administmtion {FAA)> FTA-nnd the Intergovernmental-Resource
Center (IRC) of Clark-County ;--There arc also six-citizen representatives
eppointed-to-TPAG-by-the-Metro-Council;

^AC has-one-standing subcommittee:

------ Transportation Improvement Program-<nP) Subcommittee:—Comprised
of-staff-from-the three counties, Portland,-QDQT-r-Tri-Met-and-Metrov
this-subcommittec monitors-progress-on-implementing-projects-and 
reeommends-changes in-the-TIP to JPACT.

Interstate Coordination

Planning for-the Portlond-Voncouver metropolitan-area is ■carried-out by
two-regional planning-agencies, Metro ond-the-lntergovemmental -Resource
Center (IRC) of Clark-County.' ■ Each agency-oonducts-its-transportation
planning under its respective state and federal-authority-for-its-own-geogmphie
oreaT However, since this is-o-singlc urbanized oreaHt is essential-that-the
two ageneies coordinate-plons-to-adequately address-problems-of-interstate
Significance.— This-coordination-isassnredAhrough-the-mechonisms-described
below*

••------ Bi'State Policy Advisory-Committee—A Bi State Policy Committee
exists-to provide-a forum-for-elected officials-from-Qregon and
Washington to discuss-problems of mutual-concern-and moke 
recommendations to the-Metro Council ondTRC-of-Glark County. This
Committee includes representatives from the-two-regionol agencies,-the
two principdl cities and-the two principol-counties. In addition, the'
Committee can cstablish-ad-hoe committees -to-deal-with-tronsportation 
problems. Tronsportatien-recommendations-from-the-Committee arc

Page 4 of 7 - Exhibit A
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fflode-to thc Pietro Council through TPAC and JPACT in accordance 
with-Metro’s decision making proocssr

Mctro/Glork County IRG-Gomnttttcca In ordgr-to-enflure a voioC'in 
tfonsportation-docialona-of-intcratate flignifiGanccy JPACT mektdes
fepreflentQtioi>-from TOOT-. Clarlc County-ond Vonoouver. and TPAG
ineludea repreaentativea from WDOT, Clark County, Vanoouver and
Qofk-Gounty-IRC. Similarly, CIork-Gounty’a "Conaolidatcd
T-fonspoftotion Adviaory Comnuttoc* ineludea representation from
QDOT ond^etro.-

“•----- -Tfonaportation Plan and Improvement Program-Coordination ' Before
adoption of-the RTP or on amendment to the-Plon having intcfstete 
significanoo—Metro -and Clark County-IRG must consult with-the other
porty-ond consider nny-commenta-of-the other-party before adoption:*

Page 5-1 at A., first paragraph, second and third sentences are amended to read as 
shown:

"The transportation improvements included in the Plan represent a set of 
investments that have been ehesef^raiiia^M after vigorous local and 
regional review of possible altemauves, and-are considered to begs the most 
prudent and cost-effective use of public funds to solve the region’s" 
transportation problems, -----

Page 8-1 at B, third and fourth sentences are omitted as shown:

"g^e -Tnmsportation Improvement Program (^P) is the five year incremental 
capital improvement program-for the-region to implement planned 
improvement projects-and includes all transportation projects proposed to use
federal funds to-implcmcnt;—As such:-the TIP contaiiws-modemiyfltiftn-projeetS
that-are depicted in Chapter-5 of the RTP as well os-preservation-and smaller
seale-modemization activities that ar-e-eonsistent-with the policies and 
objectives of the-RTP but-are-not of-suffieient-seope to-warrant inclusion in the
RTP."

Page 8-3, 4, at 5. "Transit Service Planning" is omitted as shown:

IfMiecordQflce with UMTA Circular-7005rl^ recipients of UhfTA funding aic
required to develop a proccss for considering the capability of private 
providers to perform-mass transportation and-related-support sen'ices. They
ore-olso required to provide periodic documentation on the results of

Page 5 of 7 — Exhibit A
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implementation of the policy. -Thia-requirement folk-both on Metro osHhe
Metropolitan Planning-Orgonization-ond-Tri-Met os-the-principal provider-fof
transit-serviees and UMTA-gnint recipient--Specifically,- Metro is required to 
adopt a policy, which providers for consideration of private enterprise in local 
transit service planing, ensure a fair resolution of disputes and certify at the 
time of submission of the annual Transportation Improvement Program that the 
local process is being followed.

The following-policies are intcnded-to-respond to-these 
requirements while reoognizing-that-the principal responsibility for involving 
the-piivate-sector-should-rest-with-Tri-Met-since it is the only operator in-the
Portland region.

B-.------Transit-Scrvice-Plonning

4)------Tri-Met-should-ensufe-privatc-entcrprisc-involvemcnt in transit
service planning-and-devclopment-of-tronsit-capital-improvementsrte .
include?

------Notice to and-early consultation-with-privatc providers-in
pkms-involving-new or-festructured-service as well as the
periodic-reexamination-of-existing-servieeT

b)------Periodic examination,- at Icast-every-throc years, of-eaeh
route-to -determine if it could be more efficiently operated-by-a

c) Description of-how-new-and-restruetured-services-wll-be
evaluated-tO;dctcrmine-if-they could be more-effectively
provided-by-private sector o^ration-pursuant-to-e-competitive
bid-process.

d) ----- The-use-of-costs os -e-factor-in -the-private/publie
decision;

2) -- - Metro will-review the results-of-these-anolyses-ond-provide 
TPAC and JPACT -an opportunity-for-review-ond-comments;

3) - In -transit scrvice-studies-where-Metro has lead -responsibility ^
Metro-will provide notice-to-and-ensure early consultation-with-private
providers.

Page 6 of 7,-- Exhibit A
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b;------Dispute-Resol ution

Tri Met-should-establish-a-dhpute-resolution-proceas that providea-a
clear-opportunity-for-intercatcd-pQftie&Ho-objeet-to-fl-decision. The process
should-also-inolude-the opporttmity-fop-finol ■ appeal to UMTA.-

C:——Documentation

4^----- In-oonjunetion-with-submittal-of-projects-to -Metro-for- inolusiofl
in-the Transportation-improvement-PfogramT-T-fi-Met-sholl submit
documentetion that-this private cntciprise-policy-hos bccn followed?
including^

------Q-deseription -of-thc-involvement-of■ the private-sector-in-the
development-of-the-specific-projects—Thedetermination-of-whether
service -or-support-funetions -reflected-in-the Annual Element-are to-be
provided-by-a-public-or-private-provider con-be-arrived-at-through-use
of requests-for-proposalsT-fequests-for-bidsror-other-mcans in the-loeal.
planning^oeesst

b)-----a-description-of-the-proposals-received-from-thoi)rivate-sector
and-how-they were evaluated;

^-----a-description-of-impediments-to-holding- service out for
oompetition-and-the-measures-taken ■ to-address the impact -of -such
impediments;-and

d)-----a-eopy-of-the-Tri-Met dispute-resolutidn-procedure-nnd-a
desoription-and-status-ef-private-seotor-eemplaintST

This documentation shall-be-provided-no-later than-the-time of 
submission-ofyojects-fbr-the-annual-update to the Transportation 
Improvement-Program-(June 1).—In additionr-supplementd-documentation
should be-submitted-at-the-time-of-submittal-of-ony-ndditions-to-the
Transportation -Improvement-Programrif-necessoryT

2) Metro-will-include this-documentation-as-part of the-oertification to
UMTA that-the-TCgion-is in compliance-with-fedefal-requirentents."

rpj
1974
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AGENDA ITEM 7.2 
Meeting Date: June 29,1995

ORDINANCE NO. 95-597

SECOND READING

Amending the Metro Code Chapter 5.02 to Provide for Language Clarification, Revise Credit Policy for 
Recycled Material, and Provide Covered Load Rebate for Yard Debris.

25
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO, 95-597, AMENDING THE METRO CODE 
CHAPTER 5,02 TO PROVIDE FOR LANGUAGE CLARIFICATION, REVISE CREDIT 
POLICY FOR RECYCLED MATERIAL, AND PROVIDE COVERED LOAD REBATE FOR 
YARD DEBRIS

Date: June 21, 1995 Presented by: Councilor Kvistad

Committee Recommendation: At the June 20 meeting, the Committee 
voted 2-0 to recommend Council adoption of Ordinance No, 95-597, 
Voting in favor: Councilors Kvistad and McFarland,

Committee Issues/Discussion: Roosevelt Carter, Acting Operations 
Manager, explained the three elements of the proposed ordinance. 
First, he noted that the ordinance would eliminate the requirement 
that haulers remove both ends of- larger size drums. The orginal 
purpose of this requirement was to insure that the drums were 
empty. But, Carter explained it was only really necessary for one 
end of the drum to be open. He commented that eliminating the 
requirement would reduce the waste processing costs of local 
haulers,

The second element of the ordinance would extend the $3 recycling 
credit to all cash customers. Currently, cash customers bringing 
a load that includes recyclables may receive the fee credit only if 
the load is brought in a passenger vehicle or a truck that less 
than 3/4 ton in capacity. The proposed ordinance would allow the 
credit to be received regardless of the type of vehicle that is 
used. Carter contended that this would create a more equitable 
system and eliminate occasional disputes with customers who do not 
understand why they cannot receive the credit just because their 
vehicle is larger.

The third element of the ordinance addresses the fee for yard 
debris disposal. Carter noted that Metro current charges $54/ton 
for yard debris disposal, but a surcharge is collected if the load 
is not properly covered. This has created problems for customers 
who thought they would be paying the $54 fee and did not have 
adequate funds to pay the surcharge. The proposed ordinance would 
change this policy to provide for a $72/ton fee with an $18/ton 
rebate for properly covered loads. Carter argued that such a fee 
collection process would be less confusing and would positively 
benefit those who properly cover their loads.

Carter noted that the Rate Review Committee had reviewed and 
approved the proposed ordinance

Councilor Kvistad asked what the fiscal effect of extending the 
recycling credit would be? Carter responded that it would be less 
than $10,000 annually.
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO. 95-597 FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
AMENDING METRO CODE CHAPTER 5.02 TO PROVIDE LANGUAGE 
CLARIFICATION, REVISE CREDIT POLICY FOR RECYCLED MATERIAL 
AND PROVIDE COVERED LOAD REBATE FOR YARD DEBRIS

March 27,1995 

Proposed Action

Presented by: Sam Chandler

Adoption of Ordinance No. 95-597 to provide language clarification regarding containers which 
once held certain products or chemicals; revise the credit policy for recycled material and 
provide covered load rebate for haulers of yard debris.

Factual Background and Analysis

Currently, Metro Code Section 5.02.015(S)((4)(B) requires that containers (or drums) in excess 
of 25-gallons which once held commercial products or chemicals have the ends removed for 
disposal. Inasmuch as only one end of these containers need be removed to determine that the 
container is indeed empty, new language is proposed that requires the removal of only one end of 
the containers. This will reduce the burden on haulers to prepare containers for disposal.

Metro Code Section 5.02.025(d) provides that cash account customers who have separated and 
included in their loads at least one-half cubic yard of recyclable materials shall receive a $3.00 
credit towards their disposal charge if their load is transported inside a passenger car or in a pick­
up truck not greater than 3/4 ton capacity. It is proposed that the $3.00 credit be available for all 
cash account customers regardless of vehicle type. This will be more equitable; will make it 
easier for Metro staff to administer, and will help create a smoother traffic flow within the solid 
waste disposal facilities.

Metro Code Section 5.02.070(b) provides a disposal fee of $54.00 per ton for source-separated 
yard debris delivered by credit and cash account customers. Based upon Metro's experience with 
the rebate for covered loads of garbage, establishment of a rebate to cash account customers for 
delivering covered loads of yard debris is a good way to encourage them to secure their loads.

It is proposed that the fee for disposal of source-separated yard debris by cash account customers 
shall be $72.00 per ton. A cash account customer delivering a covered load of yard debris shall 
receive a 25 percent rebate. The minimum charge for cash account customers with covered loads of 
yard debris will be adjusted by a covered load rebate. These actions will help encourage customers 
to secure their yard debris loads. This will also create better public relations and reduce the stress 
for Metro employees who currently have to levy a surcharge when loads are not covered.

It should be noted that yard debris disposal costs are currently subsidized at Metro South. The actual 
cost to load, haul and process yard debris is $81.13 per ton at Metro South, and $37.38 at Metro 
Central. Metro currently charges $54.00 per ton.
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Budget Impact

There will be a slight increase in disposal revenues if haulers do not cover their yard debris loads 
(no rebate). There will be a slight decrease in revenue if cash account customers use pickup 
trucks greater than 3/4 ton capacity or trailers for hauling separated loads which include 
recyclable material ($3.00 credit). There should, however, be a decrease in Metro disposal costs 
as more customers recycle materials and do not put them in the pit or on the floor at the transfer 
stations.

Executive Officer’s Recommendation

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Ordinance No. 95-597.

RBclk
s:\btrk\itafrept\iUf0327.rpt
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING ) ORDINANCE NO. 95-597
METRO CODE CHAPTER 5.02 TO )
PROVIDE LANGUAGE CLARIFICATION, ) Introduced by Mike Burton, 
REVISE CREDIT POLICY FOR RECYCLED ) Executive Officer 
MATERIAL, AND PROVIDE COVERED )
LOAD REBATE FOR YARD DEBRIS )

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 5.02.015 requires the removal of the ends of 

containers which once held certain products or chemicals; and

WHEREAS, Only one end of containers need be removed to determine that the 

container is indeed empty; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 5.02.025 provides that cash account customers 

who have separated and included in their loads at least one-half cubic yard of recyclable material . 

shall receive a $3.00 credit towards their disposal charge if their load is transported inside a 

passenger car or in a pick-up truck not greater than 3/4 ton capacity; and

WHEREAS, It will be more equitable to provide the $3.00 credit for all vehicle 

types and help create a smoother traffic flow within the solid waste disposal facilities; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 5.02.070 provides a disposal fee of $54.00 per 

ton for source-separated yard debris delivered by credit and cash account customers; and 

WHEREAS, It is believed that the establishment of a rebate to cash account 

customers for delivering covered loads of yard debris is a good way to encourage them to secure 

their loads; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 5.02.070 pro\ides a minimum disposal charge 

for credit and cash account customers delivering source-separated yard debris; and

WHEREAS, It is believed that an adjustment to the minimum charge for delivering 

covered loads of yard debris will help encourage customers to secure their loads; and 

WHEREAS, This ordinance was submitted to the Executive Officer for 

consideration and forwarded to the Metro Council for approval; now, therefore.
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The Metro Council Ordains as Follows:

Section 1. Metro Code Section 5.02.015 is amended to read:

5.02.015 Definitions: As used in this chapter, unless the context requires otherwise:

(a) "Acceptable Special Wastes" means those special wastes that are approved for 
disposal at Metro South or Metro Central by the Metro Solid Waste Department in the form of a 
special waste permit. "Unacceptable Waste," as defined in this section, is expressly excluded.

(b) "Cash Account Customer" means a person who pays cash for disposal of solid waste 
at Metro South Station or Metro Central Station.

(c) "Credit Account Customer" means a person who pays for disposal of solid waste 
through a charge account at Metro South Station or Metro Central Station.

(d) "Disposal Fee" means those fees which pay the direct unit costs of transportation and 
disposal of general purpose solid waste. Major cost components are: The long haul transport 
contract and the Oregon Waste Systems, Inc. disposal contract.

(e) "Enhancement Fees" means those fees collected in addition to general disposal rates 
that are used to pay for rehabilitation and enhancement projects in the areas immediately 
surrounding landfills and other solid waste facilities.

(0 "Household Hazardous Waste" means ahy discarded, useless or tmwanted chemical, 
material substance or product that is or may be hazardous or toxic to the public or the 
environment and is commonly used in or around households which may include, but is not limited 
to, some cleaners, solvents, pesticides, and automotive and paint products.

(g) "Limited Purpose Solid Waste" means construction, demolition, process residue, land 
clearing waste and non-hazardous industrial dust.

(h) "Metro Central Station" is the Metro solid waste transfer and recycling station located 
at 6161 N.W. 61st Avenue, Portland, Oregon, 97210.

0) "Metro Disposal System" means Metro South Station, Metro Central Station, 
Columbia Ridge Landfill and such other facilities, or contracts for service with Metro which 
transfer or cause solid waste to be disposed at the Columbia Ridge Landfill or other disposal 
fadlity.

(j) "Metro South Station" is the solid waste transfer station owned and operated by 
Metro and located at 2001 Washington, Oregon City, Oregon 97045.
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(k) "Metro User Fee" means those fees which pay for fixed costs of the Metro Disposal 
System. This fee is imposed upon all solid waste delivered to any Metro Disposal System facility . 
which delivery will affect Metro's reserved space capacity at the Columbia Ridge Landfill. Fixed 
costs of the Oregon Waste Systems disposal contract, the long haul transport contract, debt 
service and capital items directly related to the facilities are paid through this fee.

0) "Metro Waste Management System" means all associated Metro solid waste services 
related to management of the whole recycling, processing and disposal system, including 
adnunistrative, planning, financial, engineering and waste reduction activities.

(m) "Person" means any individual, partnership, association, corporation, trust, firm, 
estate, joint venture or any other private entity or any public agency.

(n) "Regional Transfer Charge" means those fees which pay the direct unit operating costs 
of the Metro transfer stations. This fee is imposed upon all solid waste delivered to Metro 
Disposal System facilities.

(o) "Regional User Fee" means those fees which pay for fixed costs associated with 
administrative, financial and engineering services and waste reduction activities of the Metro 
Waste Management System. Contingency fees on all costs and general transfers of solid waste 
funds to other Metro departments for direct services are included in this fee. This fee is collected 
on all solid waste originating or disposed of within the re^on.

(p) "Special Loads" mean all loads of Household Hazardous Waste that are 35 gallons or 
more in the aggregate or loads that contain any acutely hazardous waste.

(q) "Solid Waste" means all putrescible and nonputrescible wastes, including garbage, 
rubbish, refuse, paper and cardboard, commercial, industrial, demolition and construction waste, 
home and industrial appliances.

(r) "Source Separated Yard Debris" means twigs, branches, grass clippings, leaves, and 
tree limbs in a form appropriate for mechanical processing for reuse or sale. Source separated 
yard dd)ris does not include yard or construction debris that is not appropriate for mechanical 
processing for reuse or sale or that has unacceptable types or amounts of contaminants mixed 
with it. The operator or person in charge of accepting this waste shall make the final 
determination of what is source separated yard d^ris based on the capability of available 
machinery to process it. The Director of Solid Waste may establish guidelines for determining 
what is source separated yard debris within the meaning of this chapter.

(s) "Special Waste" means any waste (even though it may be part of a delivered load of 
waste) which is:

(1) Containerized waste (e.g., a drum, barrel, portable tank, box, pail, etc.) of a type 
listed in 3 through 9 and 11 of this definition below; or

(2) Waste transported in a bulk tanker, or
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(3) Liquid waste including outdated, oflf spec liquid food waste or liquids of any type 
when the quantity and the load would fail the paint filter liquid (Method 9095, 
SW-846) test or is 25 gallons of free liquid per load, whichever is more 
restrictive.

(4) Containers (or drums) which once held commercial products or chemicals are 
included unless the container is empty. A container is empty when;

(A) All wastes have been removed that can be removed using the practices a 
commonly employed to remove materials from the type of container, e.g., 
pouring, pumping, crushing, or aspirating.

(B) One end has The ends have-been removed (for containers in excess of 25 
gallons); and

(C) No more than one inch thick (2.54 centimeters) of residue remains on the 
bottom of the container or inner liner, or

(D) No more than 1 percent by weight of the total capacity of the container 
remains in the container (for containers up to 110 gallons); or

(E) No more than 0.3% by weight of the total capacity of the container remains 
in the container for containers larger than 110 gallons.

Containers which once held acutely hazardous wastes must be triple rinsed 
with an appropriate solvent or cleaned by an equivalent alternative method. 
Containers which once held substances regulated under the Federal 
Insectidde, Fun^cide, and Rodenticide Act must be empty according to 
label instructions or triple rinsed with an appropriate solvent or cleaned by 
an equivalent method. Plastic containers larger than five (5) gallons that 
hold any regulated waste must be cut in half or punctured, dry and free of 
contamination to be accepted as refuse; or

(5) Sludge waste from septic tanks, food service, grease traps, wastewater from 
commercial laundries, laundromats or car washes; or

(6) Waste from an industrial process; or

(7) Waste from a pollution control process; or

(8) Residue or dd>ris from the cleanup of a spill or release of chemical substances, 
commercial products or wastes listed in 1 through 7 or 9 of this definition; or
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(9) Soil, water, residue, debris, or articles which are contaminated from the cleanup 
of a site or facility formerly used for the generation, storage, treatment, 
recycling, reclamation, or disposal of wastes Usted in 1 through 8 of this 
definition; or

(10) Chemical containing equipment removed from service (for example - filters, oil 
filters, cathode ray tubes, lab equipment, acetylene tanks, CFC tanks, 
refiigeration units, or any other chemical containing equipment); or

(11) Waste in waste containers that are marked with a National Fire Protection 
Association identification label that has a hazard rating of 2, 3, or 4 but not 
empty containers so marked; or

(12) Any waste that requires extraordinaiy management.

