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Courthouse at 9:30 A.M. this date.

Present: Commissioner McCoy, Chair; Commissioner Anderson;
Commissioner Kafoury; Commissioner Casterline. Excused:
Commissioner Miller;

The following proceedings were had:

Order in the matter of accepting deed for Inverness)
Property from the City of Portland for jail pur- )
poses - public testimony invited. (Time Certain at)

9:30 AM) - Continued from March 24 R-10)

Commissioner McCoy explained the City has not vyet approved
this matter.
y

,duly seconded ﬁ%yﬁ//x

Upon motion of Commissioner Kafour




Commissioner Anderson, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the above-entitled matter be continued to
Thursday, April 7, 1988 at 11:00 AM in Room 602 of the

County Courthouse.

At this time, Commissioner McCoy explained Commissioner

Miller is out of town, and excused from this meeting.

Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by
Commissioner Anderson, on a roll call vote, the following matter was

considered by unanimous consent:

In the matter of Adopting an Official )
Name for the Multnomah County Inverness ) RESOLUTION
Jail R-10a ) #88-31

Fred Pearce, Sheriff, requested the Board name the facility

the Multnomah County Inverness Jail.
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Commissioner Casterline read the Resolution amendeé as
suggested by Sheriff Pearce, and moved, duly seconded by

Commissioner Anderson, and upon a roll call vote, unanimously
ORDERED that said amended Resolution be approved.
(See Page for copy)
Commissioner McCoy directed a letter and a copy of the

Resolution be sent to the Parkrose MNeighborhood Group. Commissioner

Casterline agreed to do so.

At this time, Commissioner McCoy introduced those who were
present, and thanked them for their willingess to serve on Boards

and Committees as follows:
In the matter of the re-appointment of Betty Kay )
Jacobs, Dale Pearson and Richard Leonard to the )

Food Services Advisory Board R-1 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said re-appointment(s) be confirmed.

In the matter of the appointment of Toni Waymire )




to the Multnomah County Community Health Council ) R-2

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.

In the matter of the appointment of Jean Cauthorn)

to the Juvenile Services Commission R-3 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.

In the matter of the appointment of Lee Moore to )

the Multnomah Cable Regulatory Commission R-4 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.




In the matter of the appointment of John 0. Fund )
and Marlene S. Fund to act as Animal Control )]

Hearings Officers R-5 )

Commissioner Casterline moved, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kafoury, that the above-entitled matter be approved.

Mike Oswald, Animal Control Director, stated the two chosen
to be Hearings/@fficers, have be%njactive in dog fancier
organizatiqi/Eor many years; andf hey both understand animals,
animal behavior, and pet ownership. He said over 800 dogs have been
classified in the animal program, and th fg have been over 125
qﬁéérings held in the last eight monté%??%ecause there is a backlog
o% cases waiting, it is necessary to have more hearings officers.
Before this program was in effect, 257 of the animals causing
problems ”ﬁ the County were repeaters within a year frqm the first}ﬁkf/
probleﬁ@iihat percentage has been cut to &%.d&ew%ewgﬁéip$eg%amv. The
Hearings Officer portion ofﬁt é program is critical to community
acceptance and maintaining}?ﬁiegrity of the clasgific?éion system.

In response to Commissioner Anderson's question, et though the
proposed appointees have been active in breeding Staffordshire Bull

Terriers, their names were submitted by the Dog Fanciers of Oregon;

and that the controversy over ''pit bulls' is one that -includes those
>

responsible people who breed the dag)&ﬁéw&§e~%éﬁ€éfﬁedwa%@@£mﬁ&gm

p&e%%&ﬁ%gand are trying to resolve community problems. The review

process involves only the facts of the case, and is not affected by




controversies over the type or breed of dog; the situation and the
behavior of the individual dog is the focus of the hearings. He

said he has confidence in the ordinance)anq4 he process will prevail.

At this time, the motion was considered, and it is

unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment(s) be confirmed.

In the matter of the Acceptance of ) ORDER ACCEPTING DEED

a Deed from Andy Huserik granting ) TO PROPERTY FOR

to Multnomah County a Perpetual )  COUNTY ROAD -~ # éﬁéﬂéwvw

Easement for County Road Purposes
OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD

)

)

) COUNTY ROAD NO. 504

) (E of Germantown Road)
)

R-6 Item 88-104
Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by
Commissioner Kafoury, unanimously passed per recommended Order.

(CHAIR)

(See Supplement, Roads - J. 159 for copy)




In the matter of proclaiming the week of ). PROCLAMATION
April 2 - 9 as COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK R-7 ) #88-32

Commigsioner Casterline read the Proclamation, and moved,

duly seconded by Commissioner Anderson, unanimously

ORDERED that said Proclamation be approved.

(See Page for copy)
In the matter of Proclaiming April 1988 as ) PRO ATION
FAIR HOUSING MONTH IN MULTNOMAH COUNTY R-8) #88-33

Commissioner Casterline read the Proclamation, and moved

approval, duly seconded by Commissioner Kafoury.

e

LeRoy Pattén, 2423 NE Ainsworth, Portland Community Housing

Development ReQééjkce Board Chaiﬁman, testified in support of the

-~

Proclamation. He explai the organization he represents

promotes fair housing in Portland, and Multnomah County. The
organization has recently received a grant from U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development for education projects for Fair ,
Housing; and "in-kind" monies from both the City of Portland anié:?g/
County to implement the program. He discussed the Fair Housiné(wét,

history of the program, and the progress made over the past twenty




years, but added there is more to achieve. April 1988 marks a
milestone for the organization. He submitted posters to the

Commissioners provided by HUD.

is time, the motion was considered, and it is

ORDERED that said Proclamation be approved.

(See Page for copy)

In the matter of Imposing Gross Weight Restriction)
on Vehicles Using the Stark Street Bridge r ) ORDER
Sandy River R-9) #88-34

Commissioner Casterline explained that recent examinations
of the structure have revealed the Stark Street Bridge is unsafe;
and read closure times for bridge repair, and alternate routes for
travel. She moved approval, duly seconded by Commissioner Anders%ff’ﬁ
Commissioner Anderson asked if the closyre times and

alternate routes were to be published in the lper.




Commissioner Casterline she feels it has

been done.

Following discussion, the mo was considered, and it is

unanimz%ifzﬂi)

ORDERED that said Order be approved.

(See Page for copy)

Notice of Intent to apply to the Oregon Department)
of Education for $149,640 to develop a parent )
education demonstration project in the Social Ser-)

vices Division R-11)

Commissioner Anderson explained that this{wfll develop a

program for parents of 0-7 ygar old children, and that it is a

one-time-only request, f

&-d
continue the program, a

. She added a search for funding to
d moved, duly seconded by Commissioner

Kafoury, unanimously

ORDERED that said Notice of Intent be approved.

In the matter of ratification of an Intergovern- )




(?%ntal Agreement with Hood River County to pro- )
vide a Community Corrections Alternative Commun- )
ity Service Forest Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood River)

County R-12a)

In the matter of ratification of an Intergovern- )
mental Agreement with the U.S. Forest Service to )

provide a Community Corrections Alternative Com- )

munity Service Forest Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood g
4% )

River County

Commissioner Kafoury explained that the Corrections
Division has two agreements; one with Hood River County, and one
with the U. S. Foreét Service. She submitted an amended agreement
with the Forest Service which contains a change in the title, on
page one, of the person at Mt. Hood National Forest to the '"Forest

Service Ranger''; and on Page 2 (F), the address has been corrected.

She moved approval, duly seconded by Commissioner Anderson.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is

unanimously

ORDERED that said amended intergovernmental agreement with
Hood River County, and the corrected intergovernmental

agreement with the U.S. Forest Service be ratified.




Commissioner Anderson expressed her pleasure that th

o agreements haggbeen approved, and is an example of alternatives

to jail sentences. She pes this program can become a model for

other<pregrams.

Commissisoner Casterline explaine@ﬂfhis is a new
cooperative venture with Hood River Cougf%; and she, too, is hopeful

the program proves to be successful ;mewﬁf*““

First Reading - An Ordinance amending Ordinance )

#561 dated September 17, 1987 by changing the )

name of the Columbia River Gorge Interpretive/ ) ORDINANCE
Orientation Center, changing the number of mem- ) NO. 572
bers of the citizens committee, and defining )

additional duties for the committee, and declar- )

ing an emergency R-13)

Copies of the above=-entitled Ordinance were available to

all persons wishing a copy. Ordinance was read by title only.

A hearing was held; no one wished to testify.

Commissioner Casterline explained changes to be made in the

Ordinance include: the name is to be Columbia River Gorge

Interpretive/Orientation Center (Page 1, Section 2A (A & B); and




adding a Section 2A(C) She read the proposed addition as follows:
g

Research and recommend the procedures for analysis of a utilities

feasibility study, a traffic study, a conceptual footprint of the

facility, overall project concept design and construction. Section

2B, Section 3, Membership is changed from [thirteen (13)] to

fourteen (14). She moved approval of the amended Ordinance, duly

seconded by Commissioner Kafoury.

Commissioner Anderson asked for clarification of the term

"conceptual footprint'.

Commissioner Casterline explained it means the
architectural design is not complete, but is only a concept at this

point.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is

S

unanimously

ORDERED that said amended Ordinance be adopted.!

(See Supplement, Ordinances - J. 159 for copy)




Continued Second Reading - An Ordinance amending )

MCC Chapter 6.31 by making the EMS Policy Board )

advisory to the Board of County Commissioners, ) ORDINANCE
and ratifying rules adopted by the EMS Policy ) NO. 573
Board, and declaring an emergency  (Continued )
from March 24) R-14)

Copies of the above-entitled Ordinance were available to

all persons wishing a copy. Ordinance was read by title only.
A hearing was held.

