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PLACE;
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Time *
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(5 min.) 

(5 min.)

2:15 PM 
(5 min.)
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6. 

6.1

METRO COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 
January 4, 1996 
Thursday 
2:00 p.m.
Council Chamber

Presenter

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

INTRODUCTIONS 

CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS 

CONSENT AGENDA

Consideration of Minutes for the December 7, 14, and 21, 1995 Metro Council 
Meeting. . /V7 \j^

A L/T^J /A
RESOLUTIONS

Resolution No. 96-2259, For the Purpose of Reorganizing the Metro Council ^ McFarland

Resolution No. 95-2244, For the Purpose of Amending Urban Reserve Study 
Areas , _ |

McL^

ORDINANCES - FIRST READINGS

Ordinance No. 96-629, Amending the FY 1995-96 Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule to Reflect a Necessary Repair at Metro Washington Park Zoo and 
Declaring an Emergency

Washington

7. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

ADJOURN

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.

R^cychd Paper



AGENDA ITEM: 4.1 
MEETING DATE: January 4,1995

Consideration of Minutes for the December 7, 14, and 21, 1995 Metro Council 
Meeting.

Minutes for the December 7,14, and 21,1995 Metro Council meetings were not available at the time this 
packet was printed. They will be available at the January 4,1995 meeting prior to approval and adoption.



AGENDA ITEM: 5.1 
MEETING DATE: January 4,1995

Resolution No. 96-2259, For the Purpose of Reorganizing the Metro Council

The final draft of Resolution No. 96-2259 was not available at the time this packet was printed. Copies 
will be provided at the January 4,1995 Metro Council meeting.



AGENDA ITEM: 5.2 
MEETING DATE: January 4,1995

Resolution No. 95-2244, For the Purpose of Amending Urban Reserve Study 
Areas



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING ) 
URBAN RESERVE STUDY AREAS )

)
)

RESOLUTION NO. 95-2244 

Introduced by Councilor McLdn

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 94-2040C established a 2040 Growth Concept proposal 

that included initial urban reserve study areas for further analysis; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 94-2040C anticipated that adoption of an amended 

Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives (RUGGO) ordinance including the 2040 

Growth Concept text and map would be completed at the same time in 1995 that final urban 

reserves would be designated; and

WHEREAS, Analysis to date indicates a need to revise urban reserve study areas for 

continued study prior to designation of final urban reserves; and

WHEREAS, Maintaining these study areas on 2040 Growth Concept maps is helpful 

for illustrative purposes prior to designation of final urban reserves; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That the urban reserve study areas indicated in Exhibit MA" attached shall be 

the subject of Metro’s continued study for possible designation as urban reserve areas 

consistent with the Land Conservation and Development Commission’s Urban Reserve Rule.

Page 1 - Resolution No. 95-2244



2. That Metro’s continued study of these areas does riot preclude presentation of 

any better case or better data relating to designation of certain of these study areas or other 

areas as urban reserve areas prior to Metro’s designation decision.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this____ day of _ 1995.

J. Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer

Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, General Counsel

kaj
1250

Page 2 - Resolution No. 95-2244



Urban Reserve Study Area Criteria

The Growth Management Committee, a subcommittee of the full Metro Council agreed at their 
November 2, 1995 meeting with the staff recommendation for urban reserve study area criteria 
(which primarily follows the State Urban Reserve Rule which in turn cites factors 3 through 7 
of State Goal 14, Urbanization) as follows:

a) Factor 3 - “Orderly and economic provision of public facilities and services".. (Proximity .. 
to the UGB and Access.to Aiterials were used to quantify this factor);

b) Factor 4 - “Maximum efficiency of land uses within and on the fringe of the existing urban 
area" (Proximity to Urban Centers was used to quantify this factor);

c) Factor 5 - “Environmental, energy, economic and social consequences" (Terrain, 
floodplains, wetlands and riparian areas were mapped to quantify this factor);

d) Factor 6 - “Retention of agricultural land as defined, with Class I beign the highest priority 
for retention and Class IV the lowest priority; “ (Soil classification and exception lands were 
used for this factor);

e) Factor 7 - “Compatibility of the proposed urban uses with nearby agricultural activities" 
(existence of a natural barrier - watercourse, change in terrain, etc. was used to quantify this 
factor);

f) from the Metro Regional Urban Growth Goals and Objectives (RUGGO), we included a 
consideration of separation of community;'

g) from the RUGGO we included a consideration of a balance of jobs and housing.

h) a policy of no net gain in Urban Reserve Study Areas (if new areas arc added, an equal 
amount is deleted) is recommended. In addition, a no net gain policy in EFU lands is 
recommended.

Urban Reserve Study Area Report - December 4, 1995 18
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Sites Sorted by Quadrangle
Site No. Proponent

K2 Councilor Kvistad 
46 Balodis 
107 Meyer 
42 Graham/Stanley 
113 Petitioners (or Cooper Mtn.
63 City of Oregon City
79 Rumgay 
62 Sorbets
53 CDA
54 Martin/Oalenberg
57 Emmert International

115 Calderwood
116 Calderwood 
K10 Councilor Kvistad 
81 Patton
65 Wilkinson 
110 Wilkinson 
109 Van Dyke
49 City of Cornelius
47 VanOomelen 
108 Taghon
48 City of Cornelius 
68 - Nordquist
K7 Councilor Kvistad
77 Grantor Development
70 Levris
71 Oberhelmen 
67 Sandring
51 Grossed 
56 Leu
43 Oberhelman
44 Peng 
61 Collier
66 Smith 
60 Riechen
78 White
K6 Councilor Kvistad 
73 Petersen 
SO Brock/Hoff 
111 Wanzenreid

Page No. Acres Quadrangle Proximity Access
toUGB to Arterials

472 Beaverton 1557 12
85 9 Beaverton 673 13

264 267 Beaverton 635 9
57,369 16 Beaverton 417 5

510 306 Beaverton 1097 6
768 609 Canby 4230 13
644 1 Canby 60 13
282 172 Canby 681 15
154 170 Damascus 1041 10
196 20 Damascus . 14686 15
243 605 Damascus 6353 16
74 6,705. Damascus 9286 12
74 5,047 Damascus 3871 14

4,777 Damascus 11292 12
762 .190 Damascus 1196 2
388 236 Forest Grove 3030 19
388 47 Forest Grove 1450 17

362, 309 65 Forest Grove 561 16
130 241 Forest Grove 1209 2
117 79 Forest Grove 3406 16
295 46 Forest Grove 1731 18
129 65 Forest Grove 562 16
431 14 Gladstone . 265 1

676 Gladstone 1650 12
495 157 Gladstone 777 8
442 35 Hillsboro 595 19

. 441 17 Hillsboro 436 19
428. 76 Hillsboro 1426 18
141 47 Hillsboro 5214 10

220,274 38 Hillsboro 6036 14
59 3 Hillsboro ' 390 19
80 3 Hillsboro 416 19

280 16 Hillsboro 6088 ' 18
421 48 Hillsboro 2731 15
270 ■ 23 Hillsboro Linnton 4810 19
634 570 Lake Osweg Canby 2782 17

1,873 Lake Oswego 2122 12
472 43 Lake Oswego 300. 10

137, 596 564 Lake Oswego 1953 10
272. 427 794 Linnton 1669 12

Proximity 
to Centers

4 
6 
8
5 
8 
3 
3
3 
5 
1 
2
4 
8
3
4
4
5
3 
5 
5
4
3 

10
7
8
4
5 . 
4
3 
2
4 
4 
2 
2 
2
4
5 
8
6 
6

Terrain
(slope)

9%
12%
5%

11%
15%
10%
16%
7%

17%
2%
4%
7%
7%
7%

23%
1%
2%
4%
2%
1%
2%
4%

26%
12%
16%

. 0% 
1% 
3% 
5% 
7% 
1% 
1% 
7% 
3% 
4% 
7% 

11% 
13%

• 11% 
7%

Floodplain Wetlands Soil Classification % EFU 
(*‘4) (%) Major Best

0.00% 2.97% 2
0.00% 0.00% 3

16.10% 3.75% 2
0.00% 0.00% 4
0.00% 2.29% 3
0.00% 1.48% 3
0.00% 0.00% 3
8.72% 4.65% 2
0.00% 0.00% 3
0.00% 0.00% 4

22.15% 10.58% 2
1.00% 0.09% 3
1.64% Z58% 3
0.00% 0.06% 3
0.00% 0.00% e

12.29% ' 0.00% 2
4.26% 4.26% 2

35.38% 0.00% 3
32.37% 2.90% 2
8.66% ZS3% 2

17.39% 0.00% 2 1
35.38% 0.00% 3 1
0.00% 0.00% 4

28.20% 9.02% 2
0.00% 0.00% 4 3
0.00% . 8.57% 2
0.00% 11.76% . 2

17.11% 5.26% 2 1
27.66% 8.51% 3 2
15.79% 0.00% 3 2
0.00% 13.33% 2
0.00% 13.33% 2
0.00% 0.00% 3

16.67% 4.17% 2 1
8.70% 0.00% 3 2
7.02% 5.26% 2 •
5.07% 7.26% 3 2
0.00% 0.00% 3
0.00% 7.45% 3 2
8.31% 3.02% 3 2