Examples of special wastes are: chemicals, liquids, sludge and dust from 
commercial and industrial operations; municipal waste water treatment plant 
grits, screenings and sludge; contaminated soils; tannery wastes, empty pesticide 
containers, and dead animals or by-products.

(t) "Total Fees" means the total per transaction of all tip and special fees.

(u) "Unacceptable Waste" means waste that is either;

(1) Prohibited from disposal at a sanitary landfill by state or federal law, regulation, 
rule, code, permit or permit condition;

(2) A hazardous waste;

(3) Special waste without an approved special waste permit; or

(4) Infectious Medical Waste.

Section 2. Metro Code Section S.02.02S is amended to read:

5.02.025 Disposal Charges at Metro South Station. Metro Central Station and the Metro
Household Hazardous Waste Facilities:

(a) Total fees for disposal by credit account customers shall be $75.00 per ton of solid 
waste delivered for disposal at Metro South Station or Metro Central Station.

(b) Total fees for disposal by cash account customers shall be $100.00 per ton of solid 
waste delivered for disposal at Metro South Station or Metro Central Station. A cash account 
customer delivering a load of waste such that no portion of the waste is visible to Metro 
scalehouse personnel (unless the waste is only visible through a secure covering), shall receive a 
25 percent rebate.
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(c) The total disposal fees specified in subsection (a) and (b) of this section include:

(1) A disposal fee of $39.25 per ton;

(2) A regional transfer charge of $7.20 per ton;

(3) The user fees specified in Section 5.02.045;

(4) An enhancement fee of$.50 per ton; and

(5) DEQ fees totalling $1.05 per ton.

(d) Notwitlistanding subsection (b) of this section, cash account customers using Metro 
South Station or Metro Central Station, who have separated and included in their loads at least 
one half cubic yard of recyclable material (as defined in ORS 459.005) shall receive a $3.00 credit 
toward their disposal chargeJ.-if their-load-is-transperted inside a passenger cor or in a piolcup truck 
not greater-than-a-3/4 ton-oapacityr

(e) The minimum charge shall be $19.00 for all credit account vehicles and shall be 
$25.00 for all cash account vehicles. The minimum charge shall be adjusted by the covered load 
rebate as specified in subsection (b) of this section, and may also be reduced by application of the 
recycling credit provided in subsection (d) of this section. If both the rebate and the recycling 
cr^it are applicable, the rebate shall be calculated first.

(f) Total fees assessed at Metro facilities shall be rounded to the nearest whole dollar 
amount (a $.50 charge shall be rounded up) for all cash account customers.

(g) A fee of $5.00 is established to be charged at the Metro Household Hazardous 
Waste facilities for each load of Household Hazardous Waste.

(h) A fee of $10.00 is established at the Metro Household Hazardous Waste facilities 
for special loads.

(i) The following table summarizes the disposal charges to be collected by Metro 
firom all persons disposing of solid waste at Metro South Station and Metro Central Station:

Section 3. Metro Code Section 5.02.070 is amended to read:

5.02.070 Source Separated Yard Debris Disposal Charge:

(a) There is hereby established a reduced disposal fee for Source Separated Yard 
Debris that shall be collected on all source separated yard debris disposed at the Metro South 
Station or Metro Central Station. Said disposal charge is in lieu of other Base Disposal Charges, 
User Fees, Regional Transfer Charges, Rehabilitation and Enhancement Fees, and Certification 
Non-Compliance Fees that may be required by Sections 5.02.025, 5.02.040, 5.02.045, and 
5.02.050 of this chapter. These other fees shall not be collected on waste which is accepted as
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Source Separated Yard Debris, under the definition of 5.02.015(d). The purpose of the Source 
Separated Yard Debris Charge is to encourage greater source separation of yard debris so that 
material is diverted fi'om land disposal at the Columbia Ridge Landfill and is made available for 
reuse.

(b) Total fees for disposal of Source Separated Yard Debris by credit account 
customers shall be $54.00 per ton at Metro South Station and Metro Central Station.-Bre 
omount-of the Source Separated-YordTlebris Charge to be-coUeoted at the Metro South-Station
ond^etro Central Station shall be $54.00 per ton for Source Separated Yard-Debris delivered-by
Credit-<md-€a3h-Aooount-Gu3tomer-S7

(c) Total fees for disposal of Source Separated Yard Debris bv cash account 
customers shall be $72.00 per ton at Metro South Station and Metro Central Station. A cash
account customer delivering a load of waste such that no portion of the waste is visible to Metro
scalehouse personnel funless the waste is only visible through a secure coveringV shall receive a
25 percent rebate.The minimum-oharjge-for-Credit-and Cosh Account Customers-deliverine Source 
Seporated-Y-ard-Debris shall be-$ 10.00.—The-minimum charge for the delivery-of-a-single
Ghristmastreeas-Source-Separated Yard Debris-shoU be $1.00 (One Dollar):

rd'l The minimum charge shall be $10.00 for all credit account vehicles and shall be
$12.00 for all cash account vehicles. The minimum charge for cash account vehicles shall be
adjusted bv the covered load rebate as specified in subsection (c) of this section. The minimum
charge for the delivery of a single Christmas tree as Source Separated Yard Debris shall be $1.00'
(One DollarL

_____ M A surcharge of $100 00 per load shall he levied against a Metro credit account
customer who disposes of yard debris at a Metro-operated solid waste disposal facility, transfer
station, recycling center or compost facility, if when entering the facility anv portion of the yard
debris is visible to Metro scalehouse personnel, unless the yard debris is only visible through a
secure covering. The surcharge shall be collected in the same manner as other disposal fees are
collected at the facility

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this _ day of _ 1995.

J. Ruth McFariand, Presiding Officer

ATTEST:

Recording Secretary
S.ASHAK£\BARl^RESOLUn\SW95 597.0RD
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ATTACHMENT A

1994
YARD DEBRIS COSTS

Metro South Station

■Loading, Hauling, Processing 

Total Tons 

Cost Per Ton

$22,497

277.25

$81.14

Metro Central Station

Processing and Hauling 

Total Tons 

Cost Per Ton

$36,646

980.34

$37.38

Both Facilities

Loading, Hauling, Processing 

Total Tons 

, Cost Per Ton

$59,143

1257.59

$47.02

Notes
1. At Metro South Station the operator. Waste Management of 

Oregon, loads the yard debris into a drop box and hauls tLc 
material to Scotts Hyponex in Clackamas for processing.

2. Trans Industries manages the yard debris in a very different 
manner at Metro Central Station. The material is processed cn 
site. The material is loaded into a tub grinder with waste 
wood, ground and sold for hog fuel. This method costs Metro 
$43.76 per ton less theui the method used at Metro South 
Station. The same system is not feasible at Metro South 
because of the limited space for a tub grinder and the small 
volume of yard debris.

RB J^ril 20, 1995 
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1995
YARD DEBRIS HAULING/PROCESSING SUMMARY

1 METRO SOUTH METRO CENTRAL TOTAL

MONTH Tons Cost ($) Tons Cost($) Tons Cost ($)
January 20.63 1,258 39.26 1,295 59.89 2,753
February 19.41 1,184 56.66 2,158 76.07 3,342
March 27.52 1,679 76.14 2,899 103.66 4,578
April
May •
June
July
August
September
October
November
December
TOTALS

Notes:
1. Trans Industries processes yard debris at Metro Central Station @ $38.08/ton.

2. The hauling and processing of source-separated yard debris from Metro South Station is provided by Waste 
Management of Oregon @$61Aon. WMO loads yard debris into drop boxes for $55/hour.

WMO LOADING COSTS
HOURS

TOTAL (S)(@$S5/hr)MONTH
January
February
March

August
September
October
November
December

TOTALS

RB;gbc
contract\ydhauI95.tbl
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1994
YARD DEBRIS HAULING/PROCESSING SUMMARY

METRO SOUTH METRO CENTRAL • TO

Tons

TAL

MONTH Tons Cost($) Tons 0)st($) Cost($)
January 19.19 1,171 4821 1,798 67.40 2,969
February 12.87 785 37.98 1,416 50.85 2201
March 29.54 1,802 96.74 3,607 126.28 5,409
April 23.82 1,453 104.04 3,880 127.86 5,333
May 36.78 2,244 136.30 5,083 173.08 7,327
June 42.18 2,573 105.51 3,934 147.69 6,507
July 29.34 1,790 97.66 3,642 127.00 5,432
August 18.95 1,156 86.48 3225 105.43. 4,381
September 15.26 931 60.84 2269 76.10 3200
October 13.41 818 94.08 3,508 107.49 4,326
November 13.83 844 67.33 2264 81.16 3,408
December 22.08 1,347 45.17 1,720 67.25 3,067
TOTALS 277.25 16,914 98024 36,646 1,257.59 53,560

Notes:

1. Trans industries processes yard debris at Metro Central Station @ $37^9/ton (Jan. - Sep.); $38.08/ton (Nov. 
Dec.).

2. The hauling and processing of source-separated yard debris from Metro South Station is provided by Waste 
Management of Oregon @$61/ton. WMO loads yard debris into drop boxes for $55/hour. -

WMO LOADING COSTS |

MONTH
HOURS

(@S55/hr) TOTAL
January 9.50 523
February 6.75 371
March 9.00 495
April 6.50 358
May 9.00 495
June 10.75 591
July 10.75 591
August 925 509
September 7.00 385
October 5.75 316
November 725 399
December 10.00 550

1 TOTALS 101.50 $5283

RB:gbc
CONTRACTVYDHAUL94.TBL
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1993
YARD DEBRIS HAULING/PROCESSING SUMMARY

METRO SOUTH METRO CENTRAL TOTAL

MONTH Tons Cost ($) Tons Cost($) Tons Cost(S)
Januarv 7.58 463 160.05 5.798 167.63 6.261

1 17.18 1.048 51.01 1.848 68.19 2.896
March 29.50 1.800 79.06 2.864 108.56 4.664
April 26.24 1.601 72.04 2.610 98.28 4.211
May 56.65 3,456 179.00 6.485 235.65 9.941
June 81.74 4.986 147.42 5.340 229.16 10.326
July 56.81 3.465 153.32 5.554 210.13 9.019
August 28.86 1.760 115.23 4.174 144.09 5.934
September 34.21 1.904 87.20 3.159 121.41 5.063
October 14.70 897 84.98 , 3.169 99.68 4.066
November 14.17 864 58.53 2.183 72.70 3.047
December 19.96 1.218 60.10 2.241 80.06 3.459
TOTALS 387.60 23,462 1,247.94 45,425 1,635.54 68,887

Notes:

1. Trans Industries processes yard ddiris at Metro Central Station @ $36.225/ton; $37.29 effective 10/93.

2. ■ The hauling and processing of source-separated yard debris from Metro South Station is provided by Waste
Management of Oregon @$61/ton. WMO loads yard dd)ris into drop boxes for $5S/hour.

WMO LOADING COSTS I

MONTH
HOURS

mSSS/hr) TOTAL
Januarv 7.00 385
Fdrruary 3.0 165
March 8.75 481
April 5.25 289
May 15.50 853
June 19.00 1.045
July 16.00 880
August 9.75 536
September 13.25 729
October 7.08 389
November 7.33 403
December 7.83 431

TOTALS 119.74 S6.586

RB:»y;clk (1/13/94) 
YARDHAUL.SU4
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1992
YARD DEBRIS HAULING/PROCESSING SUMMARY

METRO SOUTH METRO CENTRAL TOTAL

MONTH Tons Cost($) Tons Cost (S) Tons Cost($)
January 18.58 650 42.39 1.484 60.97 2.134
February 25.07 877 52.70 1.845 77.77 2.722
March 57.34 2.007 103.23 3.613 160.57 5.620
April 31.08 1,088 72.02 2,521 103.10 3.609
May 65.26 2,284 137.88 4.826 203.14 7.110
June 54.49 1,907 110.73 3.876 165.22 5.783
July 41.02 1.436 108.31 3,791 149.33 5.227
August 25.95 908 93.99 3.290 119.94 4.198
September 18.63 652 80.72 2.825 99.35 3.477
October 18.62 581 57.85 2.025 76.47 2.606
November 19.72 467 46.08 1.669 65.80 2.136
December 14.65 347 35.23 1.276 49.88 1.623
TOTALS 390.41 13,204 941.13 33,041 1331.54 46,245

Notes:

1, Trans Industries processes yard dd)iis at Metro Central @ $35/ton (no hauling cost to Metro).

2. The hauling and processing of source-separated yard debris from Metro South Station is provided by 
McFarlane's Bark at $3 5/ton; Waste Management of Oregon loads yard ddiris into drop boxes for $55/hour. 
Effective October, 1992, WMO hauled to Grimms for $61/ton ($17 is for processing).

WMO LOADING COSTS

MONTH
HOURS 

m S55/hr) TOTAL
January 2.75 151.25
Fd)ruary 5.25 288.75
March 8.50 467.50
April 11.75 646.25
May 22.25 1.870.00
June 19.75 1.086.25
July 19.00 1.045.00
August 11.50 632.50
September 11.50 632.50
October 9.75 536.25
November 7.00 385.00
December 4.00 220.00

TOTALS 133.00 S7,96L25

RBrgbc
YARDHAUL.SU2
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1991
YARD DEBRIS HAULING/PROCESSING SUMMARY

METRO SOUTH METRO CENTRAL TOTAL
MONTH Tons Cost($) Tons Cost($) Tons Cost($)
January — — —
Fdiiuaiy .. — 9.61 348 9.61 348
March — 43.36 1.572 43.36 1.572
April . — — 98.76 3.580 98.76 3.580
May — — 114.33 4.145 114.33 4.145
June — 98.91 3.585 98.91 3.585
July 45.29 3.397 138.24 5.461 183.53 8.858
August 34.70 2.603 94.91 3.322 129.61 5.925
September 27.18 2.039 87.67 3.069 114.85 5.108
October 27.68 1.368 72.55 2.539 100.23 3.907
November 25.36 1.232 63.51 2.223 88.87 3.455
December 37.42 1.710 . 39.63 1.387 77.05 3.097

TOTALS 197.63 $12,349 861.48 $31,231 1.059.11 $43,580

Notes:

Yard debris hauling from Metro Central Station commenced February 1991 and was 
provided by Marine Dropbox Service from February through June @ $ 16.25/ton 
($i9.50/ton in July); processing was provided by Grimm's Fuel @ $20/ton for the same 
period; Trans Industries began processing yard debris at Metro Central in August @
$3 5/ton (no hauling cost to Metro).

The hauling and processing of source-separated yard debris from Metro South Station 
commenced in July 1991, Hauling was initially provided by Waste Management of 
Oregon, processing by McFariane's Baric; total cost $75/ton. Beginning October 1 Metro 
contract^ with McFariane's Bark to provide hauling and processing at $3 5/ton; Waste 
Management of Oregon loads yard debris into drop boxes for $55/hour. Loading time 
averaged 6.5 hours/month during October through December.

RB:jc
-4/19/93
YARDHAUL.SUM
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AGENDA ITEM 7.3 
Meeting Date: June 29,1995

ORDINANCE NO. 95-608

SECOND READING

Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and Appropriations Schedule to Reflect Expected Operational Needs at 
Metro Washington Park Zoo and Declaring an Emergency.
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO 95-608 AMENDING THE FY 1994-95 
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE TO REFLECT EXPECTED 
OPERATIONAL NEEDS AT METRO WASHINGTON PARK ZOO; AND 
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

Date: June 5,1995

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Presented by: Kathy Kiaunis

This action requests adjustments to the Zoo Operating Fund totaling $3,000 from 
Contingency.

A budget adjustment earlier in the year was brought forward to make needed changes 
to the Zoo operating budget. Two areas require further adjustments:

1. Design Services, Personal Services. Adjustments were made to this budget to 
cover the vacation payout for a person leaving a position that was reduced to a .25 
FTE in FY 1994-95. Adjustment was also made for a vacation payout for an 
anticipated vacancy. The anticipated vacancy will not occur now until FY 1995-96, 
but an unexpected unemployment claim of nearly $8,000 has caused this budget to 
be in jeopardy of being overspent. Therefore, an additional $1,000 is needed from 
contingency to ensure the budget is not exceeded.

2. Marketing, Personal Services. An adjustment was made to the Marketing budget to 
reflect additional temporary help required for special events assistance. An 
additional adjustment of $2,000 is needed from contingency to ensure that this 
budget is not exceeded.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Ordinance No. 95-608.

KF
l\Budget\FY94-95\BudOrd\95-608\95-608SR.DOC
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FY 1994-95 ) 
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS )
SCHEDULE TO REFLECT OPERATIONAL )
NEEDS AT THE METRO WASHINGTON PARK )
ZOO; AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY )

ORDINANCE NO. 95-608

Introduced by Mike Burton 
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, The Metro Council has reviewed and considered the need to 

transfer appropriations with the FY 1994-95 Budget; and

WHEREAS, The need for a transfer of appropriation has been justified; and 

WHEREAS, Adequate funds exist for other identified needs; now, therefore,

THE METRO COUNCIL HEREBY ORDAINS;

1. The FY 1994-95 Budget, and Schedule of Appropriations, are hereby 

amended as shown in the column titled "Revision" of Exhibits A and B to this Ordinance 

for the purpose of transferring $3,000 from the Zoo Operating Fund Contingency to the 

Personal Services Design Services and Personal Services Marketing appropriation 

categories as reflected in Exhibits A and B to this Ordinance.