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel, advised Commissioners the
correct copy was designated by 9:2 at the end of the Ordinance. He
explained this copy includes the original ordinance plus changes
adopted by the Board to-date. He discussed the ordinance and the
purposes for which it was developed; and recommended nonsubstantive
amendments to be made on page 3, Section E, and page 7, Section
8C(3). He responded to Board questions, and advised the Board
request recommendations from the EMS Policy Board for an Ambulance

Service Area Plan following adoption of the ordinance.

/

At this time, Commissioner Ka ry moved approval, ;ﬂ&él/’
r"‘“‘*«

g\ Y




Commissioner Kafoury moved, duly seconded by Commissioner
Anderson, to substitute, as suggested by Mr. Kressel, on page 3,
Section (E), ''state law' for the reference [ORS 823.180]; and on
page 7, Section 8(C)(3), the following is to be added after the

first sentence: The hearing shall include the opportunity for

interested persons to present testimony and data.

Chris Thomas, AA Ambulance, explained he does not object to
keeping the process going until a ruling is made, but he stressed
this ordinance, if adopted, will adopt the single ASA plan wifhout
further action by the Board once the Court ruling is made.® He said
he objects to the latter process because there is no evidenc ‘that
going to a single ASA plan will reduce rates. He added E&#ég;ther
cities following the same procedures, have had considerable rate
increases as well as diminution of quality of service, andigave
examples. In addition, he requested aheé/;anguage bedinkfhe

ordinance which guarantees ambulance companies the right to present

testimony and data.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is

unanimously
ORDERED that said amended Ordinance be adopted.

(See Supplement, Ordinances - J. 159 for copy)




Commissioner Kafoury moved to request the EMS Policy Board
submit recommendations to the Board within 45 days: and that
Commissioner McCoy be retained as the Board representative to that

body.

Joe Ackef, Emergency Medical Services Director, expressed

his compliments /to Board staff, EMS staff, County Counsel staff,

T
Ambulance”?%

atives, and representatives from both Portland
and Gresham for the cooperative manner in which the Ordinance just
adopted was developed. He had expected '"riff" between cities and
the county and was pleased that expectation was not realized. He

read optional wording for the request for recommendations by the EMS

Policy Board: Option 1 - "The Board of County Commissioner ; under

the authority granted by Multnomah County Code 6.31.0 equests a

g
recommendation from the EMS Policy Board foncerning the ambulance
service area plan for Multnomah County4 and Option 2 - The Board of
County Commissioners, under the authority granted by Multnomah
County Code 6.31.038, requests a recommendation from the Emergency
Medical Services Policy Board concerning an ambulance service area
plan which causes the County.to be divided into two similar
ambulance service areagww' h a contractor for each chosen by the

A . .
competitive bid proces! )He said either option will allow the

Policy Board to begin the Ambulance Service Area Plan process

starting April 4 following the EMS Policy Board meeting.

Following discussion Commissioner Kafoury moved approval,




duly seconded by Commissioner Casterline.

Following further discussion, Mr. Kressel explained his

support forf@tion 1.

Mr. Acker responded to Board questions, and added that
there are four parts to the Plan other than designation of the ASAs

and the contractor procurement process.

Barbara Donin, Chair's staff, pointed out that though
option 2 defines the process more narrowly, there are other options
within that concept the Policy Board can debate. She suggested one
subject might be whether or not the Board wants one provider to be
able to secure both contracts, or whether the RFP should state the

contract must have two separate providers.

Mr. Acker added maps could be drawn for the two service
areas, and then the Policy Board will provide the Board of
Commissioners with a recommendation for final proposed boundaries.
The process now is the Policy Board will develop an ASA plan and
recommendations for the Board of/ Commissioners, who will then hold
hearings and adopt an ambulance/ service area plan. That plan will
go to the State for approval;Vthat approval will trigger the County
contractor selection process.’ The process is expected to take until
July 1 at which time, the bid process will begin, should

everything go as planned.




Commissioner McCoy asked if there is anything that can be

done to change the rate structure before the process is completed.

Mr. Kressel requested time to study that question before

making a recommendation to the Board.

The Board concurred.

Mr. Kressel advised the Board the Policy Board could advise

or recommend against a two ASA plan.

Discussion followed regarding Board representation on the
EMS Policy Board, and Commissioner McCoy agreed to go to the meeting

on April 4.

At this time, the motion was considered, and it is

unanimously

ORDERED that the Board request the EMS Policy Board provide

recommendatiofis for a two ASA Plan as suggested by Mr.

Notice of Intent to apply for Funds from the )

National Institute of Drug Abuse R-15)

Norma Jaeger, Health Services, explained this application




is for an outreach demonstration research grant for intravenous drug
users at risk of contracting and/or spreading AIDS. This is a
cooperative effort between public and private agencies to reach out
to IV users and entice them into a treatment system. The State
Health Services Division will be the research component, and will

subcontract for behavioral technology research through Kaiser Center
for Health Research. She discussed County and State responsibilité}g?/

for services under the grant.
Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Kafoury, on a roll call vote, the matter was considered

by unanimous consent:

Commissioner/Anderson moved, duly seconded by Commissioner

Kafoury/ t

9:30 A.M.

BJ
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muLTNOMAH COoUuNTY OREGON

GLADYSMcCOY »  Chair e 248-3308

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS PAULINE ANDERSON # District 1 ® 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE GRETCHEN KAFOURY o District2 ® 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER ® District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 POLLY CASTERLINE # District4 & 248-5213

JANE MCGARVIN ® Clerk e 248-3277

AGENDA OF
MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FOR THE WEEK OF
MARCH 28 - APRIL 1, 1988

Tuesday, March 29, 1988 - 9:30 AM - Informal Briefings . Page 2
Tuesday, March 29, 1988 - 1:30 PM - Informal Meeting . . Page 3

Wednesday, March 30, 1988 - 10:00 AM - Finance . . . . . Page 4
Committee Meeting

Thursday March 31, 1988 - 7:30 AM - Commissioners attending State
Region I Jail Siting Advisory Committee, Blue Room, Mayor Clark's
Office

Thursday, March 31, 1988 - 9:30 AM - Formal. . . . . . . Page 5

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Tuesday, March 29, 1988 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
INFORMAL BRIEFING

Briefing on audit functions performed by Price Waterhouse
for Multnomah County

Briefing by representatives of Fred S. James & Co. on
findings of the focus group benefit analysis for county
employees - Rich Reese and Ted Woods, Fred S. James & Co.

i




-3-
Tuesday, March 29, 1988 - 1:30 PM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
INFORMAL

Informal Review of Bids and Requests for Proposals:
NONE

Informal Review of Formal Agenda of March 31

Status Report regarding services provided by the Youth
Services Centers, their integration into the County's Youth
Program Office, and proposed areas for further study of the
centers as part of the County's Youth Services system -
Michael Morrissey, Ron Potrue

Briefing on Teens on Patrol (TOPS) - Grant Nelson




-
Wednesday, March 30, 1988 - 10:00 AM
FINANCE COMMITTEE
Room 602 - Multnomah County Courthouse
AGEDNDA

Fee Schedule Review (Draft Resolution and Administrative
Procedure) - Thien-Huong Palmer, George Brower

Capital Improvement Projects - Wayne George

Inmate Welfare Fund Status Report - Linda Alexander, Dave
warren

County Investment Policy as amended - Dave Boyver

Dedicated Revenue Funds (Draft Resolution and
Aduninistrative Procedure) - George Brower




-5-
hursday, March 31, 1988, 92:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

Formal Agenda

REGULAR AGENDA

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

/% R-1

R-2
R-3

R-4

In the matter of the re-appointment of Betty Kay Jacobs,
Dale Pearson and Richard Leonard to the Food Services
Advisory Board

In the matter of the appointment of Toni Waymire to the
Multnomah County Community Health Council

In the matter of the appointment of Jean Cauthorn to the
Juvenile Services Commission

In the matter of the appointment of Lee Moore to the
Multnomah Cable Regulatory Commission

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRCNMENTAL SERVICES

R-5

R-6

R-7

R-8

R-9

In the matter of the appointment of John 0. Fund and
Marlene S. Fund to act as Animal Control Hearings Officers

Order in the matter of the Acceptance of a Deed from Andyv
Huserik granting to Multnomah County a Perpetual Easement
for County Road Purposes on 0ld Germantown Road, County
Road No. 504, E of CGCermantown Road, Item 88-104

Proclamation in the matter of proclaiming the week of April
2 - 9 as COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK

Proclamation in the matter of Proclaiming April 1988 as
FAIR HOUSING MONTH IN MULTNOMAE COUNTY

Order in the matter of Tmposing Gross Weight Restriction on
Vehicles Using the Stark Street Bridge Over Sandy River

SHERIFF'S OFFICF

} 0/%. R-10

Order in the matter of accepting deed for Inverness
Property from the City of Portland for jail purposes -
public testimony invited. (Time Certain at 2:30 AM) -
Continued from March 24)




DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES

A ki

R-12a

R-12b

Notice of Intent to apply to the Oregon Department of
fducation for $149,640 to develop a parent education
demonstration project in the Social Services Division

In the matter of ratification of an Intergovernmental
Agreement with Hood River County to provide a Community
Corrections Alternative Community Service Forest Work Camp
at Wyeth, Hood River County

In the matter of ratification of an Intergovernmental
Agreement with the U.S. Forest Service to provide a
Community Corrections Alternative Community Service Forest
Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood River County

ORDINANCES - NONDEPARTMENTAL

R-13
<11

et

Thursday
recorded

0279C.73-

First Reading - An Ordinance amending Ordinance #561 dated
September 17, 1987 by changing the name of the Columbia
Piver Gorge Interpretive Center, changing the number of
members of the citizens committee, and defining additional
duties for the committee, and declaring an emergency

Continued Second Reading - An Ordinance amending MCC
Chapter 6.31 by making the EMS Policy Board advisory to the
Board of County Commissioners, and ratifying rules adopted
by the EMS Policy Board, and declaring an emergency
(Continued from March 24)

Meetings of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners are
and can be seen at the following times:

Thursday, 10:00 PM, Channel 11 for East and West side
subscribers

Friday, 6:00 P.M., Channel 27 for Rogers Multnomah East
subscribers

Saturday 12:00 PM, Channel 21 for East Portland and East
County subscribers

78




SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA THURSDAY, MARCH 31, 1988

The following will be considered by Unanimous Consent:

//ﬁk' R-10a Resolution in the matter of Adopting an Official Name for
the Inverness Corrections Facility

) R-15 Notice of Intent to apply for Funds from the National
Institute of Drug Abuse

]




SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA THURSDAY, MARCH 31, 1988

The following will be considered by Unanimous Consent:

R~10a Resolution in the matter of Adopting an Official Name for
the Inverness Corrections Facility




SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA THURSDAY, MARCH 31, 1988

The following will be considered by Unanimous Consent:

R-10a Resolution in the matter of Adopting an Official Name for
the Inverness Corrections Facility

R-15 Notice of Intent to apply for Funds from the National
Institute of Drug Abuse




DATE SUBMITTED ’ (For Clerk's Use)
2/23/88 Meeting Date, 3 5 / Ay
. Agenda No. /-2 wéé —4/

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

SUbJeCt: Avpointments ta Roard and Commissions

Formal OnlyThur s, March 31, 1988

Infcrmal Only*
(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT County Chair’ " DIVISION ‘
QONTACT Judy Boyer TELEPHONE 248-3308
*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Judy Boyer

BRIEF SIMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state- .
ment of rationale for the action requested. .