50.65%
0.00%
0.00%

> 0.00% 
0.00% 
3.78% 
0.00% 

100.00% 
88.24% 

100.00% 
64.46% 
41.34% 
8.50% 

50.81% 
0.00% 

74.15% 
76.60% 
98.46% 
09.17% 

100.00% 
100.00% 
98.46% 
0.00% 

13.58% 
0.00% < 

20.00% 
100.00% 
98.68% 

100.00% 
100.00% ' 
100.00% 
100.00% 
100.00% 
100.00% 
100.00% 

0.00% 
40.95% 
95.35% 
93.97% 
56.93%

% Exception

46.61% 
100.00% 
93.63% 
94.44% 
94.44% 
93.76% 

100.00% 
0.00% 
6.82% 
0.00% 

33.55% 
52.69% 
84.66% 
44.00% 

100.00% 
23.73% 
23.40% 

1.54% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
1.54% 

100.00% 
78.65% 
98.73% 
77.14% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 

95.44% 
50.83% 
0.00% 
2.66% 

40.81%

Jobs/Housing 
TownCU. Regional 

-1.08 .0.3
.0.66 
-0.66 

-0.9 
^).97 
-0.48 
-0.15 
0.62 

-0.18
-1.06

•1
-1
-1
-1
■1

.0.51
-0.51
4)51
•0.51
41.28
-0.51
-0.51

-1
4).08
-0.24
-0.15
-0.15
-0.15
41.41
-0.41
41.15
-0.15
-0.41
41.41
-0.41
-0.15
-0.54
-0.76
-0.76
-0.86

-0.3 
-0.3 
-0.3 
-0.3 

-0.43 
-0.3 
-0.3 

41.39 
-0.39 
41.43 
-0.39 
-0.39 
-0.39 
•0.43 
-0.28 
-0.28 
41.28 
•0.28 
-0.28 
-0.28 
-0.28 
-0.43 
-0.43 
•0.43 
-0.28 
-0.28 
-0.28 
-0.28 
-0.28 
41.26 
•0.28 
41.28 ■ 
•0.26 
-0.28 
•0.3 
•0.3 
•0.3 
-0.3 
-0.3



Site No. Proponent

106 Old Germantown Neighborhood 
72 Zahler 

Angel 
Homes
Councilor Kvislad 

112 Haram 
K9 Councilor Kvistad 

Segel
Councilor Kvistad .
Hanauet 
Hill
City olWilsonvilla 
City of Wilsonville 
Oyches 
HaertI
Councilor Kvistad 
Councilor Kvistad 
Hill
Councilor Kvistad 
City of Wilsonville

102 City of Wilsonville
103 City of Wilsonville 

Dane 
Larsen.
Aden 
Brush
Builders Group Realty 

114 Reynolds
104 City of Wilsonville 

Matrix Development 
Harford/Bobosky

75
80
K8

45
K1
64
105
39
40 
58 
55 
K4 
K3
41 
K5 
101

82
76
84
63
59

74
'69

Page No. Acres Quadrangle Proximity Access . Pro.ximity Terrain Floodplain Wetlands Soil Classification % EFU % Exception Jobs/Housing
toUGB to Arterlals to Centers (slope) (%) (%) Major Best Town Ctr. Regional249, 326 317 Unnton 2051 12 7 6% 4.73% 4.42% 3 2 94.32% 0.63% -0.84 -0.3452 244 Unnton 2498 10 6 9% 0.00% 4.51% 3 2 95.90% 0.00% •0.84 -0.3

782 44 Unnton 334 10 6 16% 0.00% 0.00% 6 3 95.45% 0.00% -0.51 -0.3664 62 Unnton 652 17 10 5% 22.58% 3.23% 3 2 98.39% 0.00% -0.84 -0.31,947 Oregon City 7779 16 2 5% 2.05% 2.72% 2 0.01% 96.30% •0.48 -0.43471 1,030 Oregon City 2456 17 3 4% 0.00% 0.10% 2 2 3.69% 90.29% -0.48 -0.431,049 Sandy 4084 17 3 5% 0.00% 0.00% 3 33.08% 61.49% -0.18 -0.3983 44 Scholls 4186 18 4 2% 0.91% 0.00% 2 100.00% 0.00% -0.15 -0.28557 Scholls 3124 15 4 3% 7.00% 5.92% 2 94.97% • 4.13% •0.3 -0.3287 183 Scholls 2164 17 4 3% 8.74% 6.01% 2 91.60% 8.20% -0.52 -0.28157 282 Scholls Beaverto 936 1 5 8% b.00% 0.00% 3 2 0.35% 92.20% •0.9 -0.39 34 Sherwood • ■ 531 14 0 10% • 0.00% 5.88% 2 35.29% 64.71% 0.62 -0.39 31 Sherwood Canby 390 10 2 17% 0.00% 22.56% 6 2 1.29% 100.00% 0.62 -0.3245 47 Sherwood 552 17 1 7% 6.38% 0.00% 2 1 100.00% 0.00% 0.62 -0.3200, 459 722 Sherwood 3109 11 0 11% 1.94% 4.99% 2 59.70% 38.09% -0.5 -0.3123 Sherwood 1170 16 0 3% 59.35% 6.50% 2 60.98% 36.59% 0.62 -0.3
632 Sherwood 1251 -15 1 7% 8.70% 5.22% 2 31.17% 62.97% -0.5 -0.3IS 24 Sherwood 599 17 3 5% 0.00% 0.00% 3 2 100.00% 0.00% -0.5 -0.3212 Sherwood Canby 1290 15 0 7% 0.00% 5.66% 2 89.53% .0.00% 0.62 -0.39 119 Sherwood 2462 18 0 6% 0.00% 5.04% 2 16.81% 78.15% 0.62 -0.39 . .100 Sherwood 916 19 1 3% 62.00% 10.00% 3 1 100.00% 1.00% 0.62 -0.39 47 Sherwood ■ 329 .15 1 9% 0.00% 0.00% 2 4.26% 05.74% 0.62 -0.3763 58 Sherwood 779 16 4 7% 20.69% 17.24% 2 100.00% 0.00% •0.5 -0.3487 115 Sherwood Canby 1376 15 0 7% 0.00% 7.83% 3 2 98.26% 0.00% 0.62 -0.3842 51 Sherwood Canby 963 10 1 8% 0.00% 7.84% 2 100.00% 0.00% 0.62 -0.3284 10 Sherwood 251 18 5 8% 10.00% 0.00% 4 2 100.00% 0.00% -0.5 -0.3246 62 Sherwood Newberg 1331 16 2 7% 0.00% 0.00% 2 100.00% . 0.00% -0.5 -0.3547 191 Sherwood 743 18 4 5% 0.16% 0.31% 2 1 27.75% 69.11% -0.5 -0.3126 188 Sherwood 710 17 1 3% 2.66% 2.13% 2 1 93.62% 0.00% 0.62 -0.3478 11 Sherwood . 260 7 1 7% 9.09% 9.09% 4 2 0.00% 100.00%. 0.22 -0.3434 11 Sherwood 1506 19 0 2% 72.73% 9.09% 3 2 . 100.00% 0.00% 0.62 -0.3
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December 21,. 1995 
Sorted by Quadrangle

n c i 1
tudy Areas

Site Site Map Book Quadrangle Total URSA Vote Supplemental
No. Proponent Page Location Acres Status In - Out Information

K2 Councilor Kvistad Beaverton 472 out 2-4 exception land in
46 Balodis 85 Beaverton 9 in 6-0
107 Meyer 264 Beaverton 267 in 6-0 .
42 Graham / Stanley 57,369 Beaverton 18 in 6-0 voted with Parcel 46
113 Petitioners for Cooper Mountain 510 Beaverton 306 in 5-0-A

83 City of Oregon City 768 Canby 609 out 2-4
79 Rumgay 644 Canby 1 undecided
62 Sorbets 282 Canby 172 out 0-5-A

53 CDA 154 Damascus 170 in 6-0
54 . Martin / Dalenberg 196 Damascus 20 out 0-6
57 Emmert International 243 Damascus 605 out . 1-5
115 Calderwood 74 Damascus 6705 in 3-3 portion not included in KIO
116 Calderwood 74 Damascus 5047 in 6-0
KIO Councilor Kvistad Damascus 4777 out 0-6
81 Patton 762 Damascus 190 in based on 12/7/95 vote

65 Wilkinson 388 Forest Grove 236 out 0-6
110 Wilkinson 388. Forest Grove 47 out 0-6
109 Van Dyke 362, 309 Forest Grove 65 out 3-3
49 City of Cornelius 130 Forest Grove 241 out 0-6
47 Van Domelen 117 Forest Grove 79 out 0-6
108 Taghom 295 Forest Grove 46 out 0-6
48 City of Cornelius 129 Forest Grove 65 out 3-3
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December 21,1995 
Sorted by Quadrangle

n
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1
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Site
No.