2. This Ordinance being necessary for the immediate preservation of the 

public health, safety and welfare, in order to meet obligations and comply with Oregon 

Budget Law, an emergency is declared to exist, and this Ordinance takes effect upon 

passage.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this_____day of______ ^_____ , 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

ATTEST: Approved as to Form:

Recording Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel

KF I:\budget\fy94-95\budord\95-608or.doc
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Exhibit A
Ordinance No. 95-608

FISCAL YEAR 1994-95
CURRENT
BUDGET REVISION

PROPOSED 
. BUDGET

ACCT# DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT FTE AMOUNT FTE AMOUNT

Marketing
Personal Services

511121 SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Senior Program Supervisor 1.00 57,683
Assoc. Pub. Affairs Specialist 1.00 37,015
Asst Pub. Affairs Specialist 1.00 40,825
Event Technician 1.00 31,163

511225 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time)
Administrative Secretary 0.75 17,046
Program Assistant 1 0.50 13,409
Educational Service Aide 1 .0
Educational Service Aide 2 0.72 16,428

511235 WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time)
Education Service Aide II 0.34 6,193

511335 REPRESENTED 483-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time)
Laborer 

511400 OVERTIME 
512000 FRINGE

' Total Personal Services

Total Materials & Services
Total Capital Outlay

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

Design Services
Personal Services

511121 SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) 
Associate Program Supervisor 
Graphics/Exhibit Designer 
Project Coordinator

511125 SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time) 
Graphics/Exhibrt Designer

511221 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time) 
Program Assistant 2-Graphics 

511225 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time) 
Administrative Secretary 
Program Assistant 2-Graphics 

511400 OVERTIME 
512000 FRINGE

Total Personal Services

Total Materials & Services '

Total Capital Outlay

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

General Expenses
Continoerrcv and Unaopropfiated Balance 

599999 Contingency
599990 Unappropriated Balance

Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

0.75
0.50

0.72

0.34

57,683
37,015
40,825
31,163

17,046
13,409

0
16,428

6,193

0.78 18,386 0.00 2,000 0.78 20,386
591 0 591

90,023 . 0 90,023

7.09 328,762 0.00 2,000 7.09 330,762

662,784 662,784
4,650 4,650

7.09 996,196 0.00 2,000 7.09 998,196

1.00 52,780 0 1.00 52,780
1.00 37,015 0 1.00 37,015
025 12,382 0.00 1,000 025 13,382

1.00 37,013 0 1.00 37,013

1.00 31,987 0 1.00 31,987

0.75 23275 0 0.75 23275
0.50 12527 0 0.50 12527

1,648 0 1,648
86,567 0 86567

5.50 295,194 0.00 1,000 550 296,194

159,099 159,099

183,470 183,470

550 637,763 0.00 1,000 550 638,763

362,175 (3,000) 359,175
3,685,996 3,685,996

4,048,171 4,045,171

202.30 18,300,896 0.00 0 20250 18500,896

i:BUDGET\FY94-85\BUDORD\9S-608VexhibitAXLS 5i
A-1 6/6/951023 AM



Exhibit B
Ordinance No. 95-608

FY1994-95 SCHEDULE OF APPROPRiATiONS

Current Proposed
Appropriation Revision Appropriation

ZOO OPERATING FUND
Administration

Personal Services 768,193 0 768,193
Materials & Services 174,595 0 174,595
Capital Outlay 6,180 0 6,180

Subtotai 948,968 0 948,968

Animal Management
Personal Services 2,335,268 0 2,335,268
Materials & Services 495,185 0 495,185
Capital Outlay 77,446 0 77,446

Subtotal 2,907,899 0 2,907,899

Facilities Management
Personal Services 1,822,777 0 1,822,777
Materials & Services 1,466,501 . 0 1,466,501
Capital Outlay 104,740 0 104,740

Subtotal 3,394,018 0 3,394,018

Education Services
Personal Services 644,673 0 644,673
Materials & Services 222,300 0 222,300
Capital Outlay 7,500 0 7,500

Subtotal 874,473 0 874,473

Marketing
Personal Services 328,762 2,000 330,762
Materials & Services 662,784 0 662,784
Capital Outlay 4,650 0 4,650

Subtotal 996,196 2,000 998,196

Visitor Services
Personal Services 1,595,858 0 1,595,858
Materials & Services 1,418,244 0 1,418,244
Capital Outlay 123,030 0 123,030

Subtotal 3,137,132 0 3,137,132

Design Services
Personal Services 295,194 1,000 296,194
Materials & Services 159,099 0 159,099
Capital Outlay 183,470 0 183,470

Subtotal 637,763 1,000 638,763

General Expenses
Interfund Transfers 1,356,276 0 1,356,276
Contingency 362,175 (3,000) 359,175

Subtotal 1,718,451 (3,000) 1,715,451

Unappropriated Balance 3,685,996 0 3,685,996

Total Fund Requirements 18,300,896 0 18,300,896

l:\BUDGET\Fyi994-95\BUDORD\95-608\EXHBXLS B-1 6/6/S510:19 AM
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AGENDA ITEM 8.1 
Meeting Date: June 29,1995

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2165

Authorizing an Extension of Three Existing Hazardous Waste Disposal Contracts, Authorizing an 
Exemption to the Requirement of Competitive Bidding, Authorizing Issuance of a Request for Proposals to 
Procure Hazardous Waste Disposal Services, and Authorizing the Executive Officer to Execute the 
Resulting Multi-Year Contract..
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2165, AUTHORIZING AN 
EXTENSION OF THREE EXISTING HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL CONTRACTS, 
AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO THE REQUIREMENT OF COMPETITIVE BIDDING, 
AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS TO PROCURE HAZAROUS 
WASTE DISPOSAL SERVICES, AND AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO 
EXECUTE THE RESULTING MULTI-YEAR CONTRACTS

Date: June 21, 1995 Presented by: Councilor Kvistad

Committee Recommendation: At the June 20 meeting, the Committee 
voted 2-0 to recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 95-2165. 
Voting in favor: Councilors Kvistad and McFarland.

Committee Issues/Discussion; Roosevelt Carter, Acting Operations 
Manager, reviewed the staff report. He noted that the reason for 
the requested extension was that staff had attempted to renegotiate 
and extend one of the existing contracts. Those negotiations 
unsuccessfully terminated only three weeks ago. Since the existing 
contracts expire at the end of June, staff is requesting a two- 
month extension while it solicits new proposals.

Carter explained that the affected contracts all relate to the 
recycling or disposal of HHW materials deposited at the permanent 
HHW facilities and the one-day collection events. Bidders 
responding to the RFP may bid on one or more of 36 different types 
of waste. Currently, three vendors are operating under the terms 
of two-year contracts to dispose of these different types of waste, 
though most of the waste is disposed of by Chem Waste, a subsidiary 
of Waste Management.

Carter indicated that staff expects some increase in disposal 
costs, but that the proposed disposal budget for FY-95-96 is $1.67 
million, while actual disposal costs for the current fiscal year 
will only be about $600,000.
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2165, FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF AUTHORIZING AN EXTENSION OF THREE EXISTING HAZARDOUS 
WASTE DISPOSAL CONTRACTS, AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO 
THE REQUIREMENT OF COMPETITIVE BIDDING, AUTHORIZING 
ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS TO PROCURE 
HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SERVICES, AND AUTHORIZING THE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE THE RESULTING MULTI-YEAR 
CONTRACTS

Date: June 1,1995 Presented by: Roosevelt Carter 
Jim Quinn

PROPOSED ACTION

Approve Resolution 95-2165 to authorize the extension of three existing hazardous waste 
disposal contracts, the use of a request for proposals process to procure hazardous waste disposal 
services, issuance of the attached RFP (Exhibit A), and executive officer approval of the 
contracts resulting from the RFP.

BACKGROUND

Metro operates a hazardous waste program which includes two permanent household hazardous 
waste collection facilities, satellite collections held at various locations aroimd the region, and a 
conditionally exempt generator (CEG) program. The transportation and disposal of the wastes 
collected in this program is currently performed by three contractors.

EXTENSION OF EXISTING CONTRACTS

All of the current hazardous waste disposal contracts expire at the end of June 1995. A two 
month extension is requested, to allow time for issuing a new procurement and negotiating new 
contracts.

JUSTIFICATION FOR USING RFP PROCESS

Metro’s hazardous waste program strives to manage all wastes in a manner that maximizes both 
cost-effectiveness and environmental considerations. The use of an RFP process to procure 
hazardous waste transportation and disposal services provides a degree of flexibility that greatly 
facilitates the attainment of these two goals.

The hazardous waste transportation and disposal firms that service the Pacific Northwest have 
varying capabilities, and generally varying relationships with final recycling and disposal 
facilities. Some regional contractors may have developed in-house treatment and recycling 
methods, while others may ship wastes around the country to facilities under their control. A
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wide variety of hazardous wastes are received at Metro's facilities, and each potential disposal 
contractor will have certain types of wastes for which they offer particularly attractive pricing or 
otherwise unavailable processing or disposal technologies. The details of categorization and 
packaging that each contractor requires can vary significantly, and it is necessary to leave open 
these specific details in order to capitalize on strengths of the various hazardous waste 
management firms.

The RFP details 36 different categories of waste, based on the sorting procedures currently 
employed at the Metro South HHW Facility. Proposers are asked to provide separate pricing 
information for each waste category, and are informed that each category will be evaluated 
separately. The most highly rated proposer for each category will be contacted for contract 
negotiations, and so it is likely that several contracts will be awarded.

Proposals solicited will include information on the types of waste that may be included in each of 
the proposer's waste categories, the packaging requirements for each category, and the proposed 
disposal methods. The proposals will be evaluated by a committee, category by category, based 
on the following criteria:

General compliance with the RFP. (10 points)

Costs for transportation and disposal of individual waste category, including labor and 
material costs which would be incurred by Metro in preparing wastes to meet proposer’s 
specifications. (50 points).

Enviromnental soundness of disposal method. (25 points).

Proposer's experience, qualifications and compliance record (15 points).

The RFP includes a detailed Proposed Scope of Work, and all contracts negotiated will adhere to 
the provisions outlined therein.

The Council authorized use of the RFP process for procuring hazardous waste disposal services 
in 1991 and 1993. Because of the complex nature of hazardous waste transportation and disposal, 
and the cost savings and environmental benefits that will result, a Request for Proposals process 
remains the most desirable approach to selecting transportation and disposal contractors for 
Metro's hazardous waste program.

RTTnOFT IMPACT

The 1995-1996 budget has budgeted $1,671,924 for hazardous waste disposal.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive officer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 95-2165.
JQ:ay s;\sharevquin\hhw\res&rept^staf95.rpt
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

) RESOLUTION NO. 95-2165FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING AN 
EXTENSION OF THREE EXISTING HAZARDOUS )
WASTE DISPOSAL CONTRACTS, AUTHORIZING )
AN EXEMPTION TO THE REQUIREMENT OF )
COMPETITIVE BIDDING, AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE ) INTRODUCED BY MIKE BURTON 
OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS TO PROCURE ) EXECUTIVE OFFICER
HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SERVICES, AND 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
TO EXECUTE THE RESULTING MULTI-YEAR 
CONTRACTS.

WHEREAS, Metro operates a hazardous waste collection program, which includes two 

permanent household hazardous waste facilities, satellite collections around the region, and a 

conditionally exempt generator (CEG) program; and

WHEREAS, Metro currently has contracts with three firms to provide transportation and 

disposal of wastes collected in the hazardous waste program; and

WHEREAS, All three of these contracts expire on June 30, 1995; and 

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.045(b), as amended, requires Council approval for 

extension of all contracts which originally required Coimcil approval; and

WHEREAS, The FY 1995-96 Metro budget of the Solid Waste Department authorizes 

expenditures of a total of $1,671,924 for hazardous waste disposal; and

WHEREAS, ORS 279.015 audiorizes the exemption of certain contracts from the 

competitive bidding requirement; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.010, as amended, requires an exemption for public 

contracts obtained through a Request For Proposals (RFP) process; and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.041(c) authorizes, where appropriate, the use of 

alternative contracting and purchasing practices that take account of market realities and modem 

innovative contracting and purchasing methods which are consistent with the public policy of 

encouraging competition; and
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WHEREAS, The Council finds that it is unlikely that exempting solicitation of hazardous 

waste transportation and disposal services from competitive bidding will encourage favoritism in 

the awarding of public contracts or substantially diminish competition for public contracts 

because: (1) a Request for Proposals process will be utilized; (2) the invitation to submit 

proposals will be advertised; and (3) Requests for Proposals will be sent to a variety of hazardous 

waste management firms; and
WHEREAS, The Council also finds that the exemption will result in substantial cost 

savings to Metro because: (1) proposers will be allowed to recommend waste categorization 

procedures, waste disposal options, recycling alternatives, and other aspects of their services that 

result in decreased costs; and (2) cost will be a primary factor in the selection process; and

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Metro Code Section 2.04.033 (a) (1) Council approval of 

contracts awarded as a result of the RFP is required because the proposed contracts have not been 

designated as "B" contracts on the annual contracts list and they will be multi-year contracts; and .

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 2.04.033 (6^ of the Metro Code, the<wuncil may at the 

time it approves a request for Proposals waive the requirement for Council approval of a contract 

prior to execution of the contract by the Executive Officer; and

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

was forwarded to the Council for approval; now therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That the Metro Council approves extension of each of the three existing hazardous 

waste transportation and disposal contracts vmtil August 31, 1995.

2. That the Metro Contract Review Board hereby exempts the contract for hazardous 

waste transportation and disposal services for Metro's hazardous waste program from the 

competitive bid process and authorizes staff to use a Request for Proposals solicitation process.

3. That the Metro Coimcil approves issuance of the multi-year Request for Proposals for 

Transportation and Disposal of Wastes Collected in Metro's Hazardous Waste Programs, Exhibit

1/

"A".
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4. That the Metro Council authorizes the Executive Officer to execute multi-year 

contracts for Transportation and Disposal of Hazardous Wastes Collected in Metro's Hazardous 

Waste Collection Program with the most qualified proposers in accordance with the requirements 

of the Metro Code.

ADOPTED by the Metro Coimcil this day of _ ^1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

JQ:ay
S:\SHAREV3UIN\HHW\RESiRErrHWEXTNDRES

b\





Exhibit A

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

for

TRANSPORTATION AND DISPOSAL 
OF WASTES COLLECTED IN METRO'S 

HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM

(RFP # 95R-27-SW)

JUNE 1995

METRO
Solid Waste Department 
600 NE Grand Avenue 

Portland, OR 97232 
(503) 797- 1650

^Printed on Recychd Paper, 30 % Post-Consumer Content, Please Recycle!
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I.

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION AND DISPOSAL 
OF WASTES COLLECTED IN METRO'S HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION

The Solid Waste Department of Metro, a metropolitan service district organized under the laws of 
the State of Oregon and the 1992 Metro Charter, is requesting proposals for the transport, 
recycling, treatment, storage, and disposal of materials collected in Metro's Household Hazardous 
Waste and Conditionally Exempt Generator Waste Collection Programs (RFP #95R-27-SW). 
Proposals will be due no later than 3:00 p.m., Monday, July 31, 1995, in Metro's business offices 
at 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon, 97232-1700, Attention: Tim Quinn, Solid Waste 
Department.

Metro has divided wastes into 36 categories. Proposers may submit proposals for disposal of one 
category, several categories, or all categories. Metro may award a single contract, or may award 
several contracts for one or more categories.

Further details concerning the project and proposal are contained in this document.

n. BACKGROUND

Metro is the agency responsible for household hazardous waste management in the Portland 
metropolitan area. In order to provdde for convenient disposal of household hazardous waste for 
residents of the re^on, Metro has established permanent collection facilities at each of the two 
Metro-operated solid waste transfer stations. The first facility opened to the public in February of 
1992, and is located at the Metro South Transfer Station, 2001 Washington Street in Oregon 
City, Oregon! The second facility, located at the Metro Central Transfer Station, at 
6161NW 61st Street in Portland, Oregon, opened in November of 1993.

Metro also conducts one-day satellite collections of household hazardous waste in various 
locations in the Metro region, a conditionally exempt small quantity generator (CEG) collection 
program, and a load check program in which hazardous waste is isolated from incoming solid 
waste.

During 1994 more than 1,600,000 pounds of wastes were collected in these programs.
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The types of waste received were as follows:

Flammables 38%
Latex Paint 27%
Motor Oil. Car Batteries, Antifreeze 23%
Pesticides 4%
Aerosols 3%
Acids, bases and oxidizers 2%
Cleaners 1%
Miscellaneous * 6%

* The miscellaneous category includes household batteries, water-based adhesives, asbestos, fire extinguishers, 
propane and other compressed gas cylinders, organic peroxides, reactives, explosives, radioactives, sharps, non- 
ferrous scrap mrtak, and PCB-containing fluorescent ballasts.

Permanent Collection Facilities

Metro’s Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) Facilities are housed in state-of-the-art hazardous 
materials handling and storage buildings. Because household hazardous waste is exempt from 
RCRA regulation throughout collection and disposal [per 40CER261.4 (b) (1)], the facilities are 
not regulated as TSD facilities, although they meet most of the physical and operational 
requirements for TSD’s.

All receiving, sorting and packa^ng of wastes at the Metro’s HHW Facihties are performed by 
Metro personnel. Materials are packaged in DOT approved drums, to the specifications of the 
transportation contractor and disposal facihty. In addition, the facihties have rooms equipped for 
bulking of flammable paints and other materials into 55 gallon quantities. Metro obtains all drums 
and other packaging materials under separate contract.

Within each facility, five segregated storage areas are utilized to store full drums prior to 
shipment. Storage bays dedicated to flammables, poison/pesticides, alkalis, acids and oxidizers can. 
store approximately two weeks worth of drummed waste.

All latex paint processing and storage is done in a separate building, adjacent to the mam HHW 
facility at Metro South. A large quantity of drums of latex can be stored. Latex paint is carefully 
sorted, and good quality paint is consolidated dther for reprocessing for sale or for giveaway for 
reuse.

In addition to the physical storage limitations, the fiicilities have a 90 day lirmt on storage of 
wastes collected, except for materials being accumulated for a feasible means of recycling, which 
may be stored for up to one year.

The facilities have laboratories for identifying unknown materials, and use a customized system 
for identification of unlabeled materials.
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The facilities are open to the public seven days a week, from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. A $5 to $10 
charge is collected from residents using the facilities. Pickup of drummed waste for disposal is 
generally conducted early in the morning prior to the facilities opening to the public.

Satellite Collection

During the contract period, Metro may conduct additional short-duration collections of household 
hazardous wastes at various sites within the Metro region. This program may require pickup of 
drummed wastes at sites other than Metro's household hazardous waste facilities.

j

Conditionally Exempt Generator Waste

Hazardous wastes generated by conditionally exempt small quantity generators (generally referred 
to as CEG's in Oregon) are exempt from RCRA per 40CFR261.5. In July of 1992 the EPA 
clarified that CEG waste could be commingled with household hazardous waste at approved 
household hazardous waste facilities, and that the resulting mixture would retain its RCRA- • 
exempt status.

Waste from CEG's may be received at Metro’s Hazardous Waste Facilities from one of three 
sources:

1. Waste generated at one of Metro's facilities that are classified as CEG's. This includes Metro 
Regional Center, where the map center and the print shop generate small amounts of waste, 
Metro Washington Park Zoo, where small amounts of a variety of waste are generated, and ' 
Blue Lake and Oxbow Parks, which are operated by Metro. In addition, waste generated in 
the course of identifying unknowns in Metro's hazardous waste facilities are, in fact, CEG 
waste.

2. Abandoned waste from the transfer station tipping floor and illegal dump site cleanups.
Hazardous and otherwise unacceptable waste are routinely found mixed with solid waste in 
Metro transfer stations, and occasionally found at cleanups of illegal trash dumping sites. 
When the generator caimot be identified the waste may be managed in Metro's hazardous 
waste facilities.

3. Collected bv appointment from generators in Metro's CEG collection program. This program 
was started because of the limited options available for CEG's wanting to safely and legally 
dispose of their waste.

Ibis RFP addresses combined HHW/CEG wastes.

Load Check Program

Since January of 1991, Metro has conducted a load check program at Metro's transfer stations. 
Under this program the mixed solid waste received at the transfer stations is monitored in order to 
minimize the quantity of hazardous and other unacceptable waste received. When unacceptable
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waste is discovered, the generator is identified if possible, and the waste is returned to the 
generator. However in some cases the generator is unable or unwilling to pick up the waste, and 
in some cases the generator caimot be identified. In either of these situations, Metro is left to 
properly package, store and dispose of the waste. Metro has developed a screening process, 
approved by DEQ, to insure that these wastes are not generated by RCRA-regulated small 
quantity generators (SQG’s) or large quantity generators (LQG’s). All screened wastes that are 
not returned to the generator are brought to the hazardous waste facilities and commingled with 
HHW/CEG waste for disposal.

Disposition of Wastes

Metro's use of in-house hazardous waste staff and utilization of the bulking room and other 
features of the permanent facilities allow considerable flexibility in the packa^g of wastes 
collected. This in turn facilitates the development of new transportation, recycling and disposal 
opportunities. Metro's hazardous waste staff is committed to continuously seeking out new waste 
management opportunities, considering cost as a primary factor, but also putting considerable 
emphasis on environmental criteria, such as the degree of beneficial reuse/recycling, the 
environmental impact of disposal options, and the environmental record of proposed disposal 
facilities.

m. PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK

The scope of work for each contract developed pursuant to this RFP may include the follovdng 
provisions, and any other provisions agreed to during the contract negotiation process. Some of 
these elements may not apply depending on the dollar amount of the contract and the types of 
waste managed under the contract. Such exclusions will be addressed in final contract 
documents.

1. This contract shall be effective September 1,1995 through June 30,1997.

2. Contractor shall pick up wastes of selected categories and remove them fi'om Metro HHW 
facilities or collection sites as needed.

3. Contractor shall arrange for delivery to recycling, treatment, storage, and disposal facilities 
that are approved by Metro. Contractor shall ship all wastes to final recycling, treatment, or 
disposal facilities within twelve months of the date that the wastes were received fi'om Metro. 
A list of facilities that are approved by both Metro and Contractor will be developed.

4. For all wastes that would be fully-regulated hazardous wastes if it were not for the household 
waste or CEG waste exemption, all final disposal facilities shall be DEQ or EPA re^stered 
hazardous waste recycling facilities, or fiilly permitted hazardous waste treatment storage and 
disposal facilities (TSDPs). All wastes that are sent fi'om Metro directly to permitted TSDFs 
shill be transported using a hazardous waste manifest. Metro shall be considered the
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generator for manifesting purposes. Contractor shall ensure that TSDF’s send signed manifest 
copies to Metro within standard processing times.

5. All final disposal facilities that are permitted TSDF’s shall have Environmental Impairment 
Liability in the amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence, $2,000,000 aggregate, covering 
enussions, discharges, dispersals, disposal, releases, escapes or seepages of smoke, vapors, 
soot, fumes, acids, alkalis, toxic chemicals, liquids, gases, waste materials, irritants, and 
contaminants that spoil the land, atmosphere, or water.

6. Metro reserves the right to remove any facility from the list of approved facilities. Categories 
of waste that were designated to go to a facility that has been removed from the approved list 
may be sent to any other currently approved facility. When this occurs Contractor may 
negotiate new pricing for these categories. If Contractor is unable to dispose of any category 
of waste due to Metro's objection, contractor may return that waste to Metro.