Re-appointment of Betty Kay Jacobs, Dale Pearson and Richard Leonard to the Food Services

Advisory Board. .
Appointment of Toni Waymire to the Wultnomah CountynCommunity Health Council

Appointment of Jean Cauthorn to the Juvenile Services Commission
Appointment of Lee Moore to the Multnomah Cable Regulatory Commission

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIIE)

ACTICN REQUESTED: )
. INFORMATION ONLY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL POLICY DIRECTIN L *] approvaL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED CN AGENDA
IMPACT: /

[ ——

D FISCAL/BUDGETARY ‘ . ‘ iy

Other
SIGNATURES: - : -
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER:
BUDGET / PERSONMEL . /
QOUNTY CORISEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)
OmIER .

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)
NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situaticn requiring emergency acticn on back.

(8/84)




BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

A\

AR MULTNOMAH CoOUuNTY OREGON

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

In order for the County Executive to more thoroughly assess the qualifications of
persons interested in serving on a Multnomah County board or commission, you
are requested to fill out this interest form as completely as possible. You are
encouraged to attach or enclose supplemental information or a resume which
further details your involvement in volunteer activities, public affairs, civie
services, published writings, affiliations, ete.

A. Please list, in order of priority, any Multnomah County boards/commissions
on which you would be interested in serving. (See attached list)

Commundj tec 4in Counc |

B. Name

¢

oYY \/\)C«»\{mtt’&

Address | 30 \u/ Arlsr\g‘fam St
city Glodkstone state. OR zip 9 7O

Do you live in _  unincorporated Multnomah County or ___a city within
Multnomah County.

Home Phone (o5 (0 -94 3|

C. Current Employer (A tec! gg}gf‘ ofthe (olumbie -()Ulc pmeltte

Address )18 W)l Rurnsidle

city tortlandd state O[S zip 47309
Your Job Title Spema((&f - Tvfovinietian crnel Refevra/
Work Phone 20% -9 /5 / (Ext) S (ol

Is your place of employment located in Multnomah County? YesXNo

D. Previous Employers ____Dates Job Title
Clinte.
Planned Threndhnaacd  10)83 - 10/r 7 7?4/1’1(60}'0{//7&*6!: st
Chiled Deyelfof
Mublnete n . D of Dwveet lee (Hh Seyvices- S0¢ (re l 5
4/77 - &/zA
CONTACT: DENNIS BUCHANAN, COUNTY EXECUTIVE

1500 PORTLAND BUILDING
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204
(503) 248-3308




E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civie activities.

Name of Organization Dates Responsibilities
cs (oupt et Ser
a%%k.f?/zljorwshr lalence /"/o«*ram ez —> 9 /%3 % 9@&3
(leckenics (‘c/mm/«.qnf Caffe ﬂper(mn&el(m
loren s esouvce /M 57 q/gl -z C‘/'@”fb’ &tice rhenc WE;)‘L
Foclont corclieatar

F. Please list post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study\g_
cetle OF
(leckemas (gnn mWru//c/ /&bfzrf Tlpe 1976 /j%%m_znm#cf Disetefitle,
Brot SPervis
Lort leen A SHate an’er@@/ Suot 1983 -7 Fer 158 2o }a/t’a%ﬁ -

G. Please list the name, address and telephone numbers of two people who may
be contacted as references who know about your interests and qualifications to
serve on a Multnomah County board/commission. ¢ Plenred, oot hoo o/

Thonics Brdfan MO 2231 sE 5 Povte ncl §730¢0 508G |

Susen retovn U0 E. Clereniclon Gledsicne 97027
G5 732

H. Please list potential conflicts of interest between private life and publie
service which might result from service on a board/commission.

Wnan g

I. Affirmative Action Information

=
sex 7 Tacia i
birth date: Month J|{  Day &/ Year S Lz

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge
and that I understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of
credentials may result in this application being disqualified from further
consideration or, subsquent to my appointment to a board/commission, may
result in my dismissal.

Signature W ‘f[()ﬁm/”k Date 3/8//86’

Jom
6/83 %m
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BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

&R MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

In order for the County Executive to more thoroughly assess the qualifications of
persons interested in serving on a Multnomah County board or commission, you
are requested to fill out this interest form as completely as possible. You are
encouraged to attach or enclose supplemental information or a resume which
further details your involvement in volunteer activities, public affairs, civic
services, published writings, affiliations, ete. -

A. Please list, in order of priority, any Multnomah County boards/commissions
on which you would be interested in serving. (See attached list)

Juvenile Services Commission

B. Name Jean Cauthorn

Address 3160 NE 156th Avenue

City Portland State Oregon Zip 97230

Do you live in __  unincorporated Multnomah County or X a city within
Multnomah County.

Home Phone 253 97391

C. Current Employer ¥alunteer worker

Address

City State Zip

Your Job Title

Work Phone ‘ (Ext)

Is your place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes No

D. Previous Employers Dates Job Title
Oregon State Board of Health '53-58 Audiomebrist
_Lewis & Clark College 15153 Research Ass't.
: Paper grader, etcgj
Dept. Stores, restaurants, etc'47.51 ialesperson,
Wittt reasas—eir
CONTACT: : » S COUNTY EXECUTIVE

1500 PORTLAND BUILDING
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204
(503) 248-3308




Name of Organization Dates Responsibilities

y Juvenile Court '81-82 Monitored courtroom proceedings.
Juvenile Ct. Advisory 82~ Council member and past chair.
Council present

(1) Children's Services 83~ Review substitute care cases as:
, Divisionf)Juvenile Ct., present (1) an Internal admin. review board
(5)Citizen Review Boards member; (2) Pilot review board
member; (3) CRB member and chair.
Mt. Hood YMCA '85- Member of Neighborhood Accountability
Youth Service Center present Board dispensging consequences
to juvenile offenders diverted from
the Court.
Dept. Justice Services Studied and made recommendations to
Budget Advisory Committee '86- Board of County Commissioners
87 regarding Juvenile Court.
Mult. County Medical 75~ Assist in redistribution of physician's
Auxilliary present drug samples, now being provided to

local clinics for low income
population.

Good Samaritan Hospital '85 Assisted in cancer screening clinic.

White Shield Home '63-68 Foster mother to 18 young expectant
mothers.




E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civie activities.

Name of Organization ' Dates Responsibilities

F. Please list post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study

Lewis & Clark College 149-'53 B.S./Psychology

G. Please list the name, address and telephone numbers of two people who may
be contacted as references who know about your interests and qualifications to
serve on a Multnomah County board/commission.

Judge Stephen Herrell Mult. Co. Circuit Ct. 248-3060

Judge Kristena LaMar " " " " 248-3204
DeEpt. General SErvices 3 1”4202

Linda Leisman

. . . 225 Ferry St. SalepyOR 0

H. Please list potential conflicts of]ingerestebet%een pnvatle fite and9 public
service which might result from service on a board/commission.

1. Affirmative Action Information

sex acia 1C ba

birth date: Month 4 - Day 24  Year 31

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge
and that I understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of
credentials may result in this application being disqualified from further
consideration or, subsquent to my appointment to a board/commission, may
result in my dismissal.

/ ‘ 7

lom
6/83
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g MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS 'Y

In order for the County Executive to more thoroughly assess the qualifications of persons
interested in serving on a Multnomah County board or commission, you are requested to fill out
this interest form as completely as possible. You are encouraged to attach or enclose supplemen-
tal information or a resume which. further details your involvement in volunteer activities,
public affairs, civic services, published writing, affiliations, ete.

A. Please list, in order of priority, any Multnomah County boards/commissions on which you
would be interested in serving. (See attached list)

Planning Commission, Civil Service, other upon discussion and

acceptance

B. Name Lee E. Moore

Address 3805 S.E. Liebe Street

City Portland State _ OR Zip 97202

Do youlivein ______ unincorporated Multnomah County or __ % a city within Mult-
nomah County.

Home Phone (503) 775-7531

C. Current Employer Tektronix, Inc,
Address 1500 N.W. 167th Place
City Beaverton State _OR Zip 97006
Your Job Title ______ SiteOperations/Organizational Development Manager
Work Phone ___690-7018 ' (Ext)
Is your place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes No __ X

D. Previous Employers Dates Job Title
State of Oregon = General Services gigé:ig?eggr

n " " " Division Mgr
Procurement

Division Mgr.
Civil Rights

" " - Labor & Industries

Note: My state of Oregon Service began in 19269 and
continued through 1979

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR

CONTACT: : 1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

(603) 248-3308




E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civic activities.