Site
Proponent

Map Book 
Page

Quadrangle
Location

Total
Acres

URSA
Status

Vote
In - Out

Supplemental
Information

68 Nordquist 431 Gladstone 14 in 5-1
K7 Councilor Kvistad Gladstone 876 out 3-3
77 Gramor Development 495 Gladstone 157 in 6-0

70 Lewis 442 Hillsboro 595 in 6-0
71 Oberhelmen 441 Hillsboro 436 in 4-2 voted with Parcels 43 & 44
67 Sandring 428 Hillsboro 1426 out 3-3
51 Grossen 141 Hillsboro 5214 out 0-6
56 Leu 220,274 Hillsboro 6036 out 0-6
43 Oberhelmen 59 Hillsboro 390 in 4-2
44 Peng 80 Hillsboro 418 in 4-2
61 Collier 280 Hillsboro 6088 out 0-6
66 Smith 421 Hillsboro 2731 out 0-6
60 Reichen 270 Hillsboro / Linnton 4810 out 0-6

78 White 634 Lake Oswego/ Canby 570 in 5-1
K6 Councilor Kvistad Lake Oswego 1873 in 5-1
73 Petersen 472 Lake Oswego 43 in 5-1
50 Brock / Hoff 137. 596 Lake Oswego 564 in 5-1 -

Ill Wanzenreid 272,427 Linnton 794 in 3-3
106 Old Germantown Neighborhood 249,326 Linnton 317 out 1-5
72 Zahler 452 Linnton 244 out 1-5
75 Angel 782 Linnton 44 out o 1 0\

80 Homes 664 Linnton 62 out 1-5



K9

Metro Co
Proposed Urban Reserve

December 21,1995 
Sorted by Quadrangle

u n c
Study

i 1
Areas

Site Site Map Book Quadrangle Total URSA Vote Supplemental I
No. Proponent Page Location Acres Status In - Out Information |

pcs Councilor Kvistad | Oregon City | 1947 in 6-0
1 112 Haram J 47J^ Oregon City 1 1030 in 6-0

Councilor Kvistad Sandy 1049 in 3-2

45 Segel 83 Scholls 44 out 3-3 Voted W/K1& 64
K1 Councilor Kvistad Scholls 557 out 3-3
64 Hanauer 287 Scholls 183 out 3-3
105 Hill 157 Scholls 282 in 5 - 0 - A

39 City of Wilsonville 9 Sherwood 34 out 3-3
40 City of Wilsonville 9 Sherwood 31 in 5-0-A
58 Dyches 245 Sherwood 47 in 3-3 addition south of K3 out
55 Haertl 200,459 Sherwood 722 out o 1 C

\

K4 Councilor Kvistad Sherwood 123 out 0-6
K3 Councilor Kvistad Sherwood 632 in 5-1
41 Hill 18 Sherwood 24 out o 1 O

s

K5 Councilor Kvistad Sherwood 212 out 1 -4-A voted w / 76 & 84
101 City of Wilsonville 9 Sherwood 119 out 2-4
102 City of Wilsonville 9 Sherwood 100 out 2-4
103 City of Wilsonville 9 Sherwood 47 in 4 - 1 - A
82 Dane 763 Sherwood 58 out 0 - 5 - A
76 Larsen 487 Sherwood 115 out 1 -4 - A
84 Aden 842 Sherwood 51 out 1 1 >

63 Brush 284 Sherwood 10 out 2-4
59 Builder’s Group Realty 246 Sherwood 62 out 0-6
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December 21,1995 
Sorted by Quadrangle
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Site
No.

Site
Proponent

Map Book 
Page

Quadrangle
Location

Total
Acres

URSA
Status

Vote
In-Out

Supplemental
Information

114 Reynolds 547 Sherwood 191 out 4-2
104 City of Wilsonville 126 Sherwood 188 in 5-1 possible Greenspace site
74 Matrix Development 478 Sherwood 11 in 6-0
69 Harford / Bobosky 434 Sherwood 11 out 0-6



AGENDA ITEM: 6.1 
MEETING DATE: January 4,1995

Ordinance No. 96-629, Amending the FY 1995-96 Budget and Appropriations 
Schedule to Reflect a Necessary Repair at Metro Washington Park Zoo and 
Declaring an Emergency



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE NO.96-629 AMENDING THE FY1995-96 BUDGET 
AND APPROPRIATIONS SCHEDULE TO REFLECT A NECESSARY REPAIR AT 
METRO WASHINGTON PARK ZOO AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

Date; January 4,1996 Presented by: Kathy Kiaunis

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

An adjustment to the Zoo Operating Fund totaling $102,050 from Contingency is requested. 
The reason for the request is that a landslide occurred on December 12, during the recent 
storm, which requires immediate attention. The landslide is betweeri the train loop adjacent 
to the elephant front yard and Highway 26. The slope failure occurred at the site of a 
previously identified landslide area, vft^ich had been inactive until the recent storm. 
Structural engineers have concluded that the slide activity was extending into the ballast 
rock, undermining the railroad ties, and train operation on the loop has been ceased.

Interruption of train operations causes two problems: it diminishes the zoo experience for 
many zoo visitors, and it could have a significant negative revenue impact if operations are 
not resumed as soon as possible. The potential revenue loss for March through May is 
between $90,000 and $120,000.

The Executive Officer has declared an emergency, pursuant to Metro Code Sectipn 
2.04.041(B)(5), and has directed the zoo to proceed with design and construction of a 
retaining wall or other structure to prevent further degradation of the site and to be able to 
resume regular train operations as soon as possible.

This emergency is a result of circumstances that could not have been reasonably foreseen. 
A budget adjustment, moving $102,050 from contingency Is requested. The projected 
breakdown of costs related to the repair Is:

Personal Services
511335 Temporary Employees $1,250

Materials & Services
521550 Maintenances Repair Supplies Railroad 8,300

Capital Outlay
574130 Engineering Services 30,000
574510 ConstrWkr/Mtrl-Improve. other than Building 62,500

599999 Contingency (102,050)

i:\budget\fy95-96\budord\zoo1 \STAFFRPT.DOC 12/28/95 2:00 P.M.



Ordinance No. 96-629 
Staff Report

It. is anticipated that a section of track (200 feet) will need to be taken up during 
construction, and replaced after the retaining wall is built. The temporary labor and 
materials are for this component of the project. The capital costs include the engineering 
and building of the wall. The estimate is based on a driven H-pile and wood lagged system 
100 feet long. This is one possible method that would hold the wall while allowing drainage 
to prevent further problems.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Ordinance No. 96-629.

I:\budget\fy95-96\budord\zoo1 \STAFFRPT.DOC 12/28/95 2:00 P.M.



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FY 1995-96 ) 
BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS )
SCHEDULE FOR THE PURPOSE OF )
TRANSFERRING APPROPRIATIONS TO )
REFLECT A NECESSARY REPAIR AT METRO )
WASHINGTON PARK ZOO; AND 
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

ORDINANCE NO. 96-629

Introduced by Mike Burton 
Executive Officer

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

transfer appropriations with the FY 1995-96 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 ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS;

1. That the FY 1995-96 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 purposes of transferring $102,050 from Zoo Operating Fund Contingency to 

various appropriation categories within the Facilities Management Division of the Zoo 

Operating Fund to provide appropriation authority for the payment of necessary repairs 

at the Metro Washington Park Zoo, and

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

public health, safety or welfare of the Metro area in order to meet obligations and 

comply with Oregon Budget Law, an emergency is declared to exist, and this Ordinance 

takes effect upon passage.
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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

DS:\i;\budget\fy95-96\budord\zoo1 \ORD.DOC 
12/28/95 2:57 PM



FISCAL YEAR 1995-86

Exhibit A
Ordinance No. 96-629

CURRENT
BUDGET REVISION

PROPOSED
BUDGET

ACCT # DESCRIPTION FTE AMOUNT FTE AMOUNT FTE AMOUNT

Facilities Management
Personal Services

511121 SALARIES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Managers 1.00 56,082
Program Supervisor 1.00 44,111
Associate Service Supervisor 1.00 29,882

511221 WAGES-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (fulltime)
Receptionist 1.00 20,313
Office Assistant 1.00 18,408

511235 WAGES-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part time)
Office Assistant 0.20 3,228

511321 REPRESENTED 483-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (full time)
Maintenance Technician 1.00 39,442
Maintenance Worker 2 7.00 240,449
Maintenance Worker 1 2.00 62,598
Senior Gardener 1.00 38,064
Gardener 2 1.00 33,832
Gardener 1 6.00 191,303
Custodian 5.00 152,737
Maintenance Lead 1.00 41,238
Master Mechanic 1.00 41,238
Maintenance Electrician 1.00 47,544

511325 REPRESENTED 483-REGULAR EMPLOYEES (part time)
Custodian 1.80 56,471
Maintenance Worker ^PT 0.35 12,402
Maintenance Worker 2-PT 1.87 64,638

511335 REPRESENTED 483-TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES (part tirtie)
Custodian 0.72 20,304
Laborer 1.24 28,377
Maintenance Worker 3 1.24 37,335
Maintenance Worker 1 0.28 7,273

511400 OVERTIME 49,131
512000 FRINGE 405,963

Total Personal Services 38.70 1,742,363

Materials & Services
521100 Office Supplies 1,700

.521110 Computer Softvrare 2,200
521111 Computer Supplies 800
521210 Landscape Supplies 46,940
521220 Custodial Supplies 55,000
521260 Printing Supplies 300

i:budget\fy96-96\budord\zoo1 Vzoofixl .xls A-1

0.03

0.03

0 1.00 56,082
0 1.00 44,111
0 1.00 29,882
0
0 1.00 20,313
0 1.00 18,408
0
0 0.20 3,228
0
0 1.00 39,442
0 7.00 240,449
0 2.00 62,598
0 1.00 38,064
0 1.00 33,832
0 6.00 191,303
0 5.00 152,737
0 1.00 41,238
0 1.00 41,238
0 1.00 47,544
0
o' 1.80 56,471
0 0.35 12,402
0 1.87 64,638

0 0.72 20,304
0 1.24 28,377

1,000 1.27 38,335
0 0.28 7,273
0 49,131

250 406,213

1,250 38.73 1,743,613

0 1,700
0 2,200
0 ■ 800
0 46,940
0 55,000
0 * 300

12/28/95 2:00 p.m.