7. If Contractor wishes to ship wastes to a facility not currently approved by Metro, Contractor 
shall notify Metro thirty days in advance of Contractor's intention to ship to the unlisted 
facility. Metro shall inform Contractor of non-approval within thirty days of notification. If 
Metro does not object, the facility shall be added to the approved facilities list.

8. Metro shall normally notify Contractor at least two working days (working days are to be 
considered Monday- Friday) before wastes are to be picked up by Contractor, and shall 
provide profile numbers and quantities of wastes to be picked up. Contractor shall pick up all 
properly packaged and labeled wastes that are included in a current approved profile when 
requested by Metro, provided that the requested pick up time is during Contractor’s regular 
business hours, and Metro has provided proper notice. Metro may require waste pickups on 
weekends or evenings for special events.

9. Contractor shall assist Metro with filling out Uniform Hazardous Waste Manifests for 
shipping of wastes when required.

10. Contractor shall assist Metro with obtaining approved waste profiles when required.

11. Each calendar year quarter. Contractor shall provide Metro with a report showing summaries 
of the disposition of all wastes picked up at Metro HHW facilities by Contractor ("Quarterly 
Waste Report"). The Quarterly Waste Report shall include informatipn on wastes stored at

■ Contractor's facilities and wastes that have been sent to final disposal facilities during the 
calendar year quarter. The Quarterly Waste Report shall include an indication of the final 
disposal or recycling facility at which the waste was processed, and shall indicate the disposal 
method. The Quarterly Waste Report shall be signed by a responsible company 
representative. The Quarterly Waste Report shall accompany the next monthly invoice 
submitted by Contractor to Metro following the end of a calendar year quarter. The first 
invoice submitted by Contractor after the end of a calendar year quarter shall not be 
acceptable to Metro unless and until it is accompanied by the quarterly waste report.
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If a Quarterly Waste Report is inconsistent with Metro data. Contractor shall assist Metro in 
determining the source of the inconsistency.

12. Metro shall identify all unknown wastes using Metro's identification system based on 
"HazCat" and WICT (Waste Identification and Classification Test) . Contractor shall handle 
wastes so identified in the same manner as other wastes are handled, or shall inform Metro of 
the reasons for the unacceptability of the identification, and of the nature of fiirther testing 
reqmrements.

13. Contractor shall purchase and maintain at contractor's expense, the following types of 
insurance covering the contractor, its employees and agents:

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

Automobile bodily injury and property damage liability, insurance including MCS-90 
endorsement.

Insurance coverage for general liability shall be a minimum of $1,000,000. The aggregate 
amount for automobile liability insurance coverage shall be in the amount of $5,000,000.

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 30 days prior to the change. Contractor shall provide Metro with a certificate or 
certificates of insurance prior to execution of the contract, showing that all contract 
requirements have been satisfied.

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.

14. Contractor shall perform all services in accordance with all applicable federal, state and local 
laws, rules, regulations and orders, including,.but not limited to: the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act (RCRA), and regulations, rules and orders of the United States 
Eimronmental Protection Agency, the U. S. Department of Transportation, Oregon's 
Department of Environmental Quality, state and federal Occupational Health and Safety 
authorities, and the Oregon Public Utility Commission.

15. Contractor shall designate one indiwdual as Metro's primary contact for all matters relating to 
this contract.

16. Contractor shall keep the prices for transport and disposal of wastes specified in this contract 
the same for at least one fill! year after execution of the contract.
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17. After one year, if Contractor's costs for management of a particular category of waste has 
increased significantly due to conditions beyond Contractor's control, Contractor may petition 
for an increase in disposal prices for the affected category. Contractor must provide to Metro 
specific documentation that industry-wide prices for similar services have undergone similar 
increases in the Pacific Northwest. If granted, such increases shall be the only price 
adjustment for the duration of the contract for that category. If Contractor's costs for disposal 
of a particular category of waste have decreased significantly Contractor shall pass the 
decrease through to Metro.

A "significant" increase or decrease means a change of 5% or more as compared to the last 
cost charged to Metro.

IV. PROPOSAL INSTRUCTIONS 

Submission of Proposal

Please submit 5 copies of the proposal to Metro, addressed to:

Jim Quiim
Hazardous Waste Project Manager 
Solid Waste Department 
Metro
600 NE Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon, 97232-1700,

Deadline

Proposals will not be considered if received at Metro's business oflBce, 600 NE Grand Avenue, 
Portland, Oregon, 97232-1700, Attention Tim Quinn, Solid Waste Department, after 3:00 p.m. on 
Monday, July 31, 1995.

RFP as Basis for Proposals

This RFP represents the most definitive statement Metro will make concerning information upon 
which proposals are to be based. Any verbal information which is not contained in this RFP, or in 
addenda to this RFP, will not be considered by Metro in evaluating proposals.

If any Proposer has a question about this RFP or needs any clarification with regard to any 
portion of the RFP, inquiries must be made in writing to Tun Quinn, and received no later than . 
July 14, 1995. If Metro determines that a question asked is important and merits a response, the 
question and Metro's answer will be sent to all parties on the list of proposers (those parties who 
have received a copy of the RFP) on or before July 18, 1995. Any Proposer who has submitted a 
proposal and who subsequently receives an addendum, may supplement their proposal as they 
consider appropriate, provided that the supplementary material is provided on or before the due 
date for proposals.
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In addition to the above, Metro may issue addenda to clarify or add to the RFP. In such an event, 
additional time to respond to the RFP or to provide supplementary material will be provided as 
appropriate.

Proposal Security

Each proposal must be accompanied by a certified or cashier's check or proposal bond executed 
on the prescribed form (see Attachment 2), payable to the Metro, in the amount of one thousand 
dollars ($1,000.00). Proposal bonds shall be returned to all proposers subsequent to final contract 
selections by Metro.

If a proposal addresses a small portion of this RFP, and proposer anticipates that the value of any 
contract awarded would be less than $15,000, then proposer need not provide proposal security 
as described above.

Performance/Labor and Materials Bond

. Within ten (10) days of Notice of Conditional Award, successful proposers may be required to 
execute and deliver to Metro a Performance and Labor and Materials Bond or a Letter of Credit 
conditioned upon the faithful performance of the Contract and the payment of all persons 
suppling labor and materials as prescribed under the terms of the contract. The Initial Bond or 
Letter of Credit shall be for the term of the Contract. The Performance and Labor and Materials 
Bond or the Letter of Credit shall be for the full amount of the contract and be in a form specified 
by Metro.

The Surety or Banking Institution furnishing this Bond or Letter of Credit, as provided on the 
attached Surety Form (Attachment 3), shall have a rating of at least A and be of the appropriate 
class for the relevant bond amoimt according to Best's Key Rating System and shall otherwise 
have a sound financial standing and a record of service satisfactory to Metro and shall be 
authorized to dp business in the state of Oregon. The Attomey-in-Fact (Resident Agent) who 
executes this Bond or Letter of Credit on behalf of the Surety or Banking Institution must attach a 
notarized copy of his/her Power of Attorney as evidence of his/her authority to bind the Surety or 
Banking Institution on the date of execution of each Bond or Letter of Credit.

Contract Type

Metro intends to enter into a Public Contract with all selected Contractors. A copy of the 
standard contract form approved by Metro General Counsel is attached for review prior to 
submitting a proposal.
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Information Release

All proposers are hereby advised that Metro may solicit and secure background information based 
upon the information, including references, prodded in response to this RFP. By submission of a 
proposal all proposers agree to such activity and release Metro from all claims arising from such 
activity.

Minority and Women-Owned Business Program

In the event that any subcontracts are to be utilized in the performance of this agreement, the 
proposer's attention is directed to Metro Code provisions 2.04.100 & 200.

Copies of that document are available from the Procurement and Contracts Division of General 
Services, Metro, Metro Center, 600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, OR 97232 or call (503) 
797-1717.

V. PROPOSAL CONTENTS

1. A transmittal letter which indicates who will be the project manager, and states that the 
proposal will be valid for ninety (90) days after the submittal date; include the name, title, 
address, and telephone number of an individual or individuals with authority to contractually 
bind the company during the period in which Metro is considering proposals.

2. Proposal Price Forms (Attachment 1) with appropriate sections filled for each category for 
which the Proposer wishes to be considered. Additional instructions on filling out the 
Proposal Price Forms can be found at the beginning of the Proposal Price Forms section, 
(Attachment 1).

3. Describe all other fees or costs that would be incurred in the course of performing duties 
described in the scope of work, including but not limited to; transportation charges, profiling 
fees, surcharges for unusually small or large shipments, etc. .

4. A sample of a quarterly report form, as required by item #11 in the proposed scope of work.

5. If relevant to the categories that are covered by Proposer's submission, describe requirements 
for identifying "unknown" materials that Metro receives, identifies, and packages for disposal.

6. Describe your firm's experience with transportation and disposal of hazardous wastes in
. general, and with household hazardous wastes and CEG wastes specifically. Describe your 
experience also with managing commingled household and CEG wastes, if any.
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7. Include a list of at least two (2) present or former customers of your firm who can attest to 
your firm's performance in hazardous waste transportation and disposal. Include contact 
person and phone number. If possible, these customers should be household hazardous waste 
or CEG waste generating customers.

8. List all regulatory permits currently held by your firm that apply to transportation, handling, or 
disposal of hazardous materials and hazardous waste. Provide the name, address, telephone 
number, and if possible a contact person for all regulatory agencies that oversee compliance 
for these permits.

9. Proposal Security in the form of a certified or cashier's check or completed Proposal Bond 
Form (Attachment 2). See Proposal Instructions for more information.

10. Surety Form for Performance/ Labor and Materials Bond(Attachment 3). See Proposal 
instructions for more information

11. Optional exceptions and comments section. To facilitate evaluation of proposals, Metro 
requires that ill responding firms adhere to the format outlined within this RFP. Firms 
wishing to take exception to, or comment on, any specified criteria within this RFP are 
encouraged to document their concerns in a distinct section of their proposal. Exceptions or 
comment should be succinct, thorough and organized.

VI. GENERAL CONDITIONS

1. T .imitation and Award: This RFP does not commit Metro to the award of a contract, nor 
to pay any costs incurred in the preparation and submission of proposals in anticipation of a 
contract. Metro reserves the right to waive minor irregularities, accept or reject any or all 
proposals received as the result of this request, negotiate with all qualified sources, or to 
cancel all or part of this RFP.

2. Billing Procedures: Proposers are informed that the billing procedures of the selected firm 
are subject to the review and prior approval of Metro before reimbursement of services 
can occur. Contractor's invoices shall include an itemized statement of the work done 
during the billing period, and will not be submitted more fi’equently than once a month. 
Metro shall pay Contractor within 30 days of receipt of an approved invoice.
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Vn. EVALUATION

Evaluation Procedure

Proposals received that conform to the proposal instructions and respond to the scope of work 
will be evaluated. Proposals will be reviewed by a selection committee. The basis for evaluation 
will follow the criteria identified below.

Each waste category on the Proposal Price Forms will be evaluated separately. Successful
proposers mav be selected for contract award for a single category, for several categories, or for
all categories for which they have provided information.

Proposers who receive the highest score for one or more waste categories using the evaluation 
criteria below will be sent a Notice of Conditional Award identifying the waste categories for 
which the proposer has been selected for contract negotiations. The selection committee may 
request interviews with some proposers before a final evaluation is made.

Evaluation Criteria

The criteria used in evaluating each submitted proposal for each waste category shall be as follows: 

Criteria

General compliance with the RFP. (10 points)

Costs for transportation and disposal of individual waste category, including labor and material 
costs which would be incurred by Metro in preparing wastes to meet proposer’s specifications.
(50 points).

Environmental soundness of disposal method (see note below). (25 points).

Proposer's experience, qualifications and compliance record (15 points).

Environmental soundness of disposal methods will be rated based on the waste reduction 
hierarchy shown on the instruction page of the Proposal Price Forms, Attachment 1, and on the 
environmental record of the final disposal site, if available.

Vm. ATTACHMENTS

1. Proposal Price Forms
2. Proposal Bond Form
3. Surety Form
4. Metro Standard Contract

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION 
AND DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS WASTE PAGE 11

RFP #95R-27-SW 
JUNE 1995

15



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION 
AND DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS WASTE PAGE 12

RFP #95R-27-SW 
JUNE 1995

lb



Attachment 1
PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS

Instructions:

All waste categories described in the following pages contain waste from household sources 
and/or from conditionally exempt generators (CEG’s).

In the Notes, changes: section Proposer should indicate any changes to the category description 
or to packaging requirements, including types of wastes acceptable, contaminant limits, drum 
type, liquid quantity restrictions, container type and size limitations, and drum list requirements 
for each category. Any other comments on disposal of a particular category should also be noted 
in the Notes/Changes section.

Proposer's price information should be provided with the knowledge that Proposer may be 
awarded a contract for a single category, for several categories, or for all categories for which 
Proposer has provided information. Any proposals submitted in which the proposal price for any 
category is made conditional upon also receiving waste of another category will be deemed non- 
responsive.

Indicated quantity generated per year are estimates only; Metro guarantees no minimum quantities 
in any category.

In the disposal method section for alternate methods, proposer should either usie one of the 
disposal methods from the waste reduction hierarchy, described below, or if proposer indicates a 
disposal method not on this list, proposer should provide an explanation of the disposal method.
In all cases the indicated dispos^ fadlity must be allowed under federal and state law to dispose 
the indicated waste category using the proposed disposal method

Waste reduction hierarchy, (ordered from most desirable to least desirable):

Reuse- beneficial use of the waste, generally in a manner similar to that which the product was 
ori^nally intended for, with minimal processing before use.

Recycle- processing of the waste to extract or reclaim components that may be beneficially used.

Energy Recovery- use of a high-BTU material as a fuel in an industrial facility. Does not include 
use to fuel combustion in a destructive incineration facility.

Treatment- a process that alters the characteristics of a hazardous waste in order to render it less 
hazardous or non-hazardous prior to final disposal through municipal waste landfilling, discharge 
to POTW, or other methods.

Incineration- destructive incineration in which energy is not recovered. Includes use to fuel 
combustion in destructive incineration.

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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Landfill- land disposal in a permitted hazardous waste landfill.

• AFl A-Fuel Liquids Quantity generated per year; 830 drums 

Description:

Pumpable flammable liquids, up to 8% halogenated, up to 15% water, BTU value greater than 
6000 BTU/pound, lead less than 2500 ppm. Includes oil-based paints and paint related 
materials, paint thinners, gasoline, halogenated and non-halogenated solvents, etc. No 
isocyanates. Antifi'eeze acceptable, although category H preferable. PCB content < 50 ppm. 
Asbestos-containing materials acceptable.

Current packaging specifications:

UN 1A1 drum, new drums only, bulk. Outside of drum should be clean.

Current disposal method: Energy Recovery

Proposer's price for this method:_____ /55-gallon drum
Additional charge per gallon of non-pumpable material: _ 
Proposed disposal facility:

/gallon

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method;
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes;

_/55-gallon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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AF2 A-Fuel Solids Quantity generated per year: 465 drums

Description: Non-pumpable flammable materials, chlorides less than 5%. Includes all items imder 
category AFl, as well as semi-solid solvent-based adhesives and caulks, and tars and 
other roofing compounds

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, new drums only, bulk. Outside of drum clean 

Current disposal method: Energy Recovery

Proposer’s price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum

AFL Flammables, loosepack Quantity generated per year: 277 drums

Description: Small containers of solvent-based materials that are too labor-intensive to bulk, 
including 1/2 pint and smaller metal and glass containers, as well as squeeze tubes 
and other oddly shaped-containers. All materials in categories AFl and AF2 are 
acceptable.

Current packa^g specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, loose pack.

Current disposal method: Energy Recovery

Proposer’s price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum 

___ /55-gallon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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C Chlorinated Solvents- bulk Quantity generated per year: 6 drums

Description: Bulk halogenated solvents, such as methylene chloride, 1,1,1-trichlororethane, Freon 
TF, etc.

Current packa^g specifications: UN 1A1 drum, bulk

/5S-galIon drum 

___/55-gallon drum

Proposed disposal method: 
Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

D Steel cans- empty Quantity generated per year: 25 tons

Description: Empty steel cans fi'om bulking A-Fuel and latex paint, with a small amount of residue 
remaining on the cans.

Current packaging specifications: Drop box.

Preferred disposal method: Recycle
Proposer's price for this method:________ _
Proposed disposal facility:

Notes, changes:
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AFP Flammables- high PCB's Quantity generated per year; 50 drums

Description: Currently this category covers drums shipped as AFl or AF2 that are determined to 
be high in PCB’s after being received by our contractor.

Current packa^g specifications: UN 1A1 or 1A2.

Current disposal method: 50-500 ppm: Solidification/Landfill
> 500 ppm: Incineration

Proposer's price for this inethod: 

Proposed disposal facilities:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum 50-500 ppm 
_/55-gallon drum > 500 ppm

_/55-gallon drum

E Isocyanates Quantity generated per year: 8 drums

Description: Any isocyanate-containing product, often in an aerosol-type can, or 1 part of two- 
part foam systems. Currently this category is separated into compressed gases and 
liquids for shipping purposes.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, loose pack.

Current disposal method: Treatment

Proposer’s price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

_/55-gaIlon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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GW Latex paint waste Quantity generated per year: 484 drums

Description: Latex paint that is rejected by our on-site recycling program. This category contains 
latex paint that is rejected because it has frozen or spoiled, or has lumps, rust, etc. in 
it, which includes about 65% of the latex cans we receive. Any latex that is rejected 
because it has suspected high lead or mercury levels goes to category G below.

Current packa^g specifications: UN 1A2 drum, new drums only, bulk. Outside of drum clean.

Current disposal method: Solidification/Landfill

___ /55-gallon drumProposer's price for this method:___
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

G Water-based waste Quantity generated per year: 110

Description: 1) Non-recyclable latex paint that may be high in lead or mercury, 2) water-based
low-hazard materials such as glues, polishes, inks, dyes, sheetrock mud, etc., 3) inert 
inorganic materials such as calcium carbonate and titanium dioxide.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, new drums only, bulk. Outside of drum clean.

Current disposal rhethod: Solidification/Landfill

___/55-gallon drumProposer's price for this method:___
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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GR Latex, unsorted, unbulked Quantity generated per year: up to 50,000 gallons

Description: Metro currently operates an on-site latex paint recycling program- information for 
this category is only speculative, and will only be utilized if costs are favorable 
compared to our current practice. Metro may choose to utilize this category only for 
relatively small quantities when our incoming volume is particularly heavy, so 
proposers should indicate pridng for small quantities, as well as any price reductions 
for larger quantities.

Current packaging specifications: Unopened unsorted cans of latex paint loaded into 
transportable metal baskets, each holding about'200.1-gallon cans.

Current disposal method: Recycle

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

H Antifi-eeze Quantity generated per year: 4800 gallons 

Description: Ethylene glycol antifreeze, generally used and mixed vdth water.

Current packaging specifications: Plastic drum preferable. Material is pumped out of drurh on site. 

Current disposal method: Recycle

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum
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II Batteries- button cell, mercury & silver Quantity generated per year: 25 pounds

Description: Small button-cell watch and camera batteries and other small mercury and silver- 
containing batteries.

Current packa^g specifications: plastic bucket 

Current disposal .method: Recycle

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alteriiate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum 

___ /5 5-gallon drum

12 Batteries- nickel/cadmium Quantity generated per year: 1800 pounds 

Description: Rechargeable nickel-cadmium batteries.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, loose pack, with liner 

Current disposal method: Recycle

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method. 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum
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D Batteries- dry cell Quantity generated per year; 13 drums 

Description: Household batteries, including regular and alkaline.

Current packaging specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, must be lined, loose pack. 

Current disposal method; Landfill

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes;

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

J Cleaners & disinfectants Quantity generated per year: 34 drums 

Description: pH 3-11 water-based cleaners, disinfectants, and surfactants. 

Current packaging specifications: Plastic tight-head drum, bulk.

Current disposal method: Treatment

Proposer’s price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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K1 Acids- inorganic, treatable Quantity generated per year; 22 drums

Description; Sulfuric, hydrochloric, phosphoric and hydrofluoric acid, with water as the only 
other ingredient.