Name of Organization Dates Responsibilities
Treasurer,
‘Neighborhood House Board Member

Mulnomah County Planning Comm & Hearing Council

Model Cities Law and Justice Committee

City Club of Portland
F. Please list all post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study
Portland Community College Criminal Justice
University ot Idaho Social Science
Portland State University Criminal Justice
Marylhurst College Management

G. Pleaselistthe name, address and telephone numbers of two people who may be contacted as
references who know about your interests and qualifications to serve on a Multnomah
County board/commission.

John Rees Don Clark

Sr. Vice President Executive Director
Quadrant Corporation Portland Housing Authority
1865 N.W. 169th Place Portland, Cregon

Beaverton, OR 97006

H. Pleaselist potential conflicts of interest between private life and public service which might
result from service on a board/commission,.

New site development activities for Tektronix

1. Affirmative Action Information

Black - Male
sex / racial ethnic background

birth date: Month _ 03 Day 11  Year 46

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that I
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials may resultin this

application being dfsqualifie further consideration or, subsequent to my appointmenttoa
board/commissigh, may result in my dismissal. :

1cc ¢ . ~— — 3-¢-55

Date

Signature £

lom
6/83




March 31, 1988

In the matter of the re-appointment of Betty Kay )
Jacobs, Dale Pearson and Richard Leonard to the )
Food Services Advisory Board R-1)

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said re-appointment(s) be confirmed.




March 31, 1988

In the matter of the appointment of Toni Waymire )
to the Multnomah County Community Health Council ) R-2

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.




March 31, 1988

In the matter of the appointment of Jean Cauthorn)
to the Juvenile Services Commission R-3 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.




March 31, 1988

In the matter of the appointment of Lee Moore to )
the Multnomah Cable Regulatory Commission R=-4 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Casterline, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.




AR 18 pap

Procedure # 1201

Page 3 of 4
DATE SUBMITTED (For Clerk's Uae)
Meeting Date J@/ /2757
Agenda No. m_ﬁszw,
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA
Subject: Appointing Animal Control
Hearings Officers
Informal Only* Formal Only
{Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Environmental Servies DIVISION Animal Control
CONTACT Mike Oswald TELEPHONE 667-4024
*NAME(s8) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Mike ngald

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, {f applicable, and clear state-
ment of ratfonale for the action requested.

This item is to appoint two people as Animal Control Hearings Officers for the
Potentially Dangerous Dog program, pursuant to Ordinance No. 517. Letters of
credential attached.

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:
D INFORMATION ONLY D PRELIMINARY APPROVAL D POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 10 minutes

IMPACT: Hearings Officers are volunteers.
PERSONNEL

D FISCAL/BUDGETARY

[3 - General Fund

~Other

SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER: ’f?MZA(J

BUDGET / PERSONNEL

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Regolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Pacilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.

1984




February 11, 1988

Dear Sirs,

The following are my credentials for placement as hearing officer. They are
as follows:

Membership

Dog Fanciers Association of Oregon
Past President, current board member, chairperson in charge of
presenting dog shows, served on many committees

Terrier Association of Oregon
Past President, board member, and officer
Served on many committees as chairperson and chairperson in
charge of presenting training matches

Welsh Terrier Club of America
Past Treasurer and board member

Washington State Welsh Terrier Club
Officer
Show chairperson

§ Education
Attended WSU
Employment
Co-owner of company that is involved in the installation, repair,
and maintenance of heating ventilation and automatic temperature
controls. Working as Manager.
Currently own and maintain a private kennel. My wife and I have
bred and shown Welsh Terriers for the past 20 years and Stafford-
shire Bull Terriers for the past 6 years.
Past involvement with community dog issues

Served on the "Lost Dogs Committee"
Worked with the Clackamas County Dog Owners Association on ken-
nel licensing.

I teel that my experience with the "dog community” will give me some insight
to be able to help with the current dog legislation in Multnomah County that
is using the hearings officer to determine how the vicious dog should be re-
premanded.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very Truly Yours,

i

é//é2254 S. Evergreen Dr.

! Beavercreek, Or., 97004
(503) 632-4323




February 11, 1988

Dear Sirs,

You asked for my credentials for placement as a hearings officer. They are as
follows:

Membership

Dog Fanciers of Oregon
Served on many committees as chairperson and assisted in
presenting dog shows.

Terrier Association of Oregon
Past president and officer
Served on many committees as chairperson and chairperson in
charge of presenting training matches

Welsh Terrieyr Club of Bmerica
Washington State Welsh Terrier Club
Officer
show chairperson
Staffordshire Bull Terrier Club of America
Education
BS Portland State University elementary education
Employment
Co~owner of company that is involved in the installation, repair and
maintenance of heating, ventilation and automatic temperature con-
trols. Working as office manager.
Currently own and maintain a private kennel. My husband and I have
bred and shown Welsh Terriers for the last 20 years and Staffordshire
Bull Terriers for the last 6 years.
Past involvement with legislative issues
Chairman Clackamas County Dog Owners Committee
For resolution of kennel licensing.
Pro tem member of the committee to revise the current Multnomah
County vicious dog ordinance.

I feel that my experience with the dogs that we own and the dogs that we have
been involved with in the past 20 years, which also include Dachshunds, Fox
Terriers, and Airedales, as well as the two breeds that we still maintain,
Welsh and Staffordshire Bull Terriers, could perhaps give some insight that the
kennel owner and breeder might contribute.

Thank you for your condsideration.

Very Truly Yours,

22254 S. Evergreen Dr.
Beavercreek, Or., 927004
(503) 632-4323
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MULTNOMARH COoOUNTY OREGCN

GLADYS McCOY ¢ Chair e 248-3308
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS -
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE PAULINE ANDERSON e D’strfcﬂ ® 248-5220
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE GRETCHEN KAFOURY e Dfstrfct2 ® 248-5219
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 CAROLINE MILLER & District3 & 248-5217

POLLY CASTERLINE # District4 ¢ 248-5213
JANEMcGARVIN ® Clerk e 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Mr. Paul Yarborough, Director
Department of Environmental Services
2115 SE Morrison

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Yarborough:

Be it remembeted, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, the following action was taken:-

In the matter of the appointment of John O. Fund )
and Marlene S. Fund to act as Animal Control )
Hearings Officers R-5 )

Commissioner Casterline moved, duly seconded by Commission-
er Kafoury, that the above-entitled matter be approved.

Mike Oswald, Animal Control Director, stated the two chosen
to be Hearings Officers, have been active in dog fancier organiza-
tions for many years; and that they both understand animals, animal
behavior, and pet ownership. He said over 800 dogs have been
classified in the animal program, and there have been over 125 hear-
ings held in the last eight months. Because there is a backlog of
cases waiting, it is necessary to have more hearings officers. Be-
fore this program was in effect, 257 of the animals causing problems
in the County were repeaters within a year from the first problem;
that percentage has been cut to 47. The Hearings Officer portion of
the program is critical to community acceptance and maintaining the
integrity of the classification system. 1In response to Commissioner
Anderson's question, he said that though the proposed appointees
have been active in breeding Staffordshire Bull Terriers, their
names were submitted by the Dog Fanciers of Oregon; and that the
controversy over ''pit bulls'" is one that includes those responsible
people who breed the dogs and are trying to resolve community prob-
lems. The review process involves only the facts of the case, and
is not affected by controversies over the type or breed of dog; only
the situation and the behavior of the individual dog is the focus of
the hearings. He said he has confidence in the ordinance, and feels
the process will prevail. He urged the Board to approve the ap-
pointments.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




-2-

At this time, the motion was considered, and it is
unanimously

ORDERED that said appointments be confirmed.
Very truly yours,
"BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
/'/
’ oy Vs 0’%7&%%%%@

i “Jane McGarvin
Clerk of the Board

Jjm
cc: Animal Control

e
[
iy




DATE SUBMITTED (For Clerk's Use)
Meeting Date_ «7/3/ /%8

Agenda No.___ A7 4

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: Deed/Order for County Road Purposes

Informal Only* Formal Only

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION_ Transportation
CONTACT_Dick Howard g?éﬂv’ TELEPHONE 3599

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY

OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD/COUNTY ROAD No. 504

Deed for Road purposes from Andy Huserik. Order Accepting Deed conveying property
for county road purposes.

Director of DES recommends said deed be accepted and recorded in Multnomah County
Deed Records, together with the EXHIBIT "A", which is attached to said deed.

ACTION REQUESTED:
/_/ INFORMATION ONLY / / PRELIMINARY APPROVAL / / POLICY DIRECTION /X/ APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA

IMPACT:
PERSONNEL PE
/| FISCAL/BUDGETARY | i 5
/_/ General Fund é%?; c?
Other é?‘ ;f |
SIGNATURES: N
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER: M’wa@m/vb%
BUDGET/PERSONNEL | / /—7

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)
OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: If fequesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency
action on back.

3706V




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDER ACCEPTING DEED )
TO PROPERTY FOR #88-31
COUNTY ROAD

In the Matter of the Acceptance of a Deed
from Andy Huserik granting to Multnomah
County a Perpetual Easement for County
Road Purposes.

COUNTY ROAD No. 504
(E. of Germantown Road)

)
)
)
)
) OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD
)
)
) Item 88-104

)

It appearing to the Board at this time that Andy Huserik has tendered to
Multnomah County, a deed to the property hereinafter described, for road
purposes, to be known as 01d Germantown Road, County Road No. 504; and

It further appearing that said property is desirable for use as a part of
the road system of Multnomah County, and that the Director of the Department
of Environmental Services has recommended that said deed be accepted and said
property accepted and established as a county road;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the deed of Andy Huserik,
conveying to Multnomah County a perpetual easement for road purposes, to be
known as O1d Germantown Road, County Road No. 504, the following described
property, situated in the County of Multnomah, State of Oregon, to-wit:

A parcel of land situated in the southeast one-quarter of Section 8, TIN,
R1W, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, being more particularly described as
follows:

The north 10.00 feet of the south 30.00 feet of that tract of land
conveyed to Andy Huserick by deed, recorded March 11, 1987, in Book 1986,
Page 456, Deed Records, Multnomah County, Oregon, which is described as
follows:

The northeast one-quarter of the southeast one-quarter of Section 8, TIN,
RIW, W.M., Multnomzh County, Oregon, excepting therefrom that tract of
land described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the north one-half of the southeast
one-quarter of Section 8, TIN, RIW, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon,
running thence north along the section lTine 160.00 feet; thence west
150.00 feet; thence south 160.00 feet; thence east 150.00 feet to the
point of beginning.