521290 Other Supplies 9,575 0 9,575
521292 Small Tools 6,950 0 6,950
521310 Subscriptions & Publications 138 •0 138
521320 Dues 1,005 0 1,005
521400 Fuels & Lubricants 25,000 0 25,000
521510 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-Building 79,290 0 79,290
521511 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-HVAC 34,000 0 34,000
521512 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-Electrical 32,143 0 32,143
521520 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-Grounds 14,900 0 14,900
521530 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-Vehicles 14,000 0 14,000
521540 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-Equipment 8,000 0 8,000
521550 Maintenance & Repairs Supplies-Railroad 25,000 8,300 33,300
524190 Misc. Professional Services 6,000 0 6,000
524210 Data Processing Services ' 2,500 0 2,500
525110 Utilities-Electricity 233,035 • 0 233,035
525120 Utilities-Water & Sewer 522,771 0 522,771
525130 Utilities-Natural Gas 116,492. 0 116,492
525150 Utilities-Sanitation Services 54,000 0 54,000
525200 Cleaning Services 12,100 0 12,100
525610 M&R-Bldg(Contract/Agreement) 52,784 0 52,784
525620 M&R-Gmds(Contract/Agreement) 41,700 0 41,700
525630 M&R-Vehicles(Contract/Agreement) 3,000 0 3,000
525640 M&R-Equipment(Contract/Agreement) 4,725 . 0 '4,725
525650 M&R>Railroad(Contract/Agreement) 5,300 0 5,300
525690 M&R-Other(Contracts/Agreements) 10,000 0 10,000
525710 Equipment Rental 5,500 0 5,500
525732 Operating Lease Payments-Vehicles 4,148 0 4,148
526310 Printing Services 2,500 . 0 2,500
526410 Telephone 61,980 0 61,980
526500 Travel 4,050 0 4,050
526700 Temporary Help Services 2,200 0 2,200
526800 Training, Tuition, Conferences 4,965 0 4,965
526910 Uniform Supply/Cleaning Services 13,500 0 13,500
528100 License, Permits, Payments to Other Agencies 2,200 0 2,200
529500 Meetings 100 0 100

Total Materials & Services 1,522,491 8,300 1,530,791

Cap'rtai Outlay
571200 Purchases-Improvements Other than Buildings 4,600 0 4,600
571350 Purchases-Exhibits & Related 3,000 0 3,000
571400 Purchases-Equipment & Vehicles 1,200 0 1,200
571500 Purchases-Office Furniture & Equipment 2,600 0 2,600
571600 Purchases-Railroad Equipment & Facilities 13,000 0 13,000
574130 Engineering Services 0 30,000 30,000
574510 Cnstn Wrk/Mtri-Improvement Other Than Buiiding 0 62,500 62,500
574520 Cnstn Wrk/Mtri-Building, Related 234,760 0 234,760
574560 Cnstn Wrk/Mtri-Raiiroad Equipment/Facilities 17,200 0 17,200

Total Capital Outlay 276,360 92,500 368,860

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 38.70 3,541,214 0.03 102,050 38.73 3,643,264

l;budget\fy96-96\budord\2oo1 \zoorix1 jds A-2 12/28/95 2:00 p.m.



General Expenses
Total Interfund Transfers

Continoencv and Unappropriated Balance 
599999 Contingency
599990 Unappropriated Balance

Total Contingency and Unappropriated Balance

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS

2,100,268

711,058
3,984,168

4,695,226

(102,050)
0

(102,050)

2,100,268

609,008
3,984,168

4,593,176

193.84 19,638,041 0.03 193.87 19,638,041

All Other Appropriations Remain As Previously Adopted

i:budget\fy96-96\budord\zoo1 \zoofix1 jds A-3 12/28/95 2:00 p.m.



Exhibit B 
Ordinance 96-629

FY1995-96 SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Current
Appropriation Revision

Proposed
Budget

266 6f>ERATIK16 FUKIB---------
Personal Services 7,764,202 1,250 7,765,452
Materials & Services 4,500,155 8,300 4,508,455
Capital Outlay 578,190 92,500 670,690
Interfund Transfers 2,100,268 D 2,100,268
Contingency 711,058 (102,050) 609,008
Unappropriated Balance 3,984,168 0 3,984,168

Total Fund Requirements $19,638,041 io $19,638,041

All Other Appropriations Remain As Previously Adopted

i:budget\fy95-96\budord\zoo1 Vschedc.>ds B-1 12/28/95; 11:30 a.m.



MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING 

Thursday, December 21, 1995 

Council Chamber

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

Councilors Absent: Patricia McCaig

Presiding Officer McFarland called the meeting to order at 2:00 PM.

1. INTRODUCTIONS 

None.

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS

None.

3. EXECUTIVE OFFICER COMMUNICATIONS

None.

4. CONSENT AGENDA
j

4.1 Consideration of Minutes for the December 14. 1995 Metro Council Meeting

The minutes of the December 14, 1995 Council meeting were not available.

5. RESOLUTIONS

5.1 ResQlution_No. 95-2243. For the Purpose of Studying the South/North Downtown
Portland Alignment Options and an Amended North Terminus Option in the DEIS.
Concurring with the South/North Steering Group's Selection of Design Options, and
Adopting the Major Irivestment Study Final Report

Motion: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of Resolution No. 95-2243.

Councilor Monroe called upon Mike Burton, Executive Officer, who made introductory 
remarks in support of Resolution No. 95-2243. Executive Officer Burton said many groups 
had worked in a fair and thorough process to make the recommendation contained in the 
resolution. A copy of the resolution, committee and staff reports are included as part of 
the meeting record.

Executive Officer Burton introduced Richard Brandman, Assistant Transportation Planning 
Director. He also introduced Chuck Armstrong, Chair of the Downtown Oversight
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Committee, and Rick Williams, Chair of the Citizens Advisory Committee who appeared to 
present reports on their respective committees' findings.

Mr. Brandman reported that the resolution is the unanimous recommendation of the 
South/North Steering Group as vi/ell as Joint Policy Advisory Group on Transportation 
(JPACT). He gave an overview of the Desigri Option Narrowing Final Report, a copy of 
which is included as part of the meeting record.

Also included as part of the meeting record are several documents pertaining to the 
resolution including the Downtown Portland Tier 1 Final Report, and the Major Investment 
Study Final Report.

Mr. Brandman gave reasons for recommending the 5th/6th Avenue downtown alignment. 
The cost and impact would be higher on other streets in the downtown area and the 
ridership would be lower.

Mr. Brandman reported the 10th/11th Avenue option would have much lower ridership 
because it requires longer travel times due to out of direction travel; it has longer walk 
distances to reach the destination of transit riders; and the existing transit mall would be 
under-utilized. Construction costs would be much higher because construction would be 
building face to building face. In the 5th/6th Avenue alignment, the construction will be 
contained curb to curb. Many businesses, including Blitz-Weinhard, Powell's Books, as 
well as Portland State University oppose the 10th/11th Avenue option.

Mr. Brandman reported on the 4th Avenue/Broadway option. He said Broadway is the 
major retail street in Portland, and both 4th Avenue and Broadway are the only two 
through streets from one end of the downtown to the other. He said the addition of light 
rail would require the removal of one lane of traffic as well as one lane of parking on both 
of those streets. Metered parking is essential on both of those streets. He said many 
buildings have been constructed so that their access to pedestrians is on 5th and 6th 
Avenue, and their access to automobiles is on 4th Avenue and Broadway. This would 
create many conflicts with automobiles needing to cross tracks to enter parking lots and 
driveway access to buildings. Also the alignment would require many cars to turn left or 
right over tracks, because you cannot prohibit left or right turns on four streets through the 
heart of downtown. He said their are many hotels on Broadway who have loading zones . 
which would be eliminated with a Broadway light rail alignment.

Mr. Brandman reported that cost of a subway alignment was prohibitive. He said that 
Metro is committed to studying the street car alignment on 10th and 11th Avenues. He 
said Metro has committed to working with Tri-Met, the city of Portland, and the private 
sector to make sure that the street car project moves forward.

Mr. Brandman concluded his remarks by reporting that the resolution will allow the 
technical analysis to commence for the environmental impact statement, using the 2015 
population and employment forecast, which is based on the 2040 Growth Concept.

Presiding Officer McFarland relinquished the chair to Councilor Monroe on this agenda item. 
Councilor Monroe made brief comments and introduced Mr. Armstrong.
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Mr. Armstrong made comments on behalf of the Downtown Oversight Committee in 
support of the 5th/6th Avenue alignment. He described the process the committee used in 
coming to its conclusions. He said the committee recommended the four-lane options be 
disregarded. He also said the committee recognized that for 20 years, the spine of 
transportation has been centered around the 5th/6th Avenue alignment, and it that it made 
sense to continue in that manner.

Councilor Monroe then introduced Mr. Williams, who appeared to speak on behalf of the 
Citizens Advisory Committee. Mr. Williams reported that the committee found itself in 
agreement with steering group recommendations in most areas, including the South 
terminus decision, the Railroad Avenue/Hwy. 224 decision, downtown Milwaukie, the Ross 
Island crossing, Caruthers crossing. Steel Bridge to Kaizer, Columbia River, and downtown 
Vancouver. There were three non-downtown areas where the CAC recommendation 
differed from that of the steering group, including the Minimum Optical Segments, 
crossover language regarding the North Portland to Kaizer, and the Hayden Island decision.

With regard to the downtown alignment, Mr. Williams reported the CAC ultimately reached 
an agreement to recommend the 5th/6th Avenue alignment. He gave reasons for 
recommending this alignment. He pointed out that originally, the CAC voted 18/1 in favor 
of moving ahead with the tunnel option.

Daniel Cooper, General Counsel, notified the Council that before the vote is taken, all of the 
reports pertaining to this resolution should be formally received into the record. At the 
request of Councilor Monroe, Presiding Officer McFarland received the documents Into the 
record.

Councilor Monroe opened a public hearing.