Current packa^ng specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gaUon 
of liquid, other containers majdmum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method; Treatment

Proposer's price for this method; 
Proposed disposal facility;

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method;
Disposal facility;

Notes, changes;

_/5 5-gallon drum 

___ /55-gallon drum

K2a Acids- organic, treatable Quantity generated per year; 9 drums

Description; The following organic acids; acetic acid, citric acid, lactic acid, oxalic add,
potassium biphthalate, potassium bitartrate, starmous oxalate, tartaric acid, toluene 
sulfonic acid compounds

Current packaging specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method; Treatment

Proposer's price for this method; 
Proposed disposal facility;

_/55-gallon drum

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method;
Disposal facility;

Notes, changes;

_/5 5-gallon drum
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K2b Acids- organic, landfill Quantity generated per year; 5 drums

Description: Organic acids that are not suitable for treatment, including aluminum acetate, bladex, 
2-chloroethyl phosphonic acid, 2,2-dichloropropionic acid, dowpon, formic acid, 
gallic add, oxadiazon, trichloroacetic acid, 3,4,5-trihydroxybenzoic add, and others.

Current packa^ng specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method: Landfill

Proposer's price for this method: _ 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method;
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes;

_/55-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

K3 Acids- inorganic Quantity generated per year: 90 drums

Description: All inorganic acids besides those in treatable category (Kl).

Current packa^g specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons Uquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method: Landfill

Proposer’s price for tins method: 
Proposed disposal facility;

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum
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LI Alkalis- treatable Quantity generated per year: 11 drums

Description: water solutions of alkaline materials, including: alkaline drain cleaners, bleach, 
calcium hypochlorite, pool compounds (non-oxidizing), potassium hydroxide, 
potassium hypochlorite, potassium phosphate tribasic, sodium hydroxide, sodium 
hypochlorite, and sodium thiosulfate.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds majdmum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method: Treatment

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

L2 Alkalis-non-treatable Quantity generated per year: 116 drums

Description: Cleaners and disinfectants pH 12-14, photo developers, sulfur, various other alkaline 
materials not suitable for treatment.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds majdmum solid), 
drum list required.

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

Current disposal method: Landfill

Proposer’s price for this method: _ 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:
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Ml Oxidizers- treatable Quantity generated per year; 3 drums 

Description: Hydrogen peroxide solution, cyanuric acid solution

Current packa^g specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method: Treatment

Proposer's price for this niethod: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

M2 Oxidizers- non-treatable Quaritity generated per year: 19 drums

Description; Nitrates, chlorates, chromates, and other oxidizing compounds.

Current packa^g specifications; UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gallon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method: Landfill

Proposer's price for this method: _ 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum
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N Pesticides & poisons Quantity generated per year; 465 drums

Description: A wide variety of pesticide products, as well as various poisons including cyanides, 
heavy metal compounds, etc. These are divided into four categories for shipping 
purposes, including one for flammable pesticides, one for acidic pesticides, one for 
packing group I poisons, and one for aU other non-acidic, non-flammable pesticides 
and poisons.

Current packa^ng specifications: UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK, liner required, lab pack
(Maximum 21 gallons of liquid total, inside glass containers maximum of one gaUon 
of liquid, other containers maximum five gallons liquid, 50 pounds maximum solid), 
drum list required.

Current disposal method; Landfill

Proposer's price for this method: _ 
Proposed disposal facility;

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes;

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

PI PCB's- non-TSCA regulated Quantity generated per year; 15 drums

Description: Pre-1979 fluorescent ballasts and electronic capacitors that are non-leaking, with
total volume less than 100 cubic inches, or with total volume up to 200 cubic inches 
and total weight less than 9 lbs.

Current packaging spedfications: UN 1A2, reconditioned OK, loose-packed.

Current disposal method: Landfill

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes;

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum
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P2 PCB's - TSCA-regulated Quantity generated per year: 4 drums

Description: pre-1979 fluorescent ballasts or capacitors that are leaking or larger than dimensions 
described in PI.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum 

Current disposal method: Landfill

_/55-gallon drumProposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method___ _/5 5-gallon drum
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

Q1 Aerosols-flammable Quantity generated per year: 15 drums

Description: All aerosols that are not pestiddes, alkaline cleaners, or isocyanates. We process 
most of the flammable aerosols that we receive on site, but send out some that do 
not fit in our puncturing apparatus, or that contain materials unsuitable for our 
compost-bas^ treatment unit.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2, reconditioned OK, loose pack.

Current disposal method: Depressurization/energy recovery

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal fadlity:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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Q2 Aerosols- corrosive Quantity generated per year: 8 drums 

Description: Aerosols containing alkaline cleaning products.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2, reconditioned OK, with liner, loose pack. 

Current disposal method: Depressurization/Incineration

Proposer’s price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer’s price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/5 5-gallon drum

Q3 Aerosols-poisons Quantity generated per year: 35 drums 

Description: Pesticide-containing aerosols.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2, reconditioned OK, loose pack. 

Current disposal method: Depressurization/Incineration

__ /55-gaUon drumProposer’s price for this method:___
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

PROPOSAL PRICE FORMS
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R1 Organic peroxides Quantity generate per year: 250 pounds

Description: Methyl ethyl ketone peroxide (must be less than 50% peroxide, less than 9% 
avail^le oxygen), benzoyl peroxide, cumene hydroperoxide, other organic 
peroxides.

Currently we loose pack this category on site, and our contractor does all packaging and 
preparation for shipment. We are charged a per pound disposal price, plus all labor, materials, 
and related expenses. r'

Current disposal method:

Disposal price per pound:__________
Costs for preparing for shipment at our site (attach additional pages if needed):

R2 Reactives Quantity generated per year: 300 pounds

Description: Water reactive, air reactive, and other materials, such as: ammonium sulfide, calcium 
carbide, metal hydrides, calcium, sodium, lithium and potassium metal, collodion, 
cyanuric chloride, cyanogen bronude, dimethyl sulfate, dinitrophenylhydrazine, 
hydrazine, lithium batteries, perchloric acid >50%, phosphorous 1-2%, picric acid 
solution, silanes, titanium tetrachloride, sodium hydrosulfite, sodium azide, sodium 
peroxide, zinc phosphide > 2%, and others

Currently we loose pack this category on site, and our contractor does all packaging and 
preparation for shipment. We are charged a per pound disposal price, plus all labor, materials, 
and related expenses.

Current disposal method: Incineration

Disposal price per pound:
Costs for preparing for shipment at our site (attach additional pages if needed):
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S3 Compressed gases Quantity generated per year: 15 cylinders

Description: We are currently storing several compressed gas cylinders that we have been unable
to return to the manufacturer, and consider too hazardous to vent. Some examples follow:

A. 1 lb, net DOT 2P cylinders containing MBrom-0-Gas", 98% methyl bromide, 2 % chloropicrin

B. tear gas, contained in small cylinders about 3 inches long, 0.5 inches in diameter

C. Cartridge-size cylinder (about the size of caibon dioxide cylinders used to charge seltzer 
bottles), containing a pesticide (16.5% DDD/pyrethrum, 83.5% CFC propellant)

D. ICC 4B-240 cylinder, containing 5 lbs. net “Lethalaire V23” (0.5% pyrethrins, 1,0% technical 
pipetronyl butoxide, 1.0% N-octyl bicycloheptene dicarboximide, 12.5% petroleum distillates)

E. ICC 9 (prior to DOT spec) egg-shaped cylinders, 6 to 10 inches tall, 3 to 5 inches in diameter, 
containing an unknown pesticide. Produced for US Navy, apparently several decades old, 
manufactured by Pennsylvania Engineering Co., Philadelphia, Penn. Label says "aerosol 
insecticide"

Please provide pricing and proposed disposal method for disposal of any of the above:
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V PPE Quantity generated per year: 150 drums

Description: Gloves, tyvek suits, booties, etc., contaminated with HHW/CEG waste. Can also 
include test tubes, droppers, test papers, contaminated soil and debris, etc.

Current packaging specifications: UN 1A2 drum, reconditioned OK.

Current disposal method: Landfill

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

_/55-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum

Z1 Motor oil Quantity generated per year: 5000 gallons

Description: Used crankcase oil.

Please indicate for each disposal method proposed below whether the following materials may be 
commingled with crankcase oil:

automatic transmission fluid
brake fluid
power steering fluid
hydraulic oil
kerosene

home heating oil 
gear oil 
lube oil
compressor oil (non-refiigerant) 
diesel fuel

Current packa^ng specifications: 55 gallon drums, pumped out on site by contractor. 

Preferred disposal method: Rerefining for lubricant use.

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed rerefining facility:

Proposer's price for energy recovery. 
Energy recovery facility:

Notes, changes:

/gallon

/gallon
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7.7. Oil-water mixes Quantity generated per year: 6 drums 

Description: Motor oil with any visible water.

Current packaging specifications; 55 gallon drums, pumped out on site by contractor. 

Current disposal method: Energy recovery

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method, 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes:

/gallon

/gallon

Z3 Oil Filters Quantity generated per year: 20 drums 

Description: Used oil filters fi-om cars and trucks.

Current packa^g specifications: UN 1A2 drum 

Current disposal method: Energy recovery-oil/recycle steel

Proposer's price for this method: 
Proposed disposal facility:

Proposer's price for alternate method 
Disposal method:
Disposal facility:

Notes, changes;

_/5 5-gallon drum

_/55-gallon drum
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Attachment 2 
PROPOSAL BOND

(NOTE: PROPOSERS MUST USE THIS FORM, NOT A SURETY COMPANY FORM) 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

We the undersigned,.
and.__
state of

as PRINCIPAL,
a corporation organized and existing under and by vittue of the laws of the

and duly authorized to do surety business in the state of Oregon and name on the current
list of approved surety companies acceptable on federal bonds and conforming with the underwriting limitations as 
published in the Federal Register by the audit staff of the Bureau of Accoiuits and the U.S. Treasury Department 
and is of the appropriate class for the bond amount as determined by Best's Rating System, as SURETY, hereby 
hold and firmly bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns, jointly and severally,
unto METRO, as OBLIGEE, in the sum of $ ________ in lawful money of the United States of America, for
the payment of which sum well and truly to be made as agreed and as liquidated damages.

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT whereas the PRINCIPAL has submitted to 
METRO a certain Proposal for work required for the Transportation of Wastes Collected in Metro's Household 
Hazardous Waste and Conditionally Exempt Generator Waste Collection Programs, which work is specifically 
described in the accompanying Proposal;

NOW, THEREFORE, if Metro does not award a contract to the PRINCIPAL within the time specified in the , 
Instructions to Proposers for the work described in said Proposal, or in the alternate, if said Proposal shall be 
accepted and the PRINCIPAL, within the time and in the manner described under the Contract Documents, enters 
into a written contract in accordance with the Proposal, files the two bonds, one guaranteeing fiuthful performance 
of the work to be done and the other guaranteeing payment for labor and materials as required by law, and files the 
required certified copies of insurance policies and certificates of insurance, then the obligation shall be null and 
void; otherwise, the same shall remain in full force and effect.

The SURETY, for value received, hereby stipulates and agrees that the obligation of said SURETY and this 
bond shall be in no way impaired or affected by any extension of the time within which Metro may accept such 
Proposal; and said SURETY does hereby waive notice of any such extension.

If more than one surety is on this bond, each surety hereby agrees that it is jointly and severally liable for all 
obligations on this bond.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we have hereunto set our hands and seals____day of. J19_.

SURETY 

By: ____

Title:

PRINCIPAL

By: ______

Title: _____
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Attachment 3
SURETY

If the Proposer is awarded a Contract on this Proposal, the surety or surities who provide(s) the 
Performance Bond and Labor and Materials Bond will be;

SURETY ADDRESS

1.

2.

PROPOSAL SURETY FORM
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Attachment 4

CONTRACT NO.

SAMPLE 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 __________________________ , whose address Is

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 
shaii be of good quality and, otherwise. In accordance with the Scope of Work.

ARTICLE II
TERM OF CONTRACT

and including.
The term of this Contract shall be for the period commencing _, through

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 irrdependent 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 Indemnity, 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 shaii not be liable for Indirect or consequential damages. Termination 
by METRO will not waive any claim or remedies It may have against CONTRACTOR.
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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 generai liabiiity insurance covering personal injury, 
property damage, and bodily Injury with automatic coverage for premises and operation and product 
liabiiity. The poiicy must be endorsed with contractual liability coverage.

B. Automobile bodily injury and property damage iiablMty insurance.
Insurarice coverage shail 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. 
elected officials, departments, employees, and agents shall be named as an ADDITIONAL INSURED. 
Notice of any material change or policy cancellation shail 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 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, it 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 
entitled to reasonable attome/s fees and court costs, including fees and costs on appeal to any appellate 
courts.

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. All 
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
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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 shaii 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 faiiure of 
CONTRACTOR to rriake 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, vioiated that provision, METRO shaii 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.

ARTICLE XIII 
SAFETY

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

ARTICLE XIV
II^EGRATION 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, 
Proposal, Bid, Scope of Work, and Speciflcations 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 constmction and Interpretation of this Contract.
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ARTICLE XV 
ASSIGNMENT

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

METRO

Signature Signature

Print name and title Print name and title

Date Date

PUBLIC.FOR 3/31/95
-
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AGENDA ITEM 8.2 
Meeting Date: June 29, 1995

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2164

Approving the Year Six Annual Waste Reduction Program for Local Governments.
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2164, APPROVING THE YEAR 
SIX ANNUAL WASTE REDUCTION PROGRAM FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

Date: June 21, 1995 Presented by: Councilor Kvistad

Coinmlttee Recommendationt At the June 20 meeting, the Committee 
voted 2-0 to recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 95-2164. 
Voting in favor: Councilors Kvistad and McFarland.

Committee Issues/Discussionr Debbie Gorham, Waste Reduction
Manager, and Jennifer Ness, Associate Solid Waste Planner, 
presented the staff report. Gorham explained that the purpose.of 
the resolution was to approve the Year Six Waste Reduction Program 
for the region's local governments. She noted that Metro has 
provided local government's with $2.5 million in challenge grant 
assistance during the last five years. This assistance, along with 
financial and staff support from local governments has increased 
the region's recycling rate from 28% to 39%. Gorham noted that, in 
FY 95-96, challenge grant funding will increase from $450,000 to• 
$550,000 and that an additional $100,000 will be made to other 
types of governments such as■school districts and ports.

Gorham explained that the Year Six Plan was written to "track" with 
the proposed Regional Solid Waste Management Plan. She indicated 
that the plan includes a new approach for outlining the types of 
work that are to be performed by local governments and the manner 
in which Metro will review and monitor compliance with the plan.

Ness reviewed the nature of the plan and the review and monitoring 
process. She noted that the plan includes seven basic program 
areas, such as residential recycling, commercial recycling and buy 
recycled programs. Within each of these are certain foundation 
tasks that must be performed. In addition, there are menus of 
expansion tasks from which each local governments must select 
additional tasks to be performed. Individual and cooperative local 
rograms serving populations over 30,000 must select one expansion 
task from each program category plus four additional tasks for a 
total of eleven. Smaller programs must pick one task from.each 
program and one additional task for a total of eight.

Local governments must submit their compliance plans by August 1. 
The plans are reviewed by an internal Metro review committee'. 
Interviews also will be conducted to directly address issues or 
questions that the committee may have about each plan. In 
addition, Metro staff will monitor plan progress throughout the 
year and an end-of-year interview will be conducted to review the 
level of plan implementation.

Several local government representatives testified in favor of the 
proposed plan. Bruce Walker and Lee Mayberry, City of Portland,
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noted the cooperative process which developed the plan. They also 
noted that the concept of foundation and expansion tasks will allow 
local governments to pursue tasks that are the most appropriate for 
their particular jurisdiction. For example, they commented that 
Portland will begin a curbside plastic bottle recycling program in 
July. Councilor McFarland asked where the recycling of plastic 
bottles would be found in the proposed plan. Walker responded that 
it would be considered an expansion of existing curbside programs 
which is an expansion task under the residential program outlined 
in the plan.

Kathy Kiwala, Washington County, testified that the work plan is 
substantial and that just meeting the foundation tasks will require 
local governments to initiate new programs. She supported the 
cooperative approach that was taken to develop the plan and noted 
that cooperation between Metro and the. local governments had 
significantly improved. She also supported the increase in 
challenge grant funding approved for FY 95-96.

Rick Winterhalter, Clackamas County, noted that increased challenge 
grant funding was important to meet the goals of the plan and 
maintain existing programs.

Jeanne Roy, citizen member of the Solid Waste Advisory Committee, 
expressed concern that the proposed plan did not mesh with the 
provisions of the proposed Regional Solid Waste Management Plan. 
She contended that the language related to commercial paper and 
container recycling should be strengthened to require that 50% of 
those businesses not currently served, must be served by the end of 
the Year Six Plan. She also offered an amendment to require the 
development of a specific strategy to address onsight, source- 
separated recycling of construction and demolition debris. Gorham 
and Jim Goddard, Waste Reduction Staff, responded that the plan 
should allow local governments to develop strategies to meet their 
particular needs and that the development of regional requirements 
would eliminate this flexibility.

Councilor Kvistad expressed some concern that jurisdictions could 
meet all of the expansion task requirements only through 
educational and promotional activities. Gorham indicated that it 
was staff's intent that the local programs include both program and 
promotional elements and that the plan interview process would 
address such issues. Kvistad noted that the Solid Waste Advisory 
Committee would monitor the development and implementation of the 
local programs.
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STAFF RFPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2164 FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
APPROVING THE YEAR 6 METRO CHALLENGE ANNUAL WASTE REDUCTION 
WORK PLAN FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.

Date: June 6,1995 Presented by: Debbie Gorham
Jennifer Ness

PROPOSED ACTION

Adopt Resolution No. 95-2164, Approving the Year 6 Metro Challenge annual waste reduction work 
plan for local governments.

FACTUAT. BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Metro Challenge program was established in 1990 to provide local governments with part of the 
funding they need to complete recycling and waste reduction activities within their jurisdiction. These 
activities help the region meet the objectives of the Regional Solid Waste Management Plan and State 
Law. Since its inception, the Metro Challenge Program has provided $2.5 million in grant funds to local 
governments.

Through this and other programs, Metro and local governments have worked together to provide single 
and multi-family residential recycling services, yard debris collection, home composting education, 
waste reduction consultations to businesses, in-school programs for students and teachers, public 
outreach and education, and many other valuable programs and services.

Tremendous progress has been made in the region with regard to recycling and waste reduction. The 
regional recycling rate has jumped from 28% in 1989 to 38% in 1993, all single family residents have the 
opportunity to recycle at the curb, 70% of the 150,000 multi-family housing units in the region have 
recycling collection systems in place, and local government comprehensive commercial recycling 
programs are gearing up to tackle the complex task of providing improved recycling services to the 
region’s businesses.

The Regional Solid Waste Management Plan provides the larger long-term framework for the region’s 
solid waste and recycling infrastructure. The Metro Challenge Program is an important annual 
implementation tool for achieving the goals set forth by the Regional Solid Waste Management Plan and 
State Law.

The 1995-96 Metro challenge Grants will continue to help local governments defray the cost of both new 
and existing waste reduction and recycling programs. The annual work plan which lists the tasks to be 
completed under the grant program was developed collaboratively with seven local government 
recycling Coordinators representing the twenty-seven jurisdictions in the region, Metro staff and DEQ 
representatives. The format allows jurisdictions to develop and implement program ideas based on local 
circumstances.

The annual work plan has two parts consisting of foundation and expansion elements. Foundation 
elements are those which should be implemented by every local government to ensure regional 
continuity and to provide a basic level of service. This portion of Metro Challenge recognizes that 
existing programs need attention and resources to stay viable and grow. Currently jurisdictions are at



different levels of implementation of foundation elements. Those lagging behind will be able to focus on 
improvement where needed. The expansion elements contain items that are new and emerging on a 
region-wide basis or are unique to one jurisdiction. The experience gained from work on an expansion
item will be shared with other jurisdictions to provide mutual benefit.

Local governments with populations over 30.000 will select a total of eleven expansion elements as part 
of their annual work plans; one from each program area and four additional from any area. Local 
governments with populations under 30,000 will select one expansion element from each program area 
and one additional item for a total of eight elements. Joint projects between local governments, Metro 
and DEQ or combinations thereof are encouraged.

Each local government will submit a brief description of how each selected element will be completed m 
FY 1995-96, making each work plan unique. The 1995-96 work plans and 1994-95 final program repo 
will be due to Metro by August 1,1995. Work plans will be reviewed by a Metro cominittee consisting 
of representatives from the Waste Reduction Division, Solid Waste Planning and Technical Services 
Division and Metro Council department. Discussions will be held with each local govemmenUo review 
areas of concern, make clarifications and to finalize the elements for that jurisdiction’s pl^. The review 
committee is charged with granting administrative approval of the work plan to the jurisdiction. The 
1994-95 program final reports will also be reviewed by the committee.