Containing 11,700 square feet, more or less.

As shown on attached map marked Exhibit "A", and hereby made a part of
this document.




ORDER ACCEPTING DEED
OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD
County Road No. 504
Item 88-104

Andy Huserik

Page 2

be accepted for County Road Purposes and placed of record in the County of
Multnomah, State of Oregon.

BOARRD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
March 31, 1988

(SEAL) &LADYS Mc(ﬁ«, Chair V

APPROVED:

e [ o For

LARRY F. NICHOLAS
County Engineer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
LAURENCE KRESSEL

County .€oupsel
By ﬁgzgi%%i/7rj);iE%;»4/
/

Dep t




(Deed for Road Purposes - Individual) O1d Germantown Road

(E. of Germantown Road)

Item 88-104

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That Andy Huserik, in consideration of One

Dollar, and other good and valuable considerations to him paid by Multnomah County,
a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, has granted, bargained, sold and
conveyed, and does hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto said Multnomah
County, its successors and assigns, and hereby forever dedicates to the use of the
public as a public road, all the following bounded and described real property
situated in the County of Multnomah and State of Oregon; to wit:

A parcel of land situated in the southeast one-quarter of Section 8, TIN, RINW,
W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, being more particularly described as follows:

The north 10.00 feet of the south 30.00 feet of that tract of land conveyed to
Andy Huserick by deed, recorded March 11, 1987, in Book 1986, Page 456, Deed
Records, Multnomah County, Oregon, which is described as follows:

The northeast one-quarter of the southeast one-quarter of Section 8, TIN, RIN,
W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, excepting therefrom that tract of land
described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the north one-half of the southeast
one-quarter of Section 8, TIN, RIW, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, running
thence north along the section line 160.00 feet; thence west 150.00 feet;
thence south 160.00 feet; thence east 150.00 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 11,700 square feet, more or less.

As shown on attached map marked Exhibit "A", and hereby made a part of this
document. '

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the above granted property unto the said Multnomah County,
jts successors and assigns, forever.




01d Germantown Road
(E. of Germantown Road)

Item 88-104
Page 2
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the grantor above named ha s hereunto
set /LLq hand this __ /&~ day of 5) ) e A.D., 1954
APPROVED:
LARRY F. NICHOLAS, P. E. Andy Huserik, Grantor

County Engineer _

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
LAURENCE KRESSEL

County/;ouz;g]
By %{—\. / 7>¢£ ?P M

STATE OF OREGON, Count of Mu]tnomah
y ’/a 377//?40«0®
SIGNED BEFORE ME / oty ,/,/ , 195f personally appeared the

above-named /<;fizﬂ;y / /L144£4x4/ , who
acknowledged the foregdqng 1nstrument to be déigg voluntary act.

/)z;é,éﬁkl <i;2 \é¥4ﬁéziébéf

Notary Public for Oregon
My Commission expires_ (¢ =S4T , 19__

0531W/0634KW
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March 31; 1988

JANE McGARVIN
CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RECEIVED FROM

-

RECORDING ~ ZONING ENGINEERING

o, Pt -

ORDER ACCEPTING DEED FROM ANDY HUSERIK ON OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD

R-6

DEED TO BE RECORDED

%
) %,
///’/ %g
7 :
i?
e ﬂW
by

remcc; FPLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE
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March 31, 1988

JANE McGARVIN
CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RECEIVED FROM

P

{ -

\_RECORDING ZONING ENGINEERING

ORDER ACCEPTING DEED FROM ANDY HUSERIK ON OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD U‘)k@#

~ AT
R-6 036 S
DEED TO BE RECORDED RECEIPT ATTACHED.
DOZUMENT(S) WILL BE
: IN APFROX.
[ /2, WEEK(S).

«: PLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE
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March 31, 1988

JANE McGARVIN
CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY. OREGON

RECEIVED FROM

e

RECORDING ZONING /" ENGINEERING )

%
%’“fm

ORDER ACCEPTING DEED FROM ANDY HUSERIK ON OLD GERMANTOWN ROAD
R-6
DEED TO BE RECORDED

e, Mins00

PLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE

Poem CC-2
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Procedure # 1201
Page 3 of 4
(For Clerk‘s Use)

Heeting Date %372?//3?3’

Agenda No.

DATE SUBMITTED 3/18/88

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: Community Development Week

Informal Only* 3/29/88 Formal 0nly 3/31/88

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION Community Development
CONTACT Jane Burda TELEPHONE 248-5000
*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Jane Burda

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other slternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-
ment of rationale for the action requested.

Discussion and action on County Proclamation declaring the week of April 2-9 as
Community Development Week.

(LF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:

D INFORMATION ONLY D PRELIMINARY APPROVAL D POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 5 minutes -
@ -
IMPACT: SOE -
B eD s 5
PERSONNEL / /ﬁ#“ijé o o o
- . " - -
- . { Loty %:Z -
(J  rrscaL/subcerary O o o2
D e
Ceneral Fund ! :
fou
o
Other

SIGNATURES:

DEPARTHENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER:

BUDGET / PERSONNEL /

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: 1If requesting unanimous consent, state situatfon requiring emergency actfion on back.

1984
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF MULTNOMAH COUNTY

In the matter of
proclaiming the week
of April 2-9 as )
COMMUNITY DEVELOP-
MENT WEEK

PROCLAMATION
#88-32

LA e >

WHEREAS, the COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM has operated since 1974
to provide local governments with the resources required to meet the needs of

persons of low and moderate income;

WHEREAS, community development block grant funds are used by thousands of
neighborhood-based nonprofit organizations throughout thé Nation to address

pressing neighborhood and human service needs;

WHEREAS, in the last several years the Federal Government has reduced Federal

assistance to local governments and nonprofit organizations;

WHEREAS, during this time of constricted Federal contributions to the task of
meeting the needs of low and moderate income persons, the problems have grown
as evidenced by the dwindling supply of affordable housing, the massive rise
in homelessness, and the resurfacing of hunger and malnutrition;

WHEREAS, during this time of Federal withdrawal from responsibility, the , i

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM has assumed incCreasing importance

for meeting pressing community problems;
WHEREAS, the Congress and the Nation has often overlooked the critical value of the

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM and the significant number of

organizations and projects that rely on its funds for support;

D78/48921




WHEREAS, the Condress of the United States has declared April 2-9, 1988

NOW,

NATIONAL COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK and has called upon the President and all
people of the United States to observe the week with appropriate ceremonies

and activities;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners
proclaim April 2-9 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK and call upon all citizens of
our County to participate in activities celebrating the COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM.

Adopted this 3lst day of Magrch , 1988,

BOARD OjQCOUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Gladys M19éy' Chair

/
Lt (oo Comed LNl

Pauline Anderson Gretchen Rafoury
Commissioner Commissioner
: e
. RO * e ’
N B . / ) . . ‘3/',‘! f;‘,’[‘,, B N
¢ C Lerf Cppee [fg‘géff~41 T2l (4Dab;7€“¢f 3
) e

Caroline Miller Polly Casterline -

Commissioner Commissioner

D78/48921




March 31, 1988

In the matter of proclaiming the week of ) PROCLAMATION
April 2 - 9 as COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT WEEK  R-7 ) #88-32

Commissioner Casterline read the Proclamation, and moved,
duly seconded by Commissioner Anderson, unanimously

ORDERED that said Proclamation be approved.




PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS

O of Tin desd Superiifersdent

DISTRICT-WIDE PROGRAMS

LE ROY PATTON

Administrative Specialist

6318 8. W, Corbett Office Phone:
Portland, Oregon 97201 280-5782

NAME  Le &2y

ADDRESS ;7’%5/ A ene L

S el

City Zip
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A
o

Procedure # 1201
Page 3 of 4

(For Clerk's Use)
ﬂ?//&’g

Meeting Date

DATE susMiTTED 3/18/88
Agenda No.
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA
Subject: Fair Housing Month
Informal Oaly* 3/29/88 Formal Only 3/29/88
(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION Community Development
CONTACT Jane Burda/Cecile Pitts TELEPHONE 248-5000
Cecile Pitt%
1f applicagle, and clear state-

*NAME(8) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored
ment of rationale for the actf{on requested.
Discussion and action of County Proclamation declaring April 1988 Fair Housing

Month.
(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:

D INFORMATION ONLY a PRELIMINARY APPROVAL [] POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL
INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 5 minutes o
IMPACT: Loz

PERSONNEL Mmoo
oyl o
&
SN

D FISCAL/BUDGETARY

D Ceneral Fund
Other W///
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY comﬂssromm (7 ) %‘J WL ) M“')

SIGNATURES:
/

Contracts)

BUDGET / PERSONNEL
COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements

. etec.)
state sftuatfion requiring emergency actfon on back.

(Purchasing, Facilities Management

OTHER

If requesting unanimous consent

NOTE:

1984




%{/ 30




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Proclaiming April 1988 ]
as FAIR HOUSING MONTH IN PROCLAMATION
MULTNOMAH COUNTY ]

88-33

WHEREAS, April 1988 marks the twentieth anniversary of the
enactment of Title VIII of the Civil Rights act of 1968, known as
the Federal Fair Housing law and,

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) has designated April as National Fair Housing Month and,

WHEREAS, Multnomah County's housing policies affirm the
County's support and encouragement of Fair Housing and,

WHEREAS, achievement of Equal Housing Opportunity required the
public's knowledge of Fair Housing issues and support of Fair
Housing activities.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners declares its

observation of April as Fair Housing Month in Multnomah County and
affirms its support of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity.