1. Greg Goodman, President of City Center Parking, 715 SW Morrison, Portland, appeared 
before the Council to speak in favor of the 5th and 6th Avenue alignment.

2. Lili Mandel, 1511 SW Park Avenue, Portland, appeared before the Council to report that 
the public has not had adequate opportunity for input regarding the decision to put light, 
rail on the transit mall. She spoke in support of the 10th/11th Avenue option.

3. Irwin Mandel, 1511 SW Park Avenue, Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in 
support of the lOth/11th Avenue option.

4. Dan McFarling, 20585 SW Cheshire Court, Aloha, appeared before.the Council to speak 
In opposition to the 5th/6th Avenue alignment. A written copy of his comments is 
included as part of the meeting record.

5. Michael Powell, owner of Powell's Books, director of the Portland Street Car Board, 7 
NW 9th, Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in opposition to the 10th/11th 
Avenue alignment.

6. Ray Polani, CBT, 6110 SE Ankeny, Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in 
favor of a downtown light rail tunnel option.
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7. Robert J. Parsons, The Broadway Coalition, The Benson Hotel, 309 SW Broadway, 
Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in opposition to the 4th Avenue/ 
Broadway option, and in favor of the 5th/6th Avenue alignment. He also read a letter 
from Tammy Hickel, vice president and general manager of Nordstrom, who wrote in 
opposition to the 4th Avenue/Broadway option, and in favor of the 5th/6th Avenue 
alignment. A copy of Ms. Hickel's letter Was not available for the record.

8. Clayton Herring, Association for Portland Progress, 520 SW Yamhill, #1000, Portland, 
appeared before the Council to speak in support of 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

9. Zack Semke, Coalition for a Livable Future, 497-1000, appeared before the Council to 
speak in opposition to 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

10. Terry Parker, 1527 NE Glisan Avenue, Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in 
opposition to the 5th/6th Avenue alignment, and to,urge the Council to consider other 
options.

11. Earl Blumenauer, Portland City Council Commissioner, appeared before the Council to 
speak in support of the 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

12. BJ Seymour, 1405 SW Park Avenue, #34, Portland, appeared before the Council to 
urge that alternatives to the 5th/6th Avenue alignment be considered.

13. Ann Robinson, 3337 NE 66th, Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in 
opposition to the 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

14. Art Lewellan, 27 SE 74th, Portland) appeared before the Council to speak in support of 
an East Bank proposal. He asked that Councilors read the report he previously mailed 
to them on this proposal.

15. Jim Mark, Melvin Mark Companies, 111 SW Columbia, #1380, Portland, appeared 
before the Council to speak in support of the 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

16. Louise Beaudreau, 1511 SW Park Avenue, #1201, Portland, appeared before the 
Council to speak in opposition to the 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

17. Len Bergstein, Northwest Strategies, 621 SW Morrison, Portland, appeared before the 
Council on behalf of a coalition of property owners and managers who operate in the 
South Auditorium district, to speak in support of the South Auditorium alignment along 
Harrison, in support of the S-1 decision, to urge a study of station location that is other 
than one that bridges over Harvard (sp?), and to request Metro staff consider traffic and 
circulation assumptions involving the rebuild of Harrison Street, Front, and First 
Avenues. He expressed the appreciation of the coalition to Metro and citizen 
committee members for listening to the coalition's concerns. He distributed materials 
to the Council which are included as part of the meeting record.

18. David Zagel, AORTA-Portland, 3104 NE Schuyler, Portland, appeared before the Council 
to thank Mr. Williams and the S/N CAC for listening to AORTA'S input. He spoke in 
support of the 4th Avenue subway option.
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19. Fred Nussbaum, AORTA-Statewide, 6510 SW Barnes Rd, Portland, appeared before the 
Council to express concern about the decision-making process. He spoke in opposition 
to the 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

20. Ernie Munch, Red Lion Hotels and Inns, 111 SW Oak St., Portland, appeared before the 
Council to speak in favor of the 5th/6th Avenue alignment.

21. Bill Naito, Norcrest China, Portland, appeared before the Council to speak in support of 
the 10th/11th Avenue option.

Councilor Monroe was called away from the meeting during public testimony. Presiding 
Officer McFarland closed the public hearing.

Councilor Kvistad said he had tried unsuccessfully to move a secondary alignment in the 
Transportation Committee. He said it was difficult for him to decide whether or not to go 
forward, and that he was not yet comfortable yet with moving ahead with any of the 
options at this time.

Councilor McLain said there were four reasons to cause her to move forward: 1) mall 
efficiency, 2) the need to make sure the existing mall works for tomorrow, 3) other 
alignment options do not have enough support or technical weight, and 4) the possibility 
of using a trolley to deal with 10th and 11th Avenue issues.

Councilor Washington thanked the public for their participation. He said he has looked at 
the issue closely. He said he hoped the future trolley project would benefit the 10th and 
11th Avenue foiks. He pointed out that 5th and 6th Avenues are geographically located in 
the middle of the Front Avenue and 10th and 11th Avenues. He plans to support the 
5th/6th Avenue alignment, however, he said three years is too long for construction.

Councilor McFarland thanked the public for their participation. She said following 
significant research into the matter, she plans to go forward with 5th/6th Avenue 
aiignment.

Councilor Kvistad said that, given the stated intention of other councilors, he would not 
bring forth an amendment to the resolution.

6.

Vote: Councilors Morissette, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. The vote was 5/0 in favor and 
the motion passed.

CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

Presiding Officer McFarland recessed the Council Regular Session and convened the 
Contract Review Board.
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6.1 Resolution No. 95-2253. For the Purpose of Amending the Contract Between Mslm
and JHK and Associates (Contract No. 903828) For Consultant Services Associated With
the Completion of the Portland Metropolitan Area Congestion Management System Study

Motion: Councilor Washington moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for adoption 
of Resolution No. 95-2253.

Councilor Washington reported on Resolution No. 95-2253, which would amend the 
contract between Metro and JHK and Associates for consultant services associated with 
the completion of the Portland Metropolitan Area Congestion Management System Study.
A copy of the comhnittee report which contains an explanation of the resolution was 
distributed to the Council and is included as part of the meeting record.

Vote: Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. The vote was 5/0 in favor and 
the motion passed.

6.2 Resolution No. 95-2247. For the Purpose of Authorizing Change Order No. 18 to the
Contract for Operating Metro South Station

Motion: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for adoption of 
Resolution No. 95-2247.

Councilor McLain reported on Resolution No. 95-2247, which would authorize Change 
Order Number 18 to the contract for operating Metro South Station. She said the change 
order would modify the existing load checking procedures to improve the ability to identify 
the handling of unacceptable waste. A copy of the committee and staff reports which 
contain background information on this resolution are included as part of the meeting 
record.

Vote: Councilors McLain, Kvistad, Washington, and McFarland voted aye.
Councilor Morissette voted no. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. The 
vote was 4/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Presiding Officer McFarland adjourned the Contract Review Board and reconvened the 
Council Regular Session.

5. RESOLUTIONS (Continued)

5.2 Resolution No. 95-2251. For the Purpose of Recommending Creation of the
South/North Light Rail Public-Private Task Force

Motion: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of 95-2251A.

Councilor Kvistad reported on Resolution No. 95-2251 which would recommend the 
creation of the South/North Light Rail Public Private Task Force to discuss funding issues. 
A copy of the committee and staff reports to the resolution containing background 
information are included as part of the meeting record.
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In response to a question by Councilor Washington regarding his request that a lay citizen 
be added to the task force, John Houser, Council Analyst, said the amended resolution 
includes the lay citizen requirement.

Vote: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Washington, McLain, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. The vote was 5/0 in favor and 
the motion passed.

5.3 Resolution No. 95-2245. For the Purpose of Authorizing Release_of a Request for
Proposals for a Multi-Year Study of Commercial Waste Generators and Authorizing the
Executive Officer to Enter into a Contract

Motion: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for adoption of 
Resolution No. 95-2245.

Councilor McLain reported on Resolution No. 95-2245, which would authorize the release 
of a request for proposals (REP) for a multi-year study of commercial waste generators.
She introduced Doug Anderson, Technical Services Senior Management Analyst, who was 
available to answer questions. A copy of committee and staff reports which contain 
background to the resolution are included as part of the meeting record.

In response to a question by Councilor Morissette, Mr. Anderson reported that previous 
studies had cost $81,000 and $65,000. He said the study of commercial sector is more 
complex. In response to additional questions by Councilor Morissette, Councilor McLain 
said the goal of the program is to reach a 50% recycling goal by the year 2000. The 
resolution will set in process the gathering of information that will help facilitate the 
recycling goal.

Vote: Councilors Morissette, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. The vote was 5/0 in favor and 
the motion passed.

5.4 Resolution No. 95-2258. For the Purpose of Declaring Certain Property Surplus and
Authorizing the Execution of_a Lease

Motion: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for adoption 
of Resolution No. 95-2258.

Councilor Kvistad reported on Resolution No. 95-2258, which will permit the lease of space 
at the Metro Central transfer station to Jack Gray Trucking.

Vote: Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. The vote was 5/0 in favor and 
the motion passed.

(Editor's Note: The remainder of the minutes were transcribed by temporary Metro Council 
employee David Aeschilman. Council Assistant Lindsey Ray modified the format of the
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voting record in order to provide clarification and comply with Council minutes standards. 
Ms. Ray did not make material changes, nor edit or modify the text.)

5.5 Resolution No. 95-2244. For the Purpose of Amending Urban Reserve Study Areas

The 2040 Urban Reserve Study Area portion of the meeting was opened at 4:45 PM by 
Presiding Officer Ruth McFarland. Metro Council Growth Management Committee Chair 
Susan McLain described the process to date and discussed what the future would bring.