The review committee will meet with local governments at their request throughout the year to review 
status and assist with amendment of work plans if necessary. At the end of FY 95-96 local governments 
will submit a final program report which describes how they have accomplished their planned work 
items. The same Metro committee will review these reports. If any work plan items were not completed 
or were found to be deficient, the committee will meet with the local government to determine the cause 
and appropriate action to allow the problem to be remedied. Penalties may be applied if other options for 
resolution are exhausted.

The Solid Waste Advisory Committee reviewed the Year 6 Annual Work Plan in May and has 
recommended that it be forwarded to the Metro Council for approval.

miDGET IMPACT

A total of $650,000 has been budgeted for this program. $550,000 is for implementation of the tasks 
listed in the Metro Challenge Year 6 Aimual Plan. The additional $100,000 is earmarked for a program 
available to all governmental units for new and innovative pollution prevention and recycling initiatives. 
The means of administering the $100,000 will be a separate item for council review in the future.

F.yF.CTmVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 95-2164.

JN:gbc
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING )
THE YEAR-SEX ANNUAL WASTE )
REDUCTION PROGRAM FOR LOCAL )
GOVERNMENTS )

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2164

Introduced by Mike Burton, 
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, The Metro Challenge Program has been an integral part of the region’s 

waste reduction and recycling programs for the past five years in order to attain state mandated 

regional recovery goals (OAR 340-90-050); and

WHEREAS, Metro Challenge continues to be one of the primary mechanisms for Metro 

to establish and improve recycling and waste reduction efforts throughout the region; and

WHEREAS, The means of implementing Metro Challenge is through annual work plans, 

adopted by Metro and local govenunents, that define the work to be completed by each 

jiuisdiction; and

WHEREAS, Fiscal year 1995-96 is designated as Year Six of the Metro Challenge 

Program; and

WHEREAS, A cooperative process for formulating arid implementing the Year Six 

Annual Work Plans was used by Metro and local governments; and

WHEREAS, The Year Six Annual Work Plans are consistent with the goals and 

programs involved in the Draft Regional Solid Waste Management Plan; and

WHEREAS, The Year Six Annual Work Plans for local governments ensures a 

coordinated regional effort to reduce waste; and

WHEREAS, Metro Challenge grant fund distribution to local governments is tied to 

adherence to the plan and satisfactory completion of work plan elements; and

WHEREAS, Metro Challenge is funded in the 1995-96 budget; and —
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WHEREAS, The Year-Six Annual Work Plan has been reviewed by the Metro Solid 

Waste Advisory Conunittee and recommended for Metro Council approval; and

WHEREAS, The resolution was submitted to the Executive Officer for 

consideration and was forwarded to the Council for approval; now therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Metro Council approves the Year-Six Annual Work Plan 

for Local Governments and supports increased efforts to reduce waste in the Metro Region. 

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this____ _ day of _____________^ 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

JNigbc
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Year 6 Local Government Work Plan

May 30,1995
Background: Local Jurisdictions will be required to implement or continue to implement all 
tasks listed under Foundation. One Expansion element from each category and four additional 
from any category for a total of eleven expansion items will also be required for jurisdictions or 
cooperative programs with populations totaling over 30,000 residents. Those jurisdictions or 
cooperative programs with total populations of under 30,000 will implement one expansion item 
from each category and one additional expansion item for a total of eight. Cooperative projects 
between local governments and/or Metro are encouraged to reap the maximum benefit from 
minimal resources.

RESIDENTIAL:

1 FOUNDATION Selected Tasks
1. Comply with all applicable OAR 340-90-040 chosen

menu items.
X

2. Yard debris collection must meet minimum regional
standard regardless of collection methods.

X

3. Aggressively pursue addition of scrap paper. X
EXPANSION
1. Investigate addition of new materials and access to 

recycling for non-curbside materials.

Selected Tasks

2. Work with Metro on home compost bin distribution
program.

3. Explore co-collection of garbage and yard debris.
4. Explore selective mfacing of recyclables.
5. Explore a “recycling only” service.
6. Explore causes of low-recycling in high 60 or 90 gallon

roller-cart use areas.
7. Adopt uniform standards for siting yard debris

facilities.
8. Other.

FOUNDATION
Metro:
• Continue yard debris weighing and measuring amounts left in can/monitor YD 

programs
• Continue home compost bin distribution (cooperative with Local 

Governments).
• Increase outreach to include more commumty education programs i.e., 

neighbor-to-neighbor education.



MULTI-FAMILY

1 FOUNDATION Selected Tasks 1
1. Ensure placement of containers for at least 4

materials to substantially all (85%) of multi-family 
units and keep up with growth and development.

X

2. Update and distribute educational materials. X
3. Modify/improve existing systems in place on an 

ongoing basis.
X

EXPANSION Selected Tasks
1. Conduct surveys of program effectiveness 

(Cooperative with Metro).
2. Continue to provide data to Metro to help maintain 

acouate database:
3. Investigate additional materials/perform trials.
4. Other

FOUNDATION
Metro:
• Maintain database of multi-family units served, measure completion 

(cooperative with LGs)
• Develop regional campaign for promotion (cooperative with LGs).
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COMMERCIAL

1 FOUNDATION Selected Tasks |
1. Expand availability of recycling service for paper 

an^or other prevalent materials still being isposed of 
in the business wastestream.

X

2. Work cooperatively with Metro to develop business 
inventory information.

X

3. Continue to perform waste evaluations utilizing a 
standardized approach within local jurisdiction.
Scope should include complete WR package i.e. 
reduce, reuse, recycle, buy recycled, etc.

X

4. Continue to work with Metro to target generator 
sectors for customized waste reduction programs.

X

5. Cooperate with Metro and the DEQ to determine 
independent collector effects on reeling and 
collection issues.

X

6. Participate in commercial work group to deyelop 
program goals and standards.

X

7. Continue to proyide government in-house recycling 
collection programs.

X

8. Continue to provide school in-house recycling 
programs

X

9. Increase education and promotion. X
10. Provide business recognition/promote recognition 

recipients.
X

EXPANSION Selected Tasks
1. Participate with Metro in organics project.
2. Continue street sweeping and leaf composting 

programs.
3. Develop standard information to provide businesses 

based on pilots.
4. Continue to investigate methods of collection and 

collection equipment suitability for businesses (hauler 
based initiative).

5. Review regulations (ordinances, franchises) and 
funding sources for commercial recycling to establish 
new and/or improved business recycling services.

6. Investigate possibility of differentiating rates between 
business based on typical weight for that type of 
business.

7. Establish a business work group to determine best 
methods to increase recycling.

8. Investigate non-residential yard dd>ris programs 
(research, report, pilot, phased, cooperative)

9. Other
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FOUNDATION
Metro:
• Continue developing and sharing information with local governments 

regarding targeted generator diversion strategies (new targets will be 
collectively developed with local governments and work with current targets 
will continue)

• Continue working with business, trade and industry associations to provide 
ownership of recycling programs to their members (cooperative with local 
governments).

• Continue ongoing information gathering and exchange regarding business 
recycling: database, case studies, analysis, etc. (cooperative with local 
government).

• Maintain business contact database on the GIS system. (This would include 
business name, address (site and mailing), business type and employee size. 
The LGs and haulers would be able to use this info for mailings, contact 
lists, and could provide feedback to Metro if businesses do not exist, etc.)

• Print region-wide business recognition material.

EXPANSION:
Metro:
• Expand information about business recycling
• Investigate non-residential yard debris programs (research, report, pilot, 

phased, cooperative with local governments)
• Continue Earth-Wise Compost designation and testing.

BUILDING INDUSTRY

FOUNDATION Selected Tasks
1. Continue to develop and distribute educational 

materials (i.e. in permit offices).
X

2. Attempt to target specific local building projects for 
waste reduction and recycling demonstrations 
(cooperative with Metro and linked to LG options)

X

EXPANSION Selected Tasks
1. Work toward removal of perceived or real service 

barriers for providing recycling to construction 
protects.

2. Other
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FOUNDATION
Metro:
• Continue to work with building industry associations to provide information 

and education to their membership (cooperative with Local Governments).
• Update and publish information for use by local governments, building 

associations and contractors.
• Continue to promote yard debris compost for erosion control.

EXPANSION
Metro:
• Work with local governments to remove real or perceived barriers in all 

aspects of building industry recycling.
• Inventory the building industry.

PROMOTION/PUBLIC EDUCATION

1 FOUNDATION Selected Tasks
1. Comply with OAR 340-90-040 expanded education 

item.
X

2. Provide and promote home composting education 
(cooperative with Metro).

X

EXPANSION Selected Tasks
1. New or targeted material promotion.
2. General waste reduction promotion. .
3. Multi-family promotion.
4. Participate with Metro on annual regional 

promotional campaign.
5. Other

FOUNDATION
Metro:
• Aimual undefined regional campaign to be developed-collectively with local 

governments and DEQ.
• Should do a regional campaign every year even if its for reminders and not 

new programs (cooperative with Local Governments, DEQ, industry and 
haulers).

• Distribute home composting video.
• Continue workshops at home compost sites.
• Support Master Recyclers to provide home composting information.
• Establish region-wide promotion for home composting (cooperative with 

Local Governments).
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IN-SCHOOL, EDUCATION PROGRAMS

FOUNDATION Selected Tasks
1. Provide for in-school presentations and 

resources (cooperative with Metro and
DEO).

X

2. Provide curriculum that fits into the School Reform
Act (cooperative with Metro and primarily DEQ).

X

EXPANSION Selected Tasks
1. Sponsor school events such as Earth Day.
2. Provide assistance to school Earth Clubs
3. Other

FOUNDATION

Metro:
• Provide kits and activities for teachers to use in class work.
• Produce new puppet shows about hazardous waste and composting.
• Develop exercises that face real world problems (site a landfill).
• Train the trainers (in-service training for educators).
• Help to provide school recycling programs (with Local Governments)

BUY RECYCLED

FOUNDATION Selected Tasks
1. Continue to promote the use of yard 

debris compost on City/C^ounty projects.
X

2. Continue to work on procurement 
practices in offices.

X

EXPANSION Selected Tasks
1. Work with Metro to hold buy recycled shows within 

local jurisdiction.
2. Promote/educate general public on buying recycled 

utilizing Metro materials.

FOUNDATION
Metro:
• Publish Buy Recycled Guides with emphasis on retail.

EXPANSION
Metro:
• Take Buy Recycled trade show on the road, include procurement in targeted 

generator strategy (cooperative with local governments).



DEQ support: The DEQ will continue to support related activities to augment the local 
govenunent programs. These support elements are included here to provide a regional 
perspective with all players involved. The DEQ is not part of the Metro Challenge Grant 
Program.

• Continue to provide grants on residential basis.
• Clarify rules about not charging more for providing recycling service.
• Review deregulation and fair market value issues.
• Work with regional pollution prevention group (cooperative with local 

governments and Metro).
• Provide planning assistance to local governments and Metro.
• Develop statewide business recognition.
• Investigate creative uses for materials (cooperative with Metro).

NESVAWIvnriMCOMP.TBL
June 6,1995- FINAL
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AGENDA ITEM 8.3 
Meeting Date: June 29, 1995

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2162

Authorizing an Exemption to Metro Code Chapter 2.04.041(C), Competitive Bidding Procedures, and 
Authorizing a Sole-Source Contract with B & B Leasing Co., Inc., for Refuse Hauling From Metro South 
Household Hazardous Waste Facility.
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2162, AUTHORIZING AN 
EXEMPTION TO METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.04.041(C), COMPETITIVE BIDDING 
PROCEDURES, AND AUTHORIZING A SOLE-SOURCE CONTRACT WITH B&B LEASING 
CO., INC, FOR REFUSE HAULING FROM METRO SOUTH HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS 
WASTE FACILITY

Date: June 21, 1995 Presented by: Councilor Kvistad

Conmittee Recommendation: At the June 20 meeting, the Committee 
voted 2-0 to recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 95-2162. 
Voting in favor: Councilors Kvistad and McFarland.

Committee Issues/Discussiont Roosevelt Carter, Acting Operations 
Manager, explained that the purpose of the resolution was to 
provide a sole-source contract with B&B Leasing to haul recyclable 
and solid waste material generated at the HHW facility at Metro 
South. Carter noted that the facility generates about 7, tons of 
recyclable cardboard, 21 tons of metal cans and 162 tons of 
landfillable solid waste each year. B&B Leasing is the franchised 
hauler in Oregon City, and therefore, is the only hauler authorized 
to haul the material.

Councilor McFarland asked if Metro had ever permitted the Metro 
South Station operator to process the landfillable material into 
the pit at the station* Carter replied that the station operator 
had processed that material from March 1992 through December 1993, 
but that the operator lacked the proper equipment to move the drop 
boxes containing the material and that the pavement between the HHW 
facility and the pit had been damaged. Therefore, staff had 
recommended using the local hauler to transport the material to the 
pit. Councilor McFarland suggested that when the station operating 
contract is rebid, Metro should explore having the new operator 
dispose of this waste.
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2162 FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.04.041(c), 
COMPETITIVE BIDDING PROCEDURES, AND AUTHORIZING A SOLE- 
SOURCE CONTRACT WITH B & B LEASING CO., INC. FOR REFUSE 
HAULING FROM METRO SOUTH HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE 
FACILITY

Date: May 22,1995 Presented by: Roosevelt Carter

PROPOSED ACTION

Adoption of Resolution No. 95-2162 authorizing an exemption to competitive bidding 
procedures, and authorizing the execution of a public contract with B & B Leasing Co., Inc., for 
hauling cardboard, paint cans and rubbish from the Metro South Household Hazardous Waste 
Facility.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

During 1994, the Metro South Household Hazardous Waste Facility (MSHHW) served a total of 
9,142 customers and collected a total of 635,900 pounds of waste (318 tons). The operation of 
the facility generates several tons of cardboard, paint cans and rubbish each year. Many of the 
customers bring their materials to the facility in cardboard boxes which are left to be recycled. In
1994, the facility recycled 7 tons of cardboard and 21.7 tons of metal cans, and landfilled .162 
tons of solid waste (contaminated packaging materials, etc.).

Metro currently has a contract with B & B Leasing Co., Inc., dba Oregon City Garbage, for 
hauling cardboard, paint cans and rubbish from the MSHHW. That contract expires June 30,
1995.

It is proposed that Metro enter into a new contract with B & B Leasing Co., Inc. for hauling 
cardboard, paint cans and rubbish^ for the period of July 1,1995 through June 30,1997. The 
proposed contract provides that Metro furnish one 16-yard drop box for trash, one 23-yard 
cardboard compactor and one 20-yard drop box for empty paint cans. This Metro-owned 
equipment is in place at the rear of the MSHHW facility. The contractor would haul the paint 
p-an<! and cardboard to a recycling facility, and the trash to the Metro South Station pit.

SOLE-SOURCE HJSTIFICATION-

There are several hauling companies capable of hauling paint cans, cardboard and rubbish from 
the MSHHW facility; however, B & B Leasing Co., Inc. is the only company that can “legally” 
do so. They are the franchised hauler for the area where the facility is located. Contracting with
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B & B Leasing Co., Inc. will not encourage favoritism or substantially diminish competition 
beyond that already envisioned and required by the franchising system. Use of B & B Leasing 
Co., Inc. will result in substantial long-term cost savings by franchising design.

BUDGET IMPACT

A total of $10,400 is budgeted for hauling cardboard, paint cans and rubbish from the HHW 
facility in FY 1995-96. The estimated cost for the proposed contract in FY 1995-96 is $10,400. 
The total amount of the contract is $20,800 for the period of July 1, 1995 through June 30,1997.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 95-2162.

RB:gbc
bark\rcports\staffipt\stafD522.rpt
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BEFORE THE METRO CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2162

Introduced by Mike Burton 
Executive Officer

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING AN )
EXEMPTION TO METRO CODE CHAPTER )
2.04.041(c), COMPETITTVE BIDDING )
PROCEDURES, AND AUTHORIZING A )
SOLE-SOURCE CONTRACT WITH )
B & B LEASING CO., INC., FOR HAULING )
OF REFUSE FROM THE METRO SOUTH )
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE FACILITY )

WHEREAS, The Metro South Household Hazardous Waste Facility served 9,142 

customers in 1994, and collected a total of 635,900 pounds of waste; and

WHEREAS, In 1994, the hazardous waste facility recycled 7 tons of cardboard and 21.7 

tons of metal cans, and received 162 tons of solid waste (contaminated packaging materials, etc.); and

WHEREAS, Metro has need of services to recycle and dispose of empty paint cans, 

cardboard and rubbish from the Metro South Household Hazardous Waste Facility located in Oregon 

City; and

WHEREAS, The existing contract for providing recycling and disposal services expires 

June 30,1995; and

WHEREAS, B & B Leasing Co., Inc., dba Oregon City Garbage, is the only franchised 

solid waste hauler for the area where the Metro South Household Hazardous Waste Facility is located; 

and

WHEREAS, Metro is required by the refuse hauling authority to contract with the 

franchised hauler for the above area; and

WHEREAS, Contracting with B & B Leasing Co., Inc. will not encourage favoritism or 

substantially diminish competition beyond that already envisioned and required by the franchising 

system; and

WHEREAS, The use of B & B Leasing Co., Inc. will result in substantial long-term cost

savings by franchising design; and
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WHEREAS, The resolution was submitted to the Executive Officer for consideration and 

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

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Metro Council hereby exempts the attached contract 

(Exhibit "A" hereto) with B & B Leasing Co., Inc. from the competitive bidding requirement pursuant to 

Metro Code Chapter 2.04.060, because the board finds B & B Leasing Co., Inc. is the sole provider of 

the required services.

ADOPTED by the Metro Contract Review Board this, day of _

1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel

RB:gbc
bark\re$oIuti\sw952162.res
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Metro
600 NE Grand Ave. 
Portland, OR 97232 
(503)797-1700

Procurement Review Summaty

To: Procurement and Contracts Division 

From

Department Solid Waste

Vendor

Date May 19, 1995

Division Operations
Subject

„ n Bid
Name Ray Barker —

□ rfp
Title Assistant Operations Mgr.

B & B Leasing Co. Inc.
DBA-Ore.gon City Garbage
Pn Roy 1Q1

Contract 

I I Other

Oregon Citv. OR

Vendor no. IQT^b

97045

Contract no. 904306

Extension 1694 Purpose Rubbish Disposal / MSSHHW Facility

Expense

I I Procurement Personal/’professional services Services (L/M) [ | Construction | | IGA

Revenue □ Contract 

I I Grant 

r~| Other

Budget code(6)
531-310280-524190-75000

This project is fisted in the 
199 6 -199 6? budget.

@Yes 

□ no
0 Type A 

□ TypeB

Price basis 

Unit 

Q Total 

Q Other 

Payment required 

I I Lump sum 

O Progress payments

Term

I I Completion 

|)Txl Annual 

I I Muhl-yoai**

July 1. 1906
. Beginning date

June 30. 1997
Ending date

Total commitment Original arnount

Previous amendments 

This transaction 

Total

A Amount of contract to be spent fiscal year 1995 - 1996

20.800.00

20.800.00

20.800.00

10.400.00

B. Amount budgeted for contract Misc. Prof. Service 1.582.942.00

C. UnconvTvtted/discretionary funds remaining as of 5/15/95 f 1.582 t g4? , 00

Approval]

Division m^gei Department director Labor

Budget
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EXHIBIT A

PUBLIC CONTRACT

CONTRACT NO. 904306

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 B & B Leasing Co., Inc., dba Oregon City 
Garbage Co., Inc, whose address is P.O. Box 191, Oregon City, OR 97045, 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, othen/vise, in accordance with the Scope of 
Work.

ARTICLE II
TERM OF CONTRACT

The term of this Contract shall be for the period commencing July 1, 1995, 
through and including June 30,1997.

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, derriands, 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.

Page 1 of 4 - PUBLIC CONTRACT METRO CONTRACT NO. 904306
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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 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 
with 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, it 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 entitled to reasonable attorney's fees and court costs, including fees and costs on appeal to 
any appellate courts.

Page 2 of 4 - PUBLIC CONTRACT METRO CONTRACT NO. 904306
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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. All 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 sen/ices 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 tf 
' 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. 904306
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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 vicinity of the services being performed and shall comply with 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, Proposal, Bid, Scope of Work, and Specifications which were utilized in conjunction 
with the bidding of this Contract are hereby expressly Incorporated by reference. Othenwlse, 
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 without prior written consent from METRO.

OREGON CITY GARBAGE CO., INC. METRO

Signature Signature

Print name and title Print name and title

Date Date

s:\share\bark\contract\904306
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Metro Contract No. 904306
ATTACHMENT A 
SCOPE OF WORK

The purpose of this contract is to provide hauling services for garbage, cardboard and paint cans 
from the Metro South Household Hazardous Waste Facility located at 2001 Washington Street, 
Oregon City, OR 97045.