Adopted this 31st gay of March , 1988.

BOA F_CO NT%}E%?MIS%?ONERS

Glady77McCoy, Chair

//M@é% Cecrbe i yme

) O/
Pauline Anderson Gretchen Kafoury 7
Commissioner Commissioner
7
7 o o

7 ol C.Daa//:ﬁ "
Polly/Casterline
Commissioner

T A e,
Caroline Miller
Commissioner

r

D98/48701




March 31, 1988

In the matter of Proclaiming April 1988 as ) PROCLAMATION
FAIR HOUSING MONTH IN MULTNOMAH COUNTY R-8) #88-33

Commissioner Casterline read the Proclamation, and moved
approval, duly seconded by Commissioner Kafoury.

LeRoy Patton, 2423 NE Ainsworth, Portland Community Housing
Development Resource Board Chairman, testified in support of the
Proclamation. He explained the organization he represents promotes
fair housing in Portland, and Multnomah County. The organization
has recently received a grant from U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development for education projects for Fair Housing; and "in--
kind" monies from both the City of Portland and the County to imple-
ment the program. He discussed the Fair Housing Act, history of the
program, and the progress made over the past twenty years, but added
there is more to achieve. April 1988 marks a milestone for the
organization. He submitted posters to the Commissioners provided by
HUD.

At this time, the motion was considered, and it is
unanimously

ORDERED that said Proclamation be approved.




DATE SUBMITTED (For Clerk's Use) _ /.
Meeting Date__ 594304?§7

Agenda No.__ /1~ %

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA
Subject: Stark Street Bridge - Weight Restriction

Informal Only* Formal Only

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT _Environmental Services DIVISION Transportation
CONTACT Stan Ghezzi TELEPHONE 3595

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY

Imposing a load 1imit on the Stark Street Bridge over the Sandy River until
July 31, 1989, or until repairs have been completed restoring the structure to
sufficient standards to permit heavier loads.

ACTION REQUESTED:
[/ _/ INFORMATION ONLY / / PRELIMINARY APPROVAL / / POLICY DIRECTION /X/ APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 5 minutes

IMPACT:

PERSONNEL M

/ /  FISCAL/BUDGETARY

/!  General Fund = ;g
Other B

SIGNATURES: o

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER(:;EE?SZéEi>

BUDGET/PERSONNEL /

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)
OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.) 7

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency
action on back.

3706V




& MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
TRANSPORTATION DIVISION GLADYS McCOY e CHAIR OF THE BOARD

1620 S.E. 190TH AVENUE PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97233 GRETCHEN KAFOURY e DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-5050 CAROLINE MILLER @ DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

POLLY CASTERLINE e DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

March 8, 1988

Gladys McCoy, Chair

Board of County Commissioners
134 County Court House

1021 SW Fourth Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

SUBJECT: Stark Street Bridge over Sandy River
Weight Restriction

Recently, a condition investigation which included a thorough field inspection
and structural analysis was completed on the Stark Street Bridge over the
Sandy River. Results of the investigation identified various bridge members
have deteriorated which reduce its structural quality and safety.

This Department is currently proceeding with preliminary engineering for the
required repair in order to restore the structure to sufficient standards. It
is anticipated repair work will commence this summer, and be completed by
July 31, 1989.

Enclosed is an order for the gross weight restriction of 15 tons for 2 axle
vehicles, 17 tons for 3 axle vehicles and 30 tons for 5 axle vehicles until
July 31, 1989, or until construction work is completed.

It is the recommendation of this Department that the Board authorize this
restriction of gross weight on the Stark Street Bridge over the Sandy River to
prevent undue damage to the County structure, and to protect the interest and
safety of the general public.

Very truly yours,

e Zade—

PAUL YARBOROYGH
Director

PY/SG:vh
Enc:

4006V

For Fire, Police, or Ambulance: Dial 911 in Portland and Multnomah County.
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




OFFICE MEMORANDUM

T10:

FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Paul Yarborough
Larry Nicholas

Stan Ghezzi /.
March 9, 1988

... DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Stark Street Bridge Over Sandy River

Weight Restriction

Recently, a condition investigation which included a thorough field inspection
and structural analysis was completed on the Stark Street Bridge over the

Sandy River.

Results of the investigation identified various bridge members

have deteriorated which reduce its structural quality and safety. Because of
the structural inadequacy and need to prolong the structure Tife, it will be
necessary to place gross weight restrictions on the structure until repairs
can be made to restore the structure to sufficient standards.

Enclosed for your signature and further distribution find the following:

2N —

SG:vh

4006V

Transmittal letter to McCoy.
Request for Placement on Agenda.

Board Order
Press Release




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Imposing Gross )
Weight Restriction on Vehicles ) ORDER
Using the Stark Street Bridge ) #88-34
Over Sandy River. )

It appearing that under Oregon Law, the Board of County Commissioners is
given jurisdiction over county roads ard is responsible for the maintenance
and repair of said roads; and

It further appearing that the Board is empowered to prohibit the
operation, upon highways or streets within its jurisdiction, of any or all
vehicles, impose limits as to any gross weight or any dimension of any vehicle
or combination of vehicles; and

It further appearing that the Stark Street Bridge over the Sandy River has
deteriorated reducing its structural quality and safety; and

It further appearing that it is necessary for the safety of motorists and
for the preservation of the County Road, and the Board being fully advised in
the premises herein, it is

ORDERED, that the Stark Street Bridge over the Sandy River is restricted
to gross weights of 15 tons for 2 axle vehicles, 17 tons for 3 axle vehicles
and 30 tons for 5 axle vehicles until July 31, 1989, or until repairs are
completed to sufficient standards as to permit heavier loads; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the County Engineer is directed to post and maintain
signs in a conspicuous manner as may be necessary to inform the public of the
gross weight limitations.

DATED this _31st day of _March , 1988.
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON
(SEAL)

ﬁladys Mcsfy, Cha1r

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ounty Counsel

4006V




MULTNOMAH CoOUuNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYS McCOY & Chair e 248-3308
PAULINE ANDERSON ® District 1 ® 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE ot
GRETCHEN KAFOURY & District2 & 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER o District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

POLLY CASTERLINE # District4 » 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN ®  Clerk » 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Mr. Paul Yarborough, Director
Department of Environmental Services
2115 SE Morrison

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Yarborough:

, ¥ i o 4
Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, the following action was taken:

In the matter of Imposing Gross Weight Restriction)

on Vehicles Using the Stark Street Bridge over ) ORDER

Sandy River R-9) #88-34
Commissioner Casterline explained that recent examinations

of the structure have revealed the Stark Street Bridge is unsafe;

and read closure times for bridge repair, and alternate routes for

travel. She moved approval, duly seconded by Commissioner Anderson.

Conmissioner Anderson asked if the closure times and alter-
nate routes were to be published in the newspaper.

Commissioner Casterline said she feels it has been done.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is
unanimously

ORDERED that said Order be approved.
Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSICNERS
By (e A %M"w{;

// Jane McGarvin
Clerk of the Board

jm
cc: Transportation (Stan Ghezzi)

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




DATE SUBMITTED (For Clerk's Use
Meeting Date ~%7%L9§4§%§/
Agenda No.
<
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA&M 5/3//5% A=/

t. Inverness Jail Project M %/7/537/?‘_/5(

Subject:
Infcrmal Only*  March 22, 1988 Formal Only March 24, 1988
(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT  Sheriff's Office DIVISION
Assistant Sheriff Robert Skipper
CONTACT Executive Assistant Sally Anderson  TELEPHONE 255-3600

*NAME (s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state—
ment of rationale for the action requested.

1) Order accepting deed for Inverness Property from City of Portland

Tewis Cplaci. 773080

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:

D INFORMATION ONLY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED CN AGENDA

IMPACT:
[] personmer =R
‘ & T

D FISCAL/BUDGETARY
[:] General Fund

D Other : oo “
SIGNATURES :

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY (DMSSICNW %

BUDGET / PERSONNEL

COUNTY QOUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.

(8/84)
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TO:

'~ Multnomah County
Sher:iff’s Office i

12240 N.E. GLISAN ST., POR™' AND, OREGON 97230 {503) 255-3600

%‘\) MEMURANDUM

Gladye McCoy, County Chair

Fred B. Pearce, Sheriff

Dave Warren, Budget Director

Dave Boyer, Finance Hanager

Wayne George, Director, Facilities Management
Kathy Busse, Director, Purchasing

John Angell, Director, Justice Services

Pqte Caating, County Counsel

Hank Miggins, Executive Assistant, County Chair’se Office
Bob Skipper, Assietant Sheriff

John Schwietzer, Commander, Support Dlvision
Wendy Keller, Management Analyst

Jerry Miletead, Milstead & Associates
CC: Joe Golden, Chief, Facilities Division

FROM: Sally Anderson, Executive Assietantfjduﬁ;7p
DATE: March 3, 1988
SUBJECT: Inverness Jail Project Bid & Fainancing Schedule

Attached is e revised schedule of Bid and Financing related

aativitiea for the next month. Some of you have already
received an earlier version, otherg have not. This is the

final schedule. I hope all goes well on the project vhile
I'm gone.

I’ll see you on the 30th!