Sandy Quadrangle: Site No. K9, proposed by Councilor Kvistad. The Executive Officer has 
recommended that this not be brought into the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #1: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for 
inclusion of site K9 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #1: Councilors Washington, McLain and McFarland voted aye. Councilors 
Morissette and Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 
3/2 in favor and the motion passed.

The Council believed a vote in favor of Councilor Morissette's motion to include site K9 in 
the URSA would exclude it, and a vote against Councilor Morissette's motion to include 
site K9 in the URSA would include it. Therefore, they believed their vote removed Parcel 
K9 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Councilor Morissette requested a reconsideration of the vote on Parcel K9 based on his 
own research on this particular portion of real estate.

Motion to Reconsider #1: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor 
McLain for the reconsideration of Parcel K9.

Vote on Motion to Reconsider #7; Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, 
Morissette and McFarland voted aye. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were absent. 
The vote was 5/0 in favor and the motion passed.

Motion #1 Revisited: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad 
for the inclusion of Parcel K9 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Presiding Officer McFarland made a point of clarificatipn that a "yes" vote puts it in the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas and a "no" vote removes it.

Second Vote on #1: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette and Washington voted aye. 
Councilors McLain and McFarland voted nay. Councilors McCaig and Monroe were 
absent. The vote was 3/2 in favor and the motion passed.

Damascus Quadrangle: Site No. 53, proposed by CDA. The Executive Officer has 
recommended that this not be brought into the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #2: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Morissette for the 
inclusion of Parcel 53 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.



MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING 
Thursday, December 21, 1995 
page 9

Vote #2: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Damascus Quadrangle: Site No. 54, proposed by Martin/Dalenberg. Councilor Kvistad 
moved that K10 as a whole and any areas within, including this site, be included in one 
vote.

Motion #3: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
deletion of Parcel K10 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas including Parcel 54.

Vote #3: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Damascus Quadrangle: Site No. 57, proposed by Emmert. The Executive Qfficer has 
recommended that this not be, brought into the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion U4: Councilor Monroe moved for the inclusion of Parcel 57 in the Urban 
Reserve Study Areas. There was no second and the motion failed.

Councilor McLain stated that she would like to see the Council act upon this matter so that 
a firm deliberation would ensue.

Motion #4A: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
exclusion of Parcel 57 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #4A: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Morissette, and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 5/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Councilor Morissette stated that his vote was due to the fact that this area ranked poorly in 
his own ranking of the various sites.

Damascus Quadrangle: Site No. 115, proposed by Calderwood. The Executive Officer has 
recommended that this not be brought into the Urban Reserve Study Areas. The vote is to 
delete Parcel 115 since it is already in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #5: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
deletion of Parcel 115 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Councilor Kvistad stated that since this area already is included in an Urban Reserve Study 
Areas, it not be deleted at this time.

Vote #5: Councilors Monroe, Washington and McFarland voted aye. Councilors 
Morissette, McLain and Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.
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Parcel 115 will remain in the Urban Reserve Study Areas minus the area that overlapped 
with Parcel K10.

Damascus Quadrangle: Site No. 116, proposed by Calderwood. The Executive Officer has 
recommended that this not be kept in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #6: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
inclusion of Parcel 116 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #6: Councilors McLain, Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Damascus Quadrangle: Site No. 81, proposed by Patton. The Executive Officer has 
recommended that this be placed in the Urban Reserve Study Areas. The Council, at its 
last meeting, voted that this remain in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

In summarizing the proceeding voting, Mr. Fregonese stated that his department would split 
off the difference between Parcel 115 and K10 and add those parcels in. Those two would 
then be given new numbers.

Gladstone Quadrangle: Parcel No. 68, proposed by Nordquist. The Executive Officer has 
recommended that this be brought into the Urban Reserve Study Areas but with the caveat 
that he was skeptical, because of the slope, that the entire parcel could be developed. It is 
a 26% slope, a fairly steep area.

Motion #7; Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Morissette for the 
inclusion of Parcel 68 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #7: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington and McLain voted 
aye. Councilor McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 
5/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Gladstone Quadrangle: Parcel No. K7, proposed by Councilor Kvistad. The Executive 
Officer did not recommend on any of Councilor Kvistad's proposals.

Motion #8: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Morissette for the 
inclusion of Parcel K7 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #8: Councilors Morissette, Kvistad and Washington voted aye. Councilors 
Monroe, McLain and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

Gladstone Quadrangle: Parcel No. 77, proposed by Gramor Development Incorporated. 
The Executive Officer has not made a recommendation on this parcel due to the fact that 
it was submitted to him too late for proper consideration.

Motion If9: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inclusion of Parcel 77 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.



MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING 
Thursday, December 21, 1995 
page 11

Vote #9: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the mo tion passed.

Oregon City Quadrangle: Parcel K8, proposed by Councilor Kvistad. Mayor Dan Fowler of 
Oregon City supported the recommendation that this be included in the Urban Reserve 
Study Areas. This area originally included a staff error, being shown as farther north in 
Oregon City secondary to a mapping error. This was proposed by Mr. Harem for deletion.
It is 1030 acres in size.

Motion #10: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for the 
inclusion of Parcel K8 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #10: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Oregon City Quadrangle: Parcel 112, proposed by Haram.

Motion #11: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for the 
inclusion of Parcel 112 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #11: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Canby Quadrangle: Parcel 83, proposed for inclusion in the Urban Reserve Study Areas by 
the City of Oregon City. The Executive Officer recommended that this parcel be included in 
the Urban Reserve Study Areas. Mr. Fregonese pointed out that in the RUGGOs adopted 
by ordinance at the December 14, 1995 meeting contain rural reserves in this area.

Motion #12: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
exclusion of Parcel 83 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #12: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilors Morissette and Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 4/2 in favor and the motion passed.

Canby Quadrangle: Parcel 79, proposed for addition to the Urban Reserve Study Areas by 
Rumgay. It is basically in the Stafford area but happens to be in the Canby Quadrangle.
The Executive Qfficer recommended that this parcel be included in the Urban Reserve 
Study Areas. Presiding Qfficer McFarland stated that this would be included as one 
discussion piece with the rest of the Stafford Triangle area.

Canby Quadrangle: Parcel 62, proposed for addition to the Urban Reserve Study Areas by 
Rumgay. 172 acres and very close to the present Urban Growth Boundary. Relatively poor 
proximity to urban centers but better than average access to arterials. The Executive 
Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.
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Motion #13: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel 62 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #13: Councilors Monroe, Washington, Kvistad, McLain and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilor Morissette abstained. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 
5/0/A in favor and the motion passed.

Lake Oswego Quadrangle - Stafford Triangle: Parcel K6 was moved by Councilor Kvistad. 
This includes all the parcels which are on the current Quadrangle map. Councilor McLain 
stated that in K6's current configuration as an amendment that has been whittled down, 
she would support this today. This includes Parcels 78 (White), 73 (Peterson), and 50 
(Brock / Hoff). The Executive Qfficer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in 
the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #14: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inclusion of Parcel K6 of the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #74; Councilors Morissette, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Monroe voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 5/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Lake Qswego Quadrangle: Parcels 13. City of West Linn has asked for this as a potential 
site for a new school. It is in an existing Urban Reserve Study Area in the Stafford area. 
There are three parcels.

Motion #15: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
retention of Parcels 13, 14, and 15 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #15: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 39, proposed by the City of Wilsonville who wishes Metro 
to retain the existing Urban Reserve Study Area that has already been approved and that 
Metro not, at this time, recommend any deletions. The City of Wilsonville will come 
forward with deletions as the Growth Management Committee moves forward toward the 
April - May process. Parcel 39 is not currently in the Urban Reserve Study Area. The 
Executive Qfficer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve 
Study Areas.

Motion #16: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Morissette for the 
inclusion of Parcel 39 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #16: Councilors MorisseUe, Washington and Kvistad voted aye. Councilors 
Monroe, McLain and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.
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Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 40, proposed by the City of Wilsonville. It is on the east 
side of Wilsonville and spans the Sherwood and Canby Quadrangles. Medium access to 
arterials and poor proximity to centers. It is 17% average slope. It is 22% wetlands.
Class VI soil. 100% exception lands. It has a positive jobs/housing balance. The 
Executive Officer recommended that this parcel be included in the Urban Reserve Study 
Areas. This was voted into the Urban Reserve Study Areas at the last Metro Council 
meeting.

Motion #17: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the. 
inclusion of Parcel 40 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #17: Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Monroe and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilors Morissette abstained. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 5/0/A in favor and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 58, proposed by Dyches. It is southwest of Wilsonville 
Road between Wilsonville and the Willamette River. 47 acres. It has good access to 
arterials. Good proximity to urban centers. It is 7% slope with 6.5% flood plain. Class II 
and Class I soils. 100% EFU. It has a positive jobs / housing balance because it is in the 
Wilsonville area. The Executive Qfficer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in 
the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #18: Councilor Monroe moved for the exclusion of Parcel 58 from the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas. There was no second and the motion failed.

Councilor Kvistad requested the Council to vote to retain at least the existing study area. 
Councilor McLain suggested that the Council should add the southern portion since the 
area north was already in the Urban Reserve Study Areas. If Parcel 58 is voted as a single 
unit, land will taken out that has been part of the original Urban Reserve Study acreage.