1. Metro shall furnish the following equipment to be located at the rear of the Metro South 
Household Hazardous Waste facility for use by contractor;

a. One 16-yard drop box for garbage.

b. One 23-yard cardboard compactor for cardboard..

c. One 20-yard drop box for paint cans.

2. Contractor shall haul the following from the Metro South Household Hazardous Waste 
Facility:

a. One 16-yard drop box of garbage to be hauled to the Metro South Transfer Station for 
disposal.

b. One 23-yard cardboard compactor with cardboard to be hauled to a recycling facility.

c. One 20-yard drop box of paint cans to be hauled to K. B. Recycling or other recycling 
facility designated by Metro.

3. Metro will call for hauling of garbage, cardboard and paint cans on an as-needed basis. 
Contractor shall remove and empty drop boxes within twelve (12) hours of notification.

4. Contractor shall weigh drop boxes and cardboard compactor at a Metro South scalehouse 
before and after each load is disposed of so Metro can record necessary data.

5. Contractor shall handle cardboard compactor and drop boxes in a careful manner in order to 
keep them in good working order and free of holes and major dents.

Paget of 2- SCOPE OF WORK METRO CONTRACT N0.904306
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CONTRACT SUM AND TERMS OF PAYMENT

1. Metro shall compensate contractor for hauling of garbage, cardboard and paint cans as 
follows during the first year of the contract:

16-yard drop box of garbage

23-yard cardboard compactor/cardboard

20-yard drop box of paint cans

$38.50 per load 

$55.00 per load 

$110.00 per load

2. Metro shall compensate contractor for hauling of garbage, cardboard and paint cans as 
follows during the second year of the contract:

16-yard drop box of garbage

23-yard cardboard compactor/cardboard

20-yard drop box of paint cans

$42.35 per load 

$60.50 per load 

$121.00 per load

3. Metro shall pay contractor for services performed and materials delivered in the maximum 
sum of Twenty Thousand Eight Hundred and No/100 Dollars ($20,800.00).

4. Contractor shall retain all Monies from the sale of cardboard.

5. Metro shall pay all disposal charges for garbage and paint cans.

6. Contractor shall submit to Metro an invoice detailing services performed by contractor. 
Invoices shall be sent to Metro, Solid Waste Department, not more frequently than once per 
month.

7. Metro shall pay contractor within thirty (30) days following receipt of an approved invoice 
from contractor.

s:Vshare\bark\contract\904306
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AGENDA ITEM 8.4 
Meeting Date: June 29,1995

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2167

For the Purpose of Authorizing an Exemption to Metro Code Chapter 2.04.041(C), Competitive Bidding 
Procedures, and Authorizing the Purchase of A Crawler Tractor From Caterpillar Financial Services 
Corporation, and Authorizing the Sale of the Tractor Through A Public Bidding Process.

\Zl
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SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2167, FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.04.041(C), 
COMPETITIVE BIDDING PROCEDURES, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASE OF A 
CRAWLER TRACTOR FROM CATERPILLAR FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION, 
AND AUTHORIZING THE SALE OF THE TRACTOR THROUGH A PUBLIC BIDDING 
PROCESS

Date: June 21, 1995 Presented by: Councilor Kvistad

Committee Recommendation; At the June 20 meeting, the Committee 
voted 2-0 to recommend Council adoption of Resolution No. 95-2167. 
Voting in favor: Councilors Kvistad and McFarland.

Committee IssueB/Piscussion; Jim Watkins, Solid Waste Engineering 
and Analysis Manager, explained that purpose of the resolution is 
to authorize the purchase and resale of a crawler tractor that 
Metro has been leasing at the St. Johns Landfill for about three 
years. The tractor was used by Metro staff to process free soil 
and clay received at the site for use as a cover material. The 
lease provides that Metro can purchase the tractor prior to the end 
of the current fiscal year. The purchase price will not exceed 
$48,000. Since the tractor has been appraised at $80-85,000, staff 
is recommending that the tractor be purchased and used at the site 
for the remainder of the current construction season. The tractor 
would then be sold at a -price that will likely be higher than 
Metro's original purchase price.

Councilor Kvistad suggested that staff check with other Metro 
departments prior to selling the tractor to make sure that they did 
not have any potential use for such equipment. For example, he 
noted that the Greenspaces or Parks programs might have operational 
or maintenance needs that would require a tractor.•
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BEFORE THE METRO CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AUTHORIZING AN ) 
EXEMPTION TO METRO CODE CHAPTER ) 
2.04.41(c), COMPETITIVE BIDDING )
PROCEDURES, AND AUTHORIZING THE ) 
THE PURCHASE OF A CRAWLER TRACTOR ) 
FROM CATERPILLAR FINANCIAL SERVICES ) 
CORPORATION, AND AUTHORIZING THE ) 
SALE OF THE TRACTOR THROUGH A PUBLIC ) 
BIDDING PROCESS )

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2167

Introduced by Mike Burton 
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, Metro closed the St. Johns Landfill as a general purpose landfill on 

January 13,1991; and

WHEREAS, Metro has been taking in free fill since January 1991 as subgrade 

embankment to help achieve the design slopes and contours for the landfill; and

WHEREAS, Metro has leased a Caterpillar Model D5H Crawler Tractor, Serial No. 

1DD04366, since 1992 to help achieve design slopes and contours at the St. Johns Landfill during the 

closure process; and

WHEREAS, Design slopes and contours have been achieved and the crawler tractor is

no longer required by Metro at the Landfill; and

WHEREAS, Metro currently has a lease with Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation, 

Metro Contract Number 902707, which includes an option to purchase the equipment described above;

• and

WHEREAS, Metro can purchase the equipment described above from Caterpillar

Financial Services Corporation for an amount not to exceed $48,000; and

WHEREAS, The tractor has an assessed value of $80,000 to $85,000; and 

WHEREAS, It is in the public, interest for Metro to exercise the purchase option under 

the equipment lease described above and to sell the equipment through a public bidding process; and

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

was forwarded to the Council for their approval; now therefore,
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BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That the Metro Contract Review Board hereby exempts the purchase of a Caterpillar Model D5H 

Crawler Tractor, Serial No. 1DD04366, from the competitive bidding requirement pursuant to Metro

' Code Chapter 2.04.041(c), and authorizes the Executive Officer to exercise the purchase option of 

the lease agreement with Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation and purchase the tractor 

described above for an amount not to exceed $48,000 because the Board finds that the purchase will 

not encourage favoritism or substantially diminish competition for public contracts and that such 

exemption will result in substantial cost savings.

2. That the Metro Contract Review Board hereby authorizes the sale of the tractor described above 

through a public bidding process, and authorizes the release of a Request For Bid (RFB #95B-25- 

SW), Exhibit “A” hereto.

ADOPTED by the Metro Contract Review Board this ■ day of _ , 1995.

RB:gbc
bar1c\resoIuti\sw952I67.res

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2167 FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
AUTHORIZING AN EXEMPTION TO METRO CODE CHAPTER 2.04.041(c), 
COMPETITIVE BIDDING PROCEDURES, AND AUTHORIZING THE 
PURCHASE OF A CRAWLER TRACTOR FROM CATERPILLAR FINANCIAL 
SERVICES CORPORATION, AND AUTHORIZING THE SALE OF THE 
TRACTOR THROUGH A PUBLIC BIDDING PROCESS

Date: June 5,1995 Presented by: Jim Watkins

PROPOSED ACTION

Adoption of Resolution No. 95-2167 authorizing an exemption to competitive bidding 
procedures, and authorizing the purchase of a crawler tractor used at St. Johns Landfill, and 
authorizing the sale of the tractor through a public bidding process.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

Metro closed the St. Johns Landfill as a general purpose landfill on January 13,1991. Since that 
time Metro has been taking in fi'ee fill as subgrade embankment to help achieve the design slopes 
and contours for the landfill. Metro began leasing a crawler tractor on Febru^ 18,1992 to 
assist in this work and paid a Metro employee to operate the equipment. Design slopes and
contours have now been achieved and Metro no longer requires the use of this tractor. The
tractor is leased from Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation. The lease expires October 31, 
1995. Under the existing equipment lease (Metro Contract No. 902707), Metro has the option of 

purchasing the tractor.

Metro can purchase the Caterpillar Model D5H Crawler Tractor (Serial No. 1DD043660) firom 
Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation for an amount not to exceed $48,000. The tractor has 
had excellent care. It has logged a total of 2,971 operating hours. A local Caterpillar dealer has 
assessed the value of the tractor at $80,000 to $85,000 (see attached letter fi'om The Halton ■ 
Company). It is proposed that Metro exercise the purchase option of the lease agreement vdth 
Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation and purchase the tractor for an amount not to exceed 
$48,000. It is fiirther proposed that Metro then sell the tractor through a public bidding process
to recoup most ofthe costs ofleasing the tractor for the past three years. A Request For Bid 
(RFB #95B-25-SW) is attached to Resolution No. 95-2167 as Exhibit “A”.

The Contract Review Board must exempt this purchase from the requirement of competitive 
bidding and must make findings that the purchase will not encourage favoritism or substantially 
diminish competition for public contracts and that such exemption will result in substantial cost 
savings.
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RTTnOET IMPACT

Exercising the purchase option of the lease agreement to purchase the factor for an amoxmt not 
to exceed $48,000 and selling the tractor for approximately $80,000 will recoup most of the
lease costs.

F.YF.CT mVF. OFFICER P FCOMMEND ATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No.95-2167.

RB;gbc
bark\reports\staffrpt\staf0605.rpt
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HRLTOn CAT
The Haltdn Company

June 2,1995

Mr. Jim Watkins 
Metro
Solid Waste Dept.
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Dear Jim:

The Halton Company will put a value on the Caterpillar D5H, S/N 1DD04366 
• of $80,000 to $85,000 FOB The Halton Company, Portland, Oregon,

I hope this will assist you in your appraisal of the tractor.

Sincerely,

THE HALTON COMPANY

Mike Misovetz.
Governmental Accounts Manager

MM/mp

vcc: C;-Lewis 
Metro

• V* /
* f

C-1

■■ •.

j ■:

PoftUnd 
P.O.Box 3377 
Portland. OR 97208 
(503) 288-6411 
Fax «(503) 281-9458 
1-800-452-7676

Salem
2244 Judson SE 
Salem. OR 97302 
(503)364-0602 
Fax n (503) 364-9527

The Oallee 
1238W. 2nd 
The Dalles. OR 97058 
(503) 296-4642 
Fax M (503) 296-1733

Longview
1205 Baltimore 
Longview, WA 98632 
(206)423-5760 ■'
Fax «(206) 423-5292



ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

Metro, a metropolitan service district organized under the laws of the State of Oregon 

and the 1992 Metro Charter, is selling and is soliciting bids for the sale of a Caterpillar 

Model D5H Crawler Tractor. Sealed bids must be delivered to the Solid Waste 

Department, Metro, 600 NE Grand, Portland, OR 97232-2736, to the attention of Ray 

Barker, Assistant Operations Manager, no later than 3:00 p.m., Monday, July 31,1995, 

at which time they will be publicly opened in the Metro Council Chamber Annex 

(room 363).

Potential bidders may obtain specifications and bid documents by contacting the Solid 

Waste Department located at 600 NE Grand, Portland, OR 97232-2736, or by calling 

797-1650.

Bid security in the form of a bid bond, certified check or cashier's check for $500 must 

accompany each bid submitted.

Bidders must indicate in the proposal form whether the bidder is a "resident bidder" or a 

"nonresident bidder" pursuant to ORS 279.029.

Metro may reject any bid not in compliance with all prescribed public bidding 

procedures and requirements and may reject for good cause any or all bids upon a 

finding of the agency that it is in the public interest to do so.
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REQUEST FOR BIDS

FOR

THE SALE OF ONE CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H
CRAWLER TRACTOR

(RFB #95B-25-SW)

JULY 1995

Metro
Solid Waste Department 
600 NE Grand Avenue 

Portland. OR 97232-2736 
(503) 797-1650

Printed on Recycled Paper, 30 % Post-Consumer Content, Please Recycle!
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INVITATION TO BID

Metro is selling and requesting bids for sale of the Caterpillar Model D5H Crawler 
Tractor Serial Number 1DD04366 (RFB #95-B-25-SW). Potential bidders may obtain 
bid documents by contacting the Solid Waste Department, 797-1650. Sealed bids must 
be delivered to the Solid Waste Department at Metro, 600 NE Grand, Portland, Oregon 
97232-2736, to the attention of Ray Barker, Assistant Operations Manager, no later 
than 3:00 p.m., Monday, July 31,1995, at which time they will be publicly opened and 
read in the Council Chamber.
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INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS 

DESCRIPTION OF THE WORK

In this Request for Bids Metro is selling and requesting bids for sale of one (1) 
Caterpillar Model D5H Crawler Tractor (RFB #95-B-25-SW), Serial Number 1DD04366 
(the Equipment”). Metro shall deliver the Equipment to the Successful Bidder at the 
St. Johns Landfill, 9363 N. Columbia Blvd., Portland, Oregon. The Successful Bidder 
shall be responsible for transporting the Equipment to another location. The 
Equipment has 2,971 operating hours and has received regular maintenance.

The Equipment is located at the St. Johns Landfill, 9363 N. Columbia Blvd., Portland, 
Oregon. Bidders are encouraged to inspect the Equipment and fully satisfy themselves 
as to its condition: the maintenance log is available for inspection at the landfill.
Bidders may arrange for such an inspection by calling Janell Davis at 286-9615 
(Pager 301-5966).

B|D

Bids must be enclosed in a sealed envelope and mailed or delivered to the Metro Solid 
Waste Department, 600 NE Grand, Portland, Oregon 97232-2736, Attention, (name & 
title), no later than 3:00 p.m., Monday, July 31,1995, at which time they will be publicly 
opened in the Metro Council Chamber Annex (room 363). A bid may not be submitted 
by Facsimile (FAX) transmittal.

The outside of the envelope shall plainly identify the subject of the Bid, the opening 
date, and the Bid number.

All bids must be clearly and distinctly typed or written with ink or indelible pencil. All 
blank spaces must be completed. No erasures are permitted. Mistakes must be 
crossed out and corrections typewritten or written in ink adjacent thereto, and initialed 
In ink by the party signing the Bid, or his authorized representative. ^

Written amounts shall be shown in both words and figures. Words shall govern in 
cases of discrepancy between the amounts stated in words and the amounts stated in 
figures.

All bids must be on the form furnished by Metro or they may be rejected by Metro. 
Where plans and specifications are attached to the bid, they must be returned by the 
Bidder with the bid.

REQUEST FOR BIDS FOR PURCHASE OF ONE 
CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H CRAWLER TRACTOR

JULY 1995 
RFB # 95B-25-SW
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COST OF BID

This invitation to Bid does not commit Metro to pay any costs incurred by any Bidder in 
the submission of a bid, or in making necessary studies or designs for the preparation 
thereof, or for selling the items to be sold under the invitation to bid.

ERRORS/OMISSIONS

Any Bid may be deemed non-responsive by the Procurement Officer if it is: Not on the 
Bid forms provided; contains errors or omissions, erasures, alterations, or additions of 
any kind; proposes prices which are unsolicited or obviously unbalanced; or not in 
complete conformance with any and all conditions of the bidding documents.

ADDENDA TO PLANS OR SPECIFICATIONS

Requests for additional information or interpretation of the contract documents shall be 
delivered to the Project Manager, in writing, at least five (5) business days prior to the 
Bid opening date and tirne. If, in the opinion of the Project Manager, additional 
information or interpretation is needed by the Bidders, an addendum will be issued to 
all known specification holders. The provisions of any written addenda issued by the 
Procurement Officer or Project Manager at least forty-eight (48) hours prior to the Bid 
opening date and time shall be binding upon the Bidders, and failure of a Bidder to 
obtain such addenda shall not excuse compliance therewith by the successful bidder.

MODIFICATION OF BID

An offer to modify the bid which is received from the successful Bidder after award of 
Bid which makes the terms of the Bid more favorable or advantageous to Metro will be 
considered, and may thereafter be accepted. To be effective, every modification must 
be made in writing over the signature of the Bidder.

WITHDRAWAL OF BIDS

A Bidder may withdraw its bid in person, or by written or telegraphic request which are 
received prior to the scheduled closing time for filing Bids. A bid may not be withdrawn 
by FAX. Negligence on the part of the Bidder in preparing his bid confers no right to 
withdraw the bid after the scheduled closing time for filing Bids.

LATE BID

Bids received after the scheduled closing time for filing Bids will be returned to the 
Bidder unopened, unless such closing time is extended by Metro.

REQUEST FOR BIDS FOR PURCHASE OF ONE 
CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H CRAWLER TRACTOR

JULY 1995 
RFB # 95B-25-SW
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EXECUTION

Each Bid shall give the Bidder's full business address and bear its legal signature.

Bids by partnerships must list the full name of all partners and be signed by a partner 
or agent authorized to execute the Bill of Sale on behalf of the partnership and 
identified by printed name and title.

Upon request by Metro, satisfactory evidence of the authority of the partner or officer 
shall be furnished. If the Bid is signed by an agent who is not an officer of the 
corporation or a member of the partnership, a notarized Power of Attorney must be on 
file with Metro prior to the opening of Bids or be submitted with the Bid . Without such 
notice of authority, the Bid shall be considered improperly executed, defective and 
therefore nonresponsive.

A Bid submitted by a joint venture must include a certified copy of the terms and 
conditions of the agreement creating the joint venture.

EXAMINATION OF THE EQUIPMENT

It is understood that the Bidder, before submitting a Bid, has made a careful 
examination of the specifications of the Equipment, and that it has fully informed itself 
as to the quality of the Equipment.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

A Bidder filing a bid thereby certifies that no officer, agent, or employee of Metro or 
Metro has a pecuniary interest in this Bid or has participated in contract negotiations on 
behalf of Metro; that the bid is made in good faith without fraud, collusion, or 
connection of any kind with any other Bidder for the same call for Bids; the Bidder is 
competing solely in its own behalf without connection with, or obligation to, any 
undisclosed person or firm.

BID SECURITY

All Bids must be accompanied by a Bid deposit in the form of cashier’s check or 
certified check drawn on a bank in good standing, or a Bid bond issued by a surety 
authorized to conduct such business in the state of Oregon. The deposit will be 
$500.00. The deposit shall serve as a guarantee that the Bidder will not withdraw the 

. Bid fora period of sixty (60) days after Bid opening, and if awarded the Bid will execute 
the attached Bill of Sale and purchase the Equipment as indicated herein.

REQUEST FOR BIDS FOR PURCHASE OF ONE 
CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H CRAWLER TRACTOR

JULY 1995 
RFB # 95B-25-SW
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The Attorney-in-Fact (Resident Agent) who executes any bond on behalf of the Surety 
must attach a notarized copy of his/her Power of Attorney as evidence of his/her 
authority to bind the Surety on the date of execution of the bond.

BASIS OF AWARD

The award shall be made to the responsible Bidder(s) submitting the most responsive 
Bid to Metro. Any determination of the responsible Bidder(s) submitting the most 
advantageous Bid and the award are subject to review and determination by the Metro 
Legal Counsel as to legal sufficiency of any Bid submitted. Metro reserves the right to 
reject any and/or all Bids in whole or in part, and to waive irregularities not affecting 
substantial rights.

REQUEST FOR BIDS FOR PURCHASE OF ONE 
CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H CRAWLER TRACTOR

JULY 1995 
RFB # 95B-25-SW
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GENERAL CONDITIONS

NOTICE OF AWARD

Within ten (10) calendar days after the opening of Bids, Metro will accept one of the 
Bids, or combination of Bids, or reject all Bids in accordance with the Basis of Award, 
The acceptance of the Bid will be by written Notice of Award, mailed or delivered to the 
office designated in the Bid. The Notice of Award shall not entitle the party to whom it 
is delivered to any rights whatsoever.

BILL OF SALE

The Successful Bidder shall, within ten (10) days, not including Sundays and legal 
holidays, after receiving notice of award, sign and deliver to Metro the attached Bill of 
Sale and a certified or cashier’s check in the amount of the successful bid.

BID SECURITY

Bid securities will be held until the Bill of Sale has been finally executed, after which all 
Bid securities, other than those which have been forfeited, will be returned to the 
respective Bidders whose Bid they accompanied.