Feb 23 10:00 am
Feb 23 1:30 pm
Feb 29

Nar 2

Mar 2,3,4

Nar 14

Mar 21 - 25

Mar 23 9:30 am

M% 920

Mar 29 1:30 pm

Mar 29 2:00 pm

Mar 30

Mar 31

Apr 1

Apr 4
BIDSALLY/tf 3-2-88

INVERNESS JAIL PROJECT
BiD & FINANCING SCHEDULE

Budget, Financing Peckage-
Justice Center, Room 30
Dave Boyer, Dave Warren,

Sally Anderson, Wayne George

Board of Countz Commigsioners- Advertige for Bids
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
Sally Anderson, Wayne George

Send letter to Board regarding bid information
Kathy Busse per Wayne George

File Agenda Placement Form with Barbara Donin,
Clerks Office for Mar. 29th, 3lst- Sally Anderson

Bid specifications and drawvings available
Purchasing~ Ford Building

Briefing of City Council Staff- Pete Castin
gggf Miggina to schedule with Ed Marihart og Bob Koch's
ce.

Brief Board of County Commissioners (Individually)
Dave Warren, Dave Boyer, Wayne George, Bob Skipper
John Angell. Kathy Buasse vwill schedule

City Council acts on tranefer of property to County
Fred B. Pearce, Gladys McCoy, Bob Skipper, Wayne George
Hank Kiggina to coordinate with Mayor’'s Office. Pete

Casting to attend. i X 29 .
- Taily - (Accept Deed Lok 4 Lt
Board of County Commissioners- Informal Neeti

n
Fred B. Pearce, Bob Skipper, Wayne George, Katgy Busse
Dave Warren, Dave Boyer

Bide Opened

Reviev Bids
Jerry Milstead, Wayne George, Bob Skipper, Wendy Keller

John Schweitzer, Carl Hoseley
(Sally Anderson returns from Nexico)

Package and Deed acceptance from
Pearce, Sally Anderson,
Dave Boyer, Bob Skipper

Bid, 3rd Party Financin
City of Portland- Fred
Wayne George, Kathy Busse,

Letter of Avard & Notice to Proceed- Kathy Busse

Break ground

Bob Skipper, Wayne George, Jerry HNilstead to attend.




MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYS McCOY o Chair e 248-3308
PAULINE ANDERSON e District 1 ® 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE i
GRETCHEN KAFQURY e District? & 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER e District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

POLLY CASTERLINE @ District4 e 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN @ Clerk e 248-3277

NOTICE

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners will be considering the
acceptance of an Order in the matter of accepting deed for Inverness
Property from the City of Portland for jail purposes and public
testimony is invited. The hearing will be held Thursday, March 24,

1988 at 9:30 AM, in Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse, 1021
SW Fourth, Portland

(s ﬁfw/f Y/l é%%l/ W\;

Jane McGarvin, Clerk of the Board

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




MULTNOMAH CoOUuNTY OREGON

GLADYS McCOY & Chair e 248-3308
PAULINE ANDERSON e District 1 & 248-5220
GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 & 248-5219
CAROLINE MILLER & District 3 ® 248-5217
POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 e 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN @ Clerk ® 248-3277

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE
1021 S.W, FOURTH AVENUE
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

NOTICE

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners will be considering the
acceptance of an Order in the matter of accepting deed for Inverness
Property from the City of Portland for jail purposes and public
testimony is invited. The hearing will be held Thursday, March 24,
1988 at 9:30 AM, in Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse, 1021
SW Fourth, Portland

NOTE: THIS MATTER WAS CONTINUED TO MARCH 31, 1988 AT 9:30 A.M. IN
ROOM 602 OF THE COUNTY COURTHOUSE

%:7f:,€; ; Ll T 85 N CmiJa Mﬁwwézimﬂﬁifg MjL““x
3/ 25/ §¥

BJ
0283C

3/25/88

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




muLTNome/RH CounNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYSMcCOY o Chair e 245-3308
PAULINE ANDERSON o District 1 e 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE istri
GRETCHEN KAFOURY ® District2 ® 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CARQLINE MILLER #» District3 e 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

POLLY CASTERLINE # District4  248-5213
JANE McGARVIN ® Clerk e 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Sheriff Fred Pearce
12240 NE Glisan
Portland, OR

Dear Sheriff Pearce:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, the following action was taken:

Order in the matter of accepting deed for Inverness)
Property from the City of Portland for jail pur- )
poses - public testimony invited. (Time Certain at)

9:30 AM) - Continued from March 24 R-10)

Commissioner McCoy explained the City has not yet approved
this matter.

Upon motion of Commissioner Kafoury, duly seconded by
Commissioner Anderson, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the above-entitled matter be continued to

Thursday, April 7, 1988 at 11:00 AM in Room 602 of the
County Courthouse.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Y " é/ 2[/’4,,“\‘
ane McGarvin
- Clerk of the BRoard

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




UNANIMOUS CONSENT . Procedure # 1207

Page 3 of 4
DATE SUBMITTED Mgrch 29. 1988 (For Clerk's Use)
Meeting Date
Agenda HNo.

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

S“bjeCtﬂRﬁsgiutymm—Namiag~}ﬁvefﬁess Correction Facility

Informal Only* Formal Only March 31, 1988

{(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT BCC DIVISION Commissioner Polly Casterline
CONTACT Ramsay Weit TELEPHONE 5275

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD (nmmissioner Casterline

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-
ment of rationale for the action requested. ) ﬁ,gh‘?

Officially names "Inverness Jail"

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)
ACTION REQUESTED:
D INFORMATION ONLY D ;PRELIMINAiRY APPROVAL E POLICY DIRECTION [ﬁ APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 5 minutes

IMPACT:
fERSONNEL

[:] FISCAL/BUDGETARY

E] -General Fund
Other
SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER: ;;ﬁ?§;{5229 dféﬂé;7§§;é:;

BUDGET / PERSONNEL

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)ﬁégé;zéﬁﬂgéz42é2;;~*~w~

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.

As requested by the Board.

1984




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY,

In the Matter of Adopting an Official

COMMISSIONERS
OREGON

)

Name for the Multnomah County Inverness ) RESOLUTI N
Corrections Facility ) 488

WHEREAS, to date, the new corrections facility be
constructed on the Inverness site has not formally been/named and,

WHEREAS, it is appropriate for the facility to have an official

name so as to be recognizable in the community and,

WHEREAS, the facility is most often identified by its site,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The corrections facility at the Inverness site will henceforth
be identified as the Multnomah County Invérness Corrections—Faeililby.

F A L.

DATED this day of ,1988.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

(SEAL)

Gladys McCoy, County Chair

i

VED AS TO F3§M:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
CHUNTY COUNSEL
OR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

AP




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

A

In the Matter of Adopting an Official ) o
Name for the Inverness Corrections Facility) R E S OLUT I/G/N

#

7/
WHEREAS, to date, the new corrections facility &ﬁ'be
constructed on the Inverness site has not formally jjj?fhamed and,

WHEREAS, it is appropriate for the facilitysto have an official
name so as ko be recognizable in the community and/

WHEREAS, the facility is most often id{htified by its site,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT;JJ

The corrections facility at the Phverness site will henceforth

be identified as the "Inverness Jail."

day of 1988,

DATED this /
/f BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
/ FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Gladys McCoy, County Chair




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Adopting an Official )
Name for the Multnomah County Inverness ) RESOLUTION
Jail ) #88-31

WHEREAS, to date, the new corrections facility to be
constructed on the Inverness site has not formally been named and,

WHEREAS, it is appropriate for the facility to have an official
name so as to be recognizable in the community and,

WHEREAS, the facility is most often identified by its site,
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The corrections facility at the Inverness site will henceforth
be identified as the Multnomah County Inverness Jail.

DATED this  Z1<t day of March ,1988.,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

(SEAL)

)Jw/@

Gladys Mcgoy, County C

AP%E‘VED AS TO FORM;

LAURENCE KRESSEL .
CQUNTY COUNSEL
'OR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON




MULTNOMRH COounNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYSMcCOY e Chair e 248-3308

JAANENOEREON ¢ Do+ i
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE

CAROLINE MILLER ® District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 POLLY CASTERLINE ® District4 ® 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN &  Clerk e 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Sheriff Fred Pearce
12240 NWE Glisan
Portland, OR

Dear Sheriff Pearce:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, théi following action was taken:

Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by
Commissioner Anderson, on a roll call vote, the following matter was
considered by unanimous consent:

In the matter of Adopting an Official )
Name for the Multnomah County Inverness ) RESOLUTION
Jail R-10a ) #88-31

Fred Pearce, Sheriff, requested the Board name the facility
the Multnomah County Inverness Jail.

Commissioner Casterline read the Resolution amendment as
suggested by Sheriff Pearce, and moved, duly seconded by Commission-
er Anderson, and upon a roll call vote, unanimously

ORDERED that said amended Resolution be approved.
Commissioner McCoy directed a letter and a copy of the
Resolution be sent to the Parkrose Neighborhood Group. Commissioner
Casterline agreed to do so.
Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIOMERS

/
/ /1u‘f/¢%4?4227%Z’kVC

dne HcGarvin
Clerk of the Board

By

jm

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




DATE 3/3 6/5’5/

PRESS LIST

THE FOLLOWING WERE CALLED THIS DATE REGARDING:

a) Meeting

b) Executive Meeting
el p . e ——————————
’ M ther W,MQW Lrore g en K

KOIN Channel 6
KGW Channel 8
KATU " Channel 2
KPTV Channel 12
KEX 1190 A.M.
KSGO 1520 A.M.
KXL 750 A.M.
KGW_ 62 A.M.
K-103 FM

KXYQ - 105
OREGONIAN

GRESHAM OUTLOOK

SKANNER

7 i

~A&w%mm2§M%Wﬁﬁﬁz

Signedﬁ:;<%ﬁL&;ﬁ£; 551 f;fﬁang

243-6614
226-5111
231-4260
222-9921
222-1929
656-1441
231-0750

226-5095

643-5103
226-6731
221-8566

665-2181

Assignment Desk o

"

Assignment Desk T
e

News Desky/f
v

Newsroomlizzﬁage

News Desk

Assignment Desk

Newsroom/Messagek//

News Desk-y

Newszoomb//w

Coolt 2 [ S

Harry Bodine "

Dave Pinson V/ﬂ

287-3562 V//




DATE SUBMLTIED asnalan (For Cierx's use) |
o Meeting Date 3/3 [ /3;5/

Agenda No. =/

|
.