Motion #18 Revisited: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for 
.the exclusion of Parcel 58 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #18: Councilors Monroe, Washington and McFarland voted aye. Councilors 
Morissette, McLain and Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

Councilor McLain stated that this means that the uppermost piece of the area under 
consideration, that portion which was already in the Urban Reserve Study Areas is still in 
the URSA study acreage and the additional that was added is not included. Nothing was 
changed with regard to Parcel 58 with this action.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 55, propose by Haertl. It is on the south side of the City of 
Sherwood.x Moderate access to arterials. The Executive Qfficer recommended against the 
inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #19: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
exclusion of that portion of Parcel 55 which is not included in K3 from the Urban 
Reserve Study Areas.
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Vote #19: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel K4. West of Wilsonville and very close the Urban Growth 
Boundary and has excellent access to arterials. It has poor proximity to urban centers. It 
has 3% slope with 60% flood plain. Class II soils with 61 % EFU. Positive jobs / housing 
balance. Councilor Kvistad stated that he would be willing to withdraw this area from the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas and ask the Council to approve Parcel 69. The Executive 
Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #20: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel K4 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #20: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel K3, south of Sherwood. 632 acres and close to the Urban 
Growth Boundary. Good access to arterials and poor proximity to centers. 7% average 
slope. 8.5% flood plain. 5.5 % wetlands. Class II soil with 31% EFU. It is a housing-rich 
area with at -.5. The Executive Officer did not make a recommendation on this parcel.

Motion #21: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Morissette for the 
inclusion of Parcel K3 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

0

Vote #21: Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Monroe voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 5/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 41, proposed by Hill. 24 acres just west of Sherwood.
Good access to arterials, a little lower than average proximity to centers, 5% slope, no 
flood plain or wetlands. Class III with some class II soil. 100% EFU. The Executive 
Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #22: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel 41 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #22: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel K5. East side of Wilsonville in northeast quadrant. 212 
acres in the Sherwood and Canby Quadrangles. It is close to the Urban Growth Boundary, 
it has good access to arterials, poor proximity to centers. 7% slope, 5.6% wetlands, Class 
II soil, 99.5% EFU. There is a positive jobs / housing balance.
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Councilor Kvistad announced that this parcel would encompass both the 84 and 76 
proposals and asked that it be voted forward with an aye vote to include them.

Motion #23: Councilor Kvistad moved to include Parcel K5 in the Urban Reserve 
Study Areas. There was no second and the motion failed.

Mr. Fregonese announced that this parcel is presently out of the Urban Reserve Study 
Areas.

Motion #23A: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
exclusion of Parcels K5, 84 and 76 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote on #23A: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilor Kvistad voted nay. Councilor Morissette abstained from voting. Councilor 
McCaig was absent. The vote was 4/1/A and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 101, proposed by the City of Wilsonville for deletion from 
the Urban Reserve Study Areas. 119 acres on the west side of Wilsonville. It is 2600 feet 
from the Urban Growth Boundary on average. Good access to arterials and poor access to 
centers. It has an average 6% slope, 5% wet lands. Class II soil, 16% EFU. Councilor 
Kvistad stated that although Wilsonville had originally requested that this be excluded from 
the URSA, this morning, the City had telephone him and requested that it be left in the 
URSA for this round so that they could complete some work and make recommendations 
going into the actual urban reserve decision in April, 1996. The Executive Officer 
recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #24: Councilor Kvistad moved that Parcel 101 be included in the URSA. 
There was no second and the motion failed.

Motion #24A: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel 101 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #24A: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland • 
voted aye. Councilor Kvistad abstained. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
ivas 5/0/A in favor and the motion passed.

Councilor Morissette stated that his comments regarding the above Parcel's rating were 
inappropriate and requested another vote.

Motion to Vacate Vote #24A: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor 
McLain for reconsideration of Parcel 101.

Vote on Motion to Vacate Vote #24A: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, 
Kvistad, Morissette and McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 6/0 in favor and the motion passed.

Councilor Morissette stated that this parcel rated approximately as high as any other parcel 
in his research process. He stated that it is good on EFU, high jobs / housing balance, 
terrain is good, arterials are good, proximity to urban areas is a bit low.
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Motion #24 Revisited: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor 
Washington for the inclusion of Parcei 101 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #24: Counciiors Kvistad and Morissette voted aye. Counciiors Washington, 
McLain, Monroe, McFariand voted nay. Counciior McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 2/4 opposed and the motion faiied.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 102, proposed by the City of Wilsonville. Northwest of 
Wilsonville. It is 60% flood plain and 10% wetland. It is 100% EFU, Class III and I soils. 
The Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban 
Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #25: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain to tabie the 
inciusion of Parcei 102 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #25: Counciiors Morissette and Kvistad voted aye. Counciiors McLain, 
Monroe, Washington and McFariand voted nay. Counciior McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 2/4 opposed and the motion faiied.

Motion #25A: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Counciior Kvistad for the 
exciusion of Parcei 102 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #25A: .Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFariand voted aye. 
Counciiors Kvistad and Morissette voted nay. Counciior McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 4/2 in favor and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 103. Proposed by the City of Wilsonville. Delete 47 acres 
from the Urban Reserve Study Areas. The Executive Officer recommended against the 
inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #26: Counciior Monroe moved, seconded by Counciior Kvistad for the 
inciusion of Parcei 103 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #26: Counciiors Monroe, Washington, Kvistad and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilor McLain voted nay. Counciior Morissette abstained. Counciior McCaig 
was absent. The vote was 4/1/A in favor and the passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 82. Proposed by Dane. The Executive Officer 
recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #27: Counciior Morissette moved, seconded by Counciior Washington for 
the deietion of Parcel 82 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #27: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Kvistad abstained from voting. Counciior McCaig was absent. 
The vote was 5/0/A in favor and the motion to passed.
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Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 63. Proposed by Brush. Northeast section of Sherwood. It 
is ten acres of land. • It is very close to the Urban Growth Boundary and has excellent 
access to arterials. Good proximity to urban centers. It is 8% slope; 10% flood plain. Soil 
Class IV with some II. It is 100% EFU. It is in a rural reserve between Wilsonville and 
Tualatin. The Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #28: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel 63 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #28: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilors Kvistad and Morissette voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 4/2 in favor and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 59, proposed by Builder's Group Realty. 62 acres; 1300 
feet from the Urban Growth Boundary and hgs excellent access to arterials; poor access to 
centers; 7% average slope; Class II soil and 100% EFU. The Executive Officer 
recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #29: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel 59 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #29: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 114, proposed by Reynolds. It is a request up for deletion 
from an area that is currently an Urban Reserve Study Area. 191 acres; west of 
Sherwood; 743 feet from the Urban Growth Boundary on average; excellent access to 
arterials; good proximity to centers; 5% average slope; 27% EFU; Class II and I soils. The 
Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve 
Study Areas.

Motion #30: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for the 
inclusion of Parcel 114 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #30: Councilors Morissette and Kvistad voted aye. Councilors Monroe, 
Washington, McLain and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent, 
vote was 2/4 opposed and the motion failed.

The

Councilor Monroe discussed the fact that the action of defeating a motion to keep it in is 
the same as a motion to remove it. He pointed out the fact that the Council just defeated 
a motion to keep this parcel within the Urban Reserve Study Areas. Councilor McLain 
pointed that the Council left it out but Councilor Monroe again stressed the fact that Parcel 
114 is now IN the Urban Reserve Study Areas. There was no motion to take it out of the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #30A: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
exclusion of Parcel 114 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.
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Vote #30A: Councilors Washington, Monroe, McLain and McFarland voted aye. 
Councilors Morisseite and Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 4/2 in favor and the motion passed.

Parcel 104: Proposed by the City of Wilsonville. Request for deletion 188 acres from the 
City of Wilsonville, Close to Urban Growth Boundary; good access to arterials; poor access 
to centers; 2.5% flood plain; 2% wetlands; Class II and I soils; 93% EFU. This is the 
property just south of Dammasch Hospital and is owned by the State of Oregon. Metro is 
working with the State of Oregon to acquire large sections of this property for the 
Greenspaces Program.

Motion #31: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inclusion of Parcel 104 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #31: Councilors Morissette, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Monroe voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 5/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 74. Proposed by Matrix Development. South of Tualatin; 
eleven acres; poor access to arterials; poor access to centers; 7% slope; 9% flood plain; 
9% wetland; Class IV and II soil. It is 100% exception land; positive jobs / housing 
balance in this parcel. The Executive Officer recommended that this parcel be included in 
the Urban Reserve Study Areas. At the last meeting, Metro Council voted to place this 
parcel of land in the Urban Growth Boundary.

• Motion #32: Councilor Morissette moyed, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for the 
inclusion of Parcel 74 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #32: Councilors McLain, Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Sherwood Quadrangle: Parcel 69. Proposed by Hartford/Bobosky. Eleven acres just north 
of Wilsonville on Graham's Ferry Road; 1500 feet from the Urban Growth Boundary; 11 
acres; excellent access to arterials; very poor proximity to centers; 2% slope; 72% flood 
plain; 90% wetlands; Class III apd II soil; 100% EFU. The Executive Officer recommended 
against the inclusion of this parcel within the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #33: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
exclusion of Parcel 69 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #33: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Beaverton Quadrangle: Parcel K2; 472 acres, proposed by Councilor Kvistad. 1500 feet 
from the UGB on average; good access to arterials; good proximity to centers; average of 
9% slope; 3% wetland; 50% EFU with Class II soils; housing right, 1.08 in terms of
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housing. The Executive Officer recommended that Parcels 42 and 46 (included in the K2 
group) be included in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #34: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inclusion of Parcei K2 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #34: Counciiors Kvistad and McFarland voted aye. Councilors Monroe, 
Washington, McLain and Morissette voted nay. Counciior McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 2/4 opposed and the motion faiied.