The Bidder who is awarded a Bid and fails to promptly and properly execute the Bill of 
Sale and purchase the Equipment shall forfeit the Bid security that accompanied his 
Bid, and the Bid security shall be retained as liquidated damages by Metro, and it is 
agreed that this sum is a fair estimate of the amount of damages Metro will sustain in 
case the Bidder fails to enter into a Bill of Sale and purchase the Equipment as 
required herein. Bid security deposited in the form of a certified check or cashier's 
check shall be subject to the same requirements as a Bid bond.

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT

Metro will not recognize any assignment or transfer of any interest in this Bill of Sale 
without written notice to the Procurement Officer by the new vendor.

LAW OF STATE OF OREGON

This Bill of Sale is entered into within the state of Oregon, and the law of said State, 
whether substantive or procedural, shall apply and be followed with respect to this Bill 
of Sale.

REQUEST FORBIDS FOR PURCHASE OF ONE 
CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H CRAWLER TRACTOR

JULY 1995 
RFB # 95B-25-SW
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NOTICE TO ALL BIDDERS

The Bill of Sale included herein is a standard agreement approved for use by Metro's 
General Counsel. This is the Bill of Sale the successful bidder will enter into with Metro; 
it is included for review prior to submitting a bid.

REQUEST FOR BIDS FOR PURCHASE OF ONE 
CATERPILLAR MODEL D5H CRAWLER TRACTOR

JULY 1995 
RFB # 95B-25-SW
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BID FOR PURCHASE OF TRACTOR

The legal signature on the signature page binds the Bidder to the foiiowing bid:

This bid is for one (1) Caterpillar Model D5H Crawler Tractor, Serial Number 1DD04366 (the 
“Equipment”), which is further described in paragraph 1 in the Instructions to Bidders 
section of this Request for Bids (RFB). Metro shall deliver the Equipment to the Successful 
Bidder at the St. Johns Landfill, 9363 N. Columbia Blvd., Portland, Oregon. The Successful 
Bidder shall be responsible for transporting the Equipment to another location.

TOTAL BID 
AMOUNT: Dollars ($_

(Words) (Figures)

BID FORMS - PAGE 1 OF 3
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BIDDER REPRESENTS/CERTIFIES/ACKNOWLEDGES AS PART OF THIS OFFER THAT:
■ mi i ■ hi i ■ i —pp—■ mmi —■ ■ ■ m ■■ ■ mi i ii —I' i ■ ~

(Check or complete all applicable boxes or blocks.)

1.

NA

5.

6.

BID BOND: Bidder has complied with Metro's requirements for $500.00 bid surety and 
guarantees that this bid is irrevocable for the period specified herein;

PERFORMANCE BOND: Cost of the Bond, if required, will be:
___________________________________  ($_____ __). This amount will be reimbursed
by Metro over and above the contract bid price.

CONFUCT OF INTEREST: Bidder hereby certifies that no officer, agent, or employee of 
Metro has participated on behalf of Metro in preparation of this bid, that the bid is made in 
good faith without fraud, collusion, or connection of any kind with any other Bidder for the 
same work, and the Bidder is competing solely in its own behalf without connection or 
obligation to any undisclosed person or firm.

RESIDENT/NON-RESIDENT: Undersigned Bidder states that it is a _ resident or__non­
resident of the state of Oregon. State in which Bidder resides:__________ .

TYPE OF BUSINESS ORGANIZATION: Bidder operates as _ an individual, _ a
corporation, incorporated under the laws of the state of_______________ ,__a non-profit
organization,__a partnership. (If partnership, list/attach names of the partners)

OREGON LICENSE: If a corporation, _ it is, or_ is not, licensed with Oregon Corporation 
Commission.

REGISTRATION NO:NA_ ____________________
_ 7.
___ DOING BUSINESS AS: Provide any assumed names utilized:
8.
FIRM OR CORPORATION NAME: ____________________________

with Construction Contractors Board.

NAME OF LOCAL REPRESENTATIVE: 

MAILING ADDRESS: ______________ •

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 
FAX NUMBER:

STREET
AREA CODE ( ) 
AREA CODE ( )

CIPi' STATE ZIP

NAME AND TITLE OF PERSON AUTHORIZED TO 
CONTRACT/SIGN OFFER (TYPE OR PRINT)

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED PERSON:

NOTE If Bidder desires to make an offer, but cannot sign Bill of Sale, attach letter of explanation 
re: who will sign and time required for authorized signature.
Proposals must be enclosed in a sealed envelope, endorsed on the outside, indicate the bid subject. 
Request for Bid number and opening date, and delivered to Metro on or before the date and time of 
the bid opening. (See Instructions to Bidders)

BID FORMS - PAGE 2 OF 3
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BID BOND

BOND NO.__
AMOUNT: $. 500.00

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that, 
hereinafter called the PRINCIPAL, and '

a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of 
place of business at

having its principal
in the state of.

and authorized to do business in the state of Oregon, as SURETY, are held and firmly bound 
unto Metro, hereinafter called the OBLIGEE, in the penal sum of FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS 
($500,00), for the payment of which we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, 
successors, and assigns, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents.

THE CONDITION OF THIS PRINCIPAL IS SUCH THAT:
WHEREAS the PRINCIPAL is herewith submitting a BID FOR purchase of a Caterpillar Model 
D5H Crawler Tractor, said Bid, by reference thereto, being hereby made a part hereof.

NOW, THEREFORE, if the Bid submitted by the PRINCIPAL is accepted, and the Bid awarded 
to the PRINCIPAL, and if the PRINCIPAL shall execute the proposed Bill of Sale and shall 
furnish any bond(s) required by the Contract Documents within the time fixed by the. 
Documents, then this obligation shall be void; if the PRINCIPAL shall fail to execute the 
proposed Bill of Sale and furnish the bond(s), the SURETY hereby agrees to pay to the 
OBLIGEE the penal sum as liquidated damages, within ten (10) days of such failure.

Signed and sealed this____day of July 1995.

PRINCIPAL
By:

By:
SURETY

Attomey-in-Fact

BID FORMS - PAGE 3 OF 3
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EXHIBIT A

Bill OF Sale

In consideration 
($.

of the purchase price of _______________ _________________ Dollars
j, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, Metro hereby conveys to Buyer

all its right, titie and interest in and to the Caterpillar Model D5H Crawler Tractor Serial Number 1DD04366 
(the “Equipment*), and shall deliver the Equipment to Buyer at the St. Johns Landfill, 9363 N. Columbia 
Blvd., Portland, Oregon. Buyer shall be responsible for transporting the Equipment to another location.

Buyer purchased the Equipment in its current condition, “AS IS, WITH ALL FAULTS." Metro makes no 
representations, warranties or guarantees of any nature, express or implied, and WITHOUT LIMITING THE 
GENERALITY OF THE FOREGOING, SELLER MAKES NO WARRANTIES WITH RESPECT TO THE 
QUALITY, CONTENT, CONDITION, MERCHANTIBIUTY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE 
OF THE EQUIPMENT.

Buyer acknowledges that it has fully inspected the Equipment and fully satisfied itself as to the condition of
__ _ .... a. .■ .1 . _ . ■ ■ . I. _ 1 •» I 4m mm W AMm4 a

Metro’s invitation.

METRO

Signature Signature

Print name and tHIe Print name and title

Date Date

S:\SHARBBARKVC0NTRACT\RFBS\TRACT09S. RFB 
06/07/95 2:49 PM
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MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING 

June 22, 1995 

Council Chamber

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

Councilors Absent: Susan McLain

Presiding Officer McFarland called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM.

Presiding Officer McFarland indicated that Councilor McLain made a formal request to vote 
by telephone on certain items this evening, and is entitled to do so, however, ongoing 
attempts to reach her by telephone have been unsuccessful so far.

1. INTRODUCTIONS

None.

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

Aleta Woodruff appeared before the Council to commend Councilor Washington for his 
successful efforts to save Kennedy Elementary School from destruction. Councilor 
Washington, in turn expressed thanks to the McMenarriin brothers for their efforts.

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS/COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

Presiding Officer McFarland reported on the Oregon Supreme Court's decision to vacate 
Judge Johnson's decision in the case of Metro v. Cusma.

Councilor Monroe reported that a legal decision gives Mid-County Library 99 parking 
spaces; no parks space will be required for library parking. This overturns the decision of 
the Portland Planning Department. This issue can be revisited in two years if 99 spaces are 
determined to be inadequate.

Merrie Waylett, Director of Government and Public Affairs, appeared before the Council to 
present an award from the National Association of Regional Councils. Metro won the 
Distinguished Achievement Award based upon Metro's Region 2040 tabloid, video, and 
other items.

4. CONSENT AGENDA

Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington approval of the Consent 
Agenda. In a vote of those Councilors present, the motion passed unanimously.
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5. ORDINANCES - FIRST READINGS

5.1 Ordinance No. 95-609. Relating to Doing Business with Former Metro Officials.
Amending the Metro Code, and Declaring an Emergency

Ordinance No. 95-609 was referred to the Regional Facilities Committee. A copy of the 
Ordinance is included as part of the meeting record.

5.2 Ordinance No. 95-608. Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and Appropriations
Schedule to Reflect Expected Operational Needs at Metro Washington Park Zoo, and
Declaring an Emergency

Kathy Kiaunis, Assistant Zoo Director, reported on Ordinance No. 95-608, which would 
authorize budget adjustments to the Zoo Operating Fund totaling $3,000 from the 
Contingency Fund. A copy of the Ordinance is included as part of the meeting record.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Ordinance No. 95-608. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

The Ordinance was referred to the June 29, 1995 Council meeting.

6. ORDINANCE - SECOND READINGS

6.1 Ordinance No. 95-603. Amending the FY .1994-95 Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule to Reflect Increased Concessions at the Convention Center and Increased Parking
at the Expo Center

Motion: Councilor Washington moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for adoption 
of Ordinance No 95-603.

Councilor Washington reported briefly on Ordinance No. 95-603, which would adjust the 
Oregon Convention Center Operating Fund and the Regional Parks and Expo Fund to reflect 
operating increases that the Convention Center and Expo. A copy of the Ordinance is 
included as part of the meeting record.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Ordinance No. 95-603. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Vote: Councilors McCaig, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, Kvistad, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor and the 
motion passed unanimously.
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6.2 Ordinance No. 95-587. For the Purpose of Adopting the Annual Budget for FY
■1995-96, Making Appropriations.and Levying Ad Valorem Taxes, and Declaring an
Emergency

Motion: Councilor McCaig moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of Ordinance No. 95-587.

Councilor McCaig made brief comments in review of Ordinance No. 95-587, which would 
adopt the FY 1995-96 budget. A copy of the Ordinance is included as part of the meeting 
record.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Ordinance No. 95-587. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Attempts to reach Councilor McLain by telephone were unsuccessful. ‘
>

Vote: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McCaig, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilor Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 
5/1 in favor and the mo tion passed.

6.3 Ordinance No. 95-596. Amending the FY 1994-95 Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule for the Purpose of Adopting the FY 1994-95 Supplemental Budget and Declaring
an Emergency

Motion: Councilor McCaig moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of Ordinance No. 95-596.

Councilor McCaig briefly reviewed the Ordinance, which would amend the FY 1994-95 
Budget in order to adopt the supplemental budget. A copy of the Ordinance is included as 
part.of the meeting record.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No.one appeared to speak with 
regard to Ordinance No. 95-596. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Vote: Councilors Monroe, Washington, Kvistad, McCaig,- Morissette, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor and the 
motion passed unanimously.

7. RESOLUTIONS

7.1 Resolution No. 95-2170. For the Purpose of Making Citizen Appointments to the
Transportation Policy Alternative Committee

Motion: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McCaig for adoption of 
Resolution No 95-2170.
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Councilor Monroe briefly addressed the resolution which would confirm the appointments 
of Steven Abouaf, Dennis Bridges, and Chris Kopca as citizen representatives to the 
Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee, and would appoint Judy Fessler to complete 
the unexpired term of David Bragdon.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Resolution No. 95-2170. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Vote: Councilors Washington, Kvistad, McCaig, Morissette, Monroe, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 6/0 and the motion passed 
unanimously.

7.2 Resolution 95-2169. Authorizing the Issuance of Three Series of General Obligation
Bonds (Open Spaces Program) in the Principal Amount of Not to Exceed $135.600.000 for
the Purpose of Financing the Acquisition and Improvements of Various Parcels of Land as
Part of Metro's Open Spaces Program, and Providing for Related Matters

Motion: Councilor McCaig moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for adoption of 
Resolution No. 95-2169.

Councilor McCaig gave a brief presentation on Resolution No. 95-2169, which would 
authorize issuance of $135.6 million of Open Spaces General Obligation bonds.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Resolution No. 95-2169. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Vote: Councilors Kvistad, McCaig, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor and the 
motion passed unanimously.

7.3 Resolution No. 95-2168. For the Purpose of Authorizing the Extension of the 
Existing Contract with Stoelflives Bolev Jones and Grey for Bond Counsel Services Until
December 21. 1995

Motion: Councilor McCaig moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of Resolution No. 95-2168.

Councilor McCaig gave a brief presentation on Resolution No. 95-2168, which would 
amend the existing contract with Stoel Rives Boley, et. al. to extend the contract to 
December 31, 1995, and increase the maximum amount payable to $200,000 in order to 
secure bond counsel services for the Open Spaces Program general obligation bonds.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Resolution No. 95-2168. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.
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Vote: Councilors McCaig, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, Kvistad, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor and the 
motion passed unanimously.

7.4 Resolution No. 95-2167, For the Purpose of Authorizing an Exemption to Metro 
Code Chapter 2.04.041(c). Competitive Bidding Procedures, and Authorizing the Purchase
of a Crawler Tractor from Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation, and Authorizing the
Sale of the Tractor Through a Public Bidding Process

Motion: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of Resolution No. 95-2167.

Councilor Kvistad gave a brief presentation on Resolution No. 95-2167, which would 
authorize the purchase of a Crawler Tractor from Caterpillar Financial Services Corporation.

Presiding Officer McFarland opened a public hearing. No one appeared to speak with 
regard to Resolution No. 95-2167. Presiding Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Vote: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, Kvistad, McCaig, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor McLain was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor and the 
motion passed unanimously.

8. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

Councilor Monroe distributed copies of staff report recommendations for the $27 million 
urban arterial allocations. There will be a joint session of the Council and JPACT on 
Wednesday, June 28, to conduct a public hearing on these recommendations.

Councilor McCaig thanked Council staff member Lindsey Ray for her assistance in making 
the budget process run smoothly.

9. LEGISLATIVE ITEMS

None.

There being no further business before the Council, Presiding Officer McFarland adjourned 
the meeting at 7:48 PM.

Prepared by.

Lindsey Ray,
Council Assistant
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

RELATING TO THE OFFICE OF THE METRO 
AUDITOR, AMENDING THE METRO CODE, 
AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

ORDINANCE NO. 95-610

Introduced by 
Councilor Don Morissette

THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Chapter 2.14, Metro Auditor, is hereby added to the Metro Code. 

2.14.010 Independence

The office of auditor is an elected position defined by the 1992 Metro Charter with 

specific duties including the requirement to make continuous investigations of the operations 

of Metro. These investigations include financial and performance audits. The auditor is 

required to make reports to the Metro council and executive officer with recommendations 

for action.

The office of auditor consists of the Metro auditor and such subordinate employees as 

the council may provide. The auditor has neither a management nor a policy role, rather the 

auditor provides independent and objective information about Metro programs and services. 

The functions of the auditor include financial as well as performance audits of all 

departments, offices, commissions, activities and operations of Metro and reports regarding 

compliance with adopted laws, policies and sound fiscal practices.

The office of auditor will adhere to government auditing standards in conducting its 

work and will be considered independent as defined by those standards. The auditor will 

strive to assure maximum coordination between its function and the audit needs of Metro 

including the council and executive officer.
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2.14,020 Funding

In each annual budget sufficient funds and personnel shall be provided by the Metro 

council to carry out the responsibilities specified herein.

2.14.030 Audit Schedule

Each year the auditor shall submit an annual plan to the Metro council for review and 

comment. The plan shall include the departments, commissions, activities, functions and 

offices scheduled for audit during the year. This plan may be amended during the year as 

deemed necessary by the auditor. However, additional resources not authorized in the annual 

budget may not be utilized without council approval. Additionally, the auditor may 

spontaneously initiate and conduct any other audit deemed necessary to undertake with 

notification to the council prior to conducting the audit.

In the selection of audit areas, the determination of audit scope and timing of audit 

work, the auditor should consult with federal, state, local jurisdiction auditors, and 

independent auditors so the desirable audit coverage is provided and audit effort may be 

properly coordinated.

The Metro council and executive officer may request that the auditor perform special 

audits that are not included in the annual audit schedule. Such audits will be considered by 

the auditor taking into account available resources and audit priorities. The final decision 

regarding the audit schedule shall remain with the auditor.

Special audit reports will be handled the same as regular audit reports, except that in 

personnel matters of a confidential nature, reporting on results may be limited to the 

executive officer and the presiding officer of Metro.
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2.14.040 Scope of Audits

(a) The auditor shall conduct financial and performance audits to independently 

determine whether;

(1) Activities and programs being implemented have been authorized by 

Metro Charter or Code, state law or applicable federal law regulations;

(2) Activities and programs are being conducted as prescribed by the 

council and executive officer to accomplish the objectives intended by 

the Metro Charter or Code, state law or applicable federal law or 

regulations;

(3) Activities or programs efficiently and effectively serve the purpose 

intended by the Metro Charter, Code, state law or applicable federal 

law or regulations;

(4) Activities and programs are being conducted and funds expended in
C

compliance with applicable laws;

(5) Revenues are being properly collected, deposited and accounted for;

(6) Resources, including funds, property and personnel, are adequately 

safeguarded, controlled and used in a faithful, effective and efficient. 

manner;

(7) Financial and other reports are being provided that disclose fairly and 

fully all information that is required by law, that is necessary to 

ascertain the nature and scope of programs and activities and that is 

necessary to establish a proper basis for evaluating the programs and 

activities;
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(8) There are adequate operating and administrative procedures and 

practices, systems or accounting internal control systems and internal 

management controls which have been established by management; or

(9) There are indications of fraud, abuse or illegal acts which need further 

investigation.

(b) Audits shall be conducted in accordance with government auditing standards 

applicable to financial and performance audits.

2.14.050 Access to Records and Property

All officers and employees of Metro shall furnish the auditor with requested 

information and records within their custody regarding powers, duties, activities, 

organization, property, financial transactions and method of business required to conduct an 

audit or otherwise perform audit duties. In addition, they shall provide access for the auditor 

to inspect all property, equipment and facilities within their custody. If such officers or 

employees fail to produce the aforementioned information, then the auditor may cause a 

search to be made and exhibits to be taken from any book, paper or record of any such 

official or employee, excepting personal information, and every office having the custody of 

such records shall make a search and forward such requested exhibits to the auditor.

2.14.060 Audit Reports

Each audit conducted by the auditor shall result in a written report. These final audit 

reports shall be made available to the public. The final audit report will include the written 

comments of the reviewed entity (for fact verification only) before it is released to the 

public. The auditor shall provide the final report to the presiding officer and the executive 

officer prior to releasing the report to the public.
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Section 2. This Ordinance being necessary for the health, safety, or welfare of the 

Metro area, for the reason that it is needed to immediately define the office of auditor so that 

the auditor may function with the full authority provided by this Ordinance, an emergency is 

declared to exist and the Ordinance takes effect upon passage.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this____ day of_____________ , 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

ATTEST: Approved as to Form:

Recording Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel

rpj
1238
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2.14.070 Responses to Audit Reports

The auditor shall furnish a final draft of each audit report to the audited entity for 

review and comment before it is released. The responsible official may respond in writing to 

the auditor’s recommendations within 10 working days, or at the auditor’s discretion, a 

longer time frame may be specified. If a timely response is not received the auditor shall so 

note at the time the report is released.

2.14.080 External Audits

Subject to the requirements of the Metro Code pertaining to contracts, the auditor 

shall appoint external Certified Public Accountants to conduct certified financial statement 

audits, as specified by state or local law. The auditor shall coordinate and monitor the 

conduct of and the responses to external financial statement audits. The auditor shall work 

toward the elimination of duplicative audit work through cooperation with state, federal and 

external auditors. The auditor may also, within budgeted appropriations, contract with other 

professionals to assist in the performance of the audit function. The auditor will coordinate 

and monitor audit related assistance provided by such professionals.

2.14.090 Report of Irregularities

If the auditor detects apparent violations of law or apparent instances of malfeasance, 

or nonfeasance by an officer or employee or information that indicates derelictions may be 

reasonably anticipated, the auditor shall report the irregularities to the presiding officer of the 

Metro council and the executive officer. If the irregularity is potentially criminal in nature, 

the auditor shall notify the District Attorney, when appropriate, in addition to those 

previously cited.
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