Beaverton Quadrangle: Parcel 46, proposed by Balodis. Nine acres; good access to 
arterials; good proximity to centers; 12% slope; 100% exception land; better jobs / housing 
balance; relatively housing rich. The Executive Officer recommended that this parcel be 
included in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #34A: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Counciior McLain for the 
inciusion of Parcei 46 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Councilor McLain asked if the Council was interested in amending Parcel 46 to include all 
the exception lands from Parcel K2 as well as 42 in the K2 area. Councilor Monroe stated 
that this proposal looks logical to him.

Motion to Amend Motion #34A: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor 
McLain to amend the motion before the Councii to include Parcel 42 as well as the 
exception iands from Parcel K2 in the standing motion.

Councilor Kvistad offered a point of clarification that this was the original intent of the K2 
proposal and it was taken down to Beef Bend road to be clear about an exact boundary for 
the study.

Vote on Motion to Amend Motion #34A. Monroe, Washington, McFarland voted 
aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor and the motion 
passed.

It was noted a yes vote will take in Parcel 42 as well as the exception lands from proposal 
K2.

Vote on #34A as Amended: Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette, 
Monroe, McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in 
favor and the motion passed.

Beaverton Quadrangle: Request for deletion from the Urban Reserve Study Areas by Mr. 
And Mrs. Meyer. 267 acres; SW of King City; close to the UGB; good access to arterials; 
good proximity to centers; 5% slope; 16% flood plain; 3.5% wetland; Class II soils; 93% 
exception land; housing rich area. The Executive Qfficer recommended that this parcel be 
included in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #35: Counciior Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inciusion of Parcei 107 within the Urban Reserve Study Areas.
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Vote #35: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Beaverton Quadrangle: Parcel 113, proposed by Petitioners for Cooper Mountain. The 
Executive Officer recommended that this parcel be included in the Urban Reserve Study 
Areas.

Motion #36: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
inclusion of Parcel 113 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #36: Councilors Monroe, Washington, Kvistad, McLain, and McFarland voted 
aye. Councilor Morissette abstained. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 
5/0/A in favor and the motion passed.

Scholls Quadrangle: Parcel 45, proposed by Segel. South of Hillsboro; outside the current 
Urban Reserve Study Area; 90% Exclusive Farm Use. Parcel K1 includes Parcels 45 and 
64.

Motion #37: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for 
inclusion of Parcel K1 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Councilor Monroe stated that he was unable to support inclusion of these parcels 
secondary to the fact that they are prime farm land. Mr. Fregonese stated that a nursery 
was abandoned in this in this location and there are 20' spruce and ornamental trees now 
growing there in neatly ordered rows. Mr. Fregonese stated that this was at one time farm 
land and the testimony is that the Hanauer property is not suitable for use as farmland 
although this has not been independently certified by Metro Growth Management staff.

Vote #37: Councilors Washington, McLain and Kvistad voted aye. Councilors 
Morissette, Monroe and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

Schools Quadrangle: Parcel 105, proposed by Mr. Hill. The Executive Officer 
recommended that this parcel be included in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #38: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for 
the inclusion of Parcel 105 within the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #38: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Kvistad abstained. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote 
was 5/0/A in favor and the motion passed.

Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 65, proposed by Wilkinson. North of Cornelius; 232 
acres; 3000 feet on average from the UGB; excellent access to arterials; good proximity to 
centers; 1% slope; 12% flood plain; Class II and I soils; 74% EFU; moderate housing 
richness. The Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas.
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Motion #39.- Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Counciior Monroe for the 
exciusion of Parcei 65 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #39: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad and 
Morissette voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 110; proposed by Wilkinson. 47 acre area; request to 
remove an area from the Urban Reserve Study Areas. 1450 feet from the UGB; good 
access to arterials; good proximity to centers; very flat land; 4.26% flood plain and 
wetlands; 76% EFU with Class II soils. The Executive Officer recommended against the 
inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas. It is now in the Urban Reserve 
Study Areas and the request is to take it out.

Motion #40: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
removal of Parcel 110 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #40: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 109, proposed by Van Dyke; 65 acres just north of the 
City of Cornelius; near the Cornelius - Forest Grove boundary; close to the UGB; 561 acres; 
good access to arterials; low to medium access to centers; very flat; 35% flood plain with 
Class III and I soils. It is 98% EFU. The Executive Officer recommended against the 
inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #4-1: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
removal of Parcel 109 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #47; Councilors Morissette, Monroe and McFarland voted aye. Councilors 
Kvistad, McLain and Washington voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

The parcel remains out of the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 48, proposed by the City of Cornelius. The Executive 
Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas. 
Much EFU land.

Motion #42: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inclusion of Parcel 48 within the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #42: Councilors Morissette, McLain and Kvistad voted aye. Councilors 
Monroe, Washington and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.
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Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 49, proposed by the City of Cornelius. Near eastern 
boundary of Cornelius; 241 acres; 1209 feet from the UGB; poor access to arterials; good 
proximity to centers; flat with 2% slope; 32% flood plairi; 3% wetland; 99% EFU with 
Class II soils. The Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in 
the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #43: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
exclusion of Parcel 49 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #43: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and 
McFariand voted aye. Counciior McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 47, proposed by Van Domelen; 79 acres; between 
Hillsboro and Cornelius; 3000 feet from the UGB; excellent access to arterials; good 
proximity to centers; flat; 8% flood plain; 2.5% wetland; 100% EFU with Class II soils; in a 
rural reserve between Cornelius, North Plains and Hillsboro. The Executive Officer 
recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #44: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor Monroe for the 
exclusion of Parcel 47 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #44: Councilors Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Forest Grove Quadrangle: Parcel 108; proposed by Mr. Taghorn; delete from the current 
Urban Reserve Study Areas. North of Cornelius near Susbauer Road; 46 acres; 1700 feet 
from the UGB; excellent access to arterials; good proximity to centers; 2% slope; 17% 
flood plain; Class II and I soils and is 100% EFU. The Executive Officer recommended 
against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #45: Counciior Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad for the 
exclusion of Parcel 108 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas..

Vote #45: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Hillsboro Quadrangle: Parcel 70; proposed by Mr. Lewis. The Executive Officer 
recornmended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion U46: Councilor Morissette moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
inclusion of Parcel 70 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #46: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.
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Hillsboro Quadrangle: Parcel 71 proposed by Oberhelmen. The Executive Officer 
recommended that this parcel be included in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #47: Councilor McLain moved, seconded by Counciior Monroe for the 
inciusion of Parcels 71, 43, and 44 in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #47: Councilors Morissette, Washington, McLain and Kvistad voted aye. 
Councilors Monroe and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 4/2 in favor and the motion passed.

Hillsboro Quadrangle: Parcel 67; proposed by Mr. Standring; north of Highway 26; 76 
acres; excellent access to arterials; good access to centers approximately 100% prime 
farm land. The Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the 
Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #48: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McFarland for the 
exclusion of Parcel 67 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #48: Councilors Monroe, Washington .and McFarland voted aye. Councilors 
McLain, Kvistad and Morissette voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

Hillsboro Quadrangle: Parcel 67; proposed by Mr. Standring.

Motion #49: Councilor Kvistad moved, seconded by Councilor McLain to include 
the half of Parcel 67 that was not in the URSA.

Vote #49: Councilors Morissette, McLain and Kvistad voted aye. Councilors 
Washington, Monroe and McFarland voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

Hillsboro Quadrangle; Parcel 51; proposed by Mr. Grosfsen; 47 acres. The Executive 
Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #50: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain that Parcels 
51, 56, 60, 61 and 66 be left out of the URSA.

Vote #50: Councilors Kvistad, Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

Linnton Quadrangle: Parcel 111, proposed by Wanzenreid; 794 acres; 1669 feet from 
UGB; access to arterials good; proximity to centers is good; slope is 7%; 8.3% flood plain; 
3% wetlands; Class III and II soils; 56% EFU. The Executive Officer recommended against 
the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban Reserve Study Areas. It is now in the URSA.

Motion it51: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Kvistad to remove 
Parcel 111 from the URSA.
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Vote #51: Councilors Monroe, Washington and McFariarid voted aye. Councilors 
Kvistad, McLain and Morissette voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The 
vote was 3/3 and the motion failed.

Linnton Quadrangle: Parcels 72, 106 and 80, proposed Zahler, Old Germantown 
Neighborhood Association and Homes.

Motion #52: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor McLain for the 
exclusion of Parcel 72, 106, and 80 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #52: Councilors Morissette, Monroe, Washington, McLain and McFarland 
voted aye. Councilor Kvistad voted nay. Councilor McCaig was absent. The yote 
was 5/1 in favor and the motion passed.

Linnton Quadrangle: Parcel 75, proposed by Angel. 44 acres; near Forest Park off Skyline 
Road; very close to the UGB; has acreage access to arterials; good proximity to centers; 
16% slope; 95% EFU with Class VI soils being predominantly and Class III soils otherwise. 
The Executive Officer recommended against the inclusion of this parcel in the Urban 
Reserve Study Areas.

Motion #53: Councilor Monroe moved, seconded by Councilor Washington for the 
deletion of Parcel 75 from the Urban Reserve Study Areas.

Vote #53: Councilors Monroe, Washington, McLain, Kvistad, Morissette and 
McFarland voted aye. Councilor McCaig was absent. The vote was 6/0 in favor 
and the motion passed.

7. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS

None.

There being no further business before the Council, Presiding Officer McFarland adjourned 
the meeting at 9:30 PM.

Prepared by.

Lindsey Ray 
Council Assistant
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