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: Notice of Intent
Informal Only* Formal Only

(Date) (Date)

DEPARTMENT Human Services DIVISION Social Services
CONTACT Ron Potrue TELEPHONE _ 3691

Office
*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Ron Potrue,Youth Program *

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other altermatives explored, if applicable, and clear state—
ment of rationale for the action reguested.

Notice of Intent to apply to the Oregon Department of Education for

$149,640 to develop a parent education demonstration P‘f?j??fﬂg;

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:
C] INFORMATION ONLY [] PRELIMINARY APPROVAL [] POLICY DIRECTION AE] APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGERDA

IMPACT:

PERSONNEL =
D FISCAL/BUDGETARY No match is required‘. mz
[:] General Fund g

Other

SIGNATURES: ﬂ - M-«pc‘“
DEPARTMENT EEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER: Zu/é%gp 722

p— U
BUDGET / PERSONKEL  [dWWITMK / |

COUKTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resclutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHEER

(Purchasing, Faciliries Management, etc.)

NOTZ: 1If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.




NCTICE OF INTENT

TO: BOARD CF GOUNTY GOMMISSIONERS DATE: March 10, 1988
DEPARTMENT AND QONTACT PERSON: Human Services/Social Services Division, Gary Smith
GRANTCR AGENCY: Oregon Department of Education |

BEGINNING DATE OF GRANT: July 1, 1988

PROJECT TITLE: Parents are Inportant Project

PROJECT DESCRIPTICN/GOALS:

l. To provide parents with information on child development; interpersonal
communication, discipline, and strategies to help their children succeed in school.

2. To create both formal and informal support systems that will help parents solve
problems and respond to their family needs.

3. To provide parents with information about community resources to reduce family
stress and isolation.

4. To promwte networking between commmunity agencies and public schools.

PROJECT ESTIMATED BUDGET: Direct/Indirect
FEDERAL SHARE § / %
STATE SHARE $ 148,600 / 1. 040 %
LOCAL SHARE  $ / %
TOTAL  $ 148,600 /1,040 %

EXPLANATION OF LOCAL SHARE: (Explain indirect costs, hard-match, in-kind, etc.)

No mateh: required, the proposal identifies the project administration to be done by the
county as in-kind. 1Indirect will be collected @ the pass through rate.

SPECIFY REPORTING AND/OR BILLING REQUIREMENTS OF GRANTCR AND WHO REPORTS:
FINANCE DEPARTVENT IF DEPT. REPCRTS, INDICATE REASONS.

Quarterly budget reports per Department of Education form.

GRANT DIRATICN AND FUTURE RATIO: (H*DiCATE AVDUNT OF QOUNTY MATCH PER YEAR)

July 1, 1988, through June 30,1‘9‘8‘9&. No county match required.

ADVANCE RECUESTED X YES NO IF NOT, IMDICATE REASCN.




PERSONNEL DETAIL FULL TIME FRINGE TOTAL
(Use appropriate County
classification with
yearly costs.)
All services will be contracted.
Pass through $148,600
Indirect costs @ .007% . 1,040
$149,640
EXPLAIN MATERIALS AND SERVICES AND CAPITAL EXPENDITURESkWITH
TOTAL DOLLAR AMOUNTS
COMMENTS
GRANT MANAGER : /2{7 S
/ szm 255y
Signdturé Date
L ——
BUDGET DIVISION /A%W/k Z WZ(/,[gyy
Signature Date
FINANCE DIVISION (Y 4// /(? - /
- o fAoeda 2/24/ 5%
Signgture Date
PERSONNEL DIVISION
Signature Date
DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR W Z(/Lmﬁ/ (pzb 5’251/89
Signature Date

DIVISION DIRECTOR | DO‘”&( A/ Jm‘)fg{’ _312,3/48"8'

Slanature

{MW-70428-p]

Date




MULTNOMARH CoOuNTY OREGON

LADYS Mc! L] hair & 248-
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYS McCOY e Cha 3308
PAULINE ANDERSON e District1 e 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE istri
GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 ® 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CARQOLINE MILLER » District3 e 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 ® 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN ¢ Clerk e 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Mr. Duane Zussy, Director

Department of Human Services
426 SW Stark
Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Zussy:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, the following action was taken:

Motice of Intent to apply to the Oregon Departmentg
of Education for $149,640 to develop a parent

education demonstration project in the Social Ser-g
vices Division R-11

Commissioner Anderson explained that this grant will devel-
op a program for parents of 0-7 year old children, and that it is a
one-time-only request. She added a search for funding to continue

the program is being conducted, and moved, duly seconded by Commis-
sioner Kafoury, unanimously

ORDERED that said Notice of Intent be approved.
Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

ByQﬁ 2t PVl dItiagon

Jane McGarvin
Clerk of the Board

jm
cc: Budget
Social Services

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




DATE SUBMITTED March 23, 1988. (For Clerk's Use)

Meeting Date J/E//XX
Agenda No. m

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: Intergovernmental Agreement

Infcrmal Only* Formal Only March 31, 1988

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Justice Services DIVISION Community Corrections
CONTACT Harley Leiber or Susan Kaeser TELEPHONE  248-3980 or 248—3607

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Harley Leiber

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-
ment of rationale for the action requested.

Intergovernmental agreement between Multnomah County and Hood River County to provide
a Community Corrections Alternative Community Service Forest Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood
River County, Oregon.

Intergovernmental agreement between Multnomah County and U.S. Forest Service to provide a
Community Corrections Alternative Community Service Forest Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood River

Counity, Crayon.
(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:

D INFORMATION ONLY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL POLICY DIRECTION X APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED QN AGENDA 10 minutes | . =

IMPACT: /4)@& M
[ persommer A= 8 =
[ Frscar/muncerary j " va“’/ )

D General Fund M 5 / 673
D Other

SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER:

BUDGET / PERSONMEL /

COUNTY (QOUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.

Fa/QanN




Agreement Between //

Multnomah County Department of Justice Services/C unity
Corrections
/
and the /

Mt Hood National Forest USDA Forest Sg&vice

This Agreement is made and entered into this 31lstday of March,

1988, between the Multnomah County Department of Justice Services,
Communlty Corrections Division, hereinafter known as the "SPONSOR" and
the USDA Forest Service, acting by and through the Regional Forester,
Region 6, hereinafter called the "HOST" for ,the purpose of providing
work and training programs for the SPONSOR's probationers on or
adjacent to the Mt. Hood National Forest under the authority of P.L.
94-1438.

The parties hereto desire to cooperate’ ‘in meeting objectives of the
respectlve agencies through mutual endeavors. The objective of the
SPONSOR is to enhance the rehabllltatlon of probationers by placing
them in an environment where produqtlve work and the development of
good work habits is shown to be of/value. A corollary objective is the
acquistion of job skills providequy specific work projects.

The objective of the HOST is to/accomplish high priority work projects
on the Mt. Hood National Forest which are essential to the proper
protections and management of such lands.

To these ends, the fOllow1Qg terms and conditions are agreed to:
I. The SPONSOR agrees: /

A. To assume sole’responsibility for the work supervision,
monitoring and security of the probationers at all times. If
a probationer leaves a crew while working on the HOST's lands,
which, for some reason, is not known to the SPONSOR, the HOST
has no responsibility other than to report the offender
leaving if known to the HOST.

B. To provide transportation for the probationers between urban
assembly points and the project facility.

c. To pfbvide meals to the offenders at the project facility and
at all work sites.

D. To provide qualified supervisory personnel to properly and
fully supervise the discipline and control of the probationers
while performing project work under this agreement. The
SPONSOR shall not provide supervisory personnel at field
camps.




IT.

The

A.

To provide probationers with boots, field clothing, and gloves
appropriate to the season and to the job to be performed.

To bill the HOST monthly for the cost of fuel for
transportation of the crew from the project campsite to work
project sites on HOST's land except as the SPONSOR may have
agreed to perform specific work projects at no cost for fuel
or labor or both (see Section II, paragraph C and Section III,
paragraph B).

Billings will include the number of gallons of fuel at
SPONSOR's unit cost per vehicle. Billings will be sent:

Mt. Hood National Forest

ATTN: Human Resource Coordinator
2445 NW Division

Gresham, Oregon 97030

Upon request of the HOST, make available from the SPONSOR,
between ten and thirty probationers per day with a supervisor,
Monday through Friday, March 1 to November 31 each year to
work on conservation projects in the Mt. Hood National Forest.

From December 1 to February 28, projects will be scheduled in
advance by both the SPONSOR and HOST with emphasis placed on
community related projects at sites off the Mt. Hood National
Forest. The USDA Forest Service would not be responsible for
transportation from the project facility to these worksites.

That costs of meals, clothing, phones, supervision and other
expenses not listed in Section I, paragraph F or Section II,
paragraph C will be borne by the SPONSOR.

To notify the HOST if the SPONSOR is unable to furnish the
necessary probationers to form crews. Such notification will
be as far in advance as possible.

HOST agrees:

To provide project work plans to the SPONSOR at least two
weeks in advance, including technical specifications and
standards.

The HOST will assure that properly trained and gqualified
employees are available to provide technical guidance
concerning specific work as indicated in the work plan and to
insure that all work complies with USDA Forest Service
requirements. The HOST will also provide the supervisory
personnel to properly and fully supervise the probationers at
the field camps. Upon completion of a project, the HOST will
also review the quality of work performed by the SPONSOR.




Agreement Between

Multnomah County Department of Justice Services
Community Corrections

and the

Mt Hood National Forest USDA Forest Service

This Agreement is made and entered into this 31st day of March, 1988,
between the Multnomah County Department of Justice Services, Community
Corrections Division, hereinafter known as the "SPONSOR" and the USDA
Forest Service, acting by and through the Forest Service Ranger at Mt.
Hood National Forest hereinafter called the "HOST" for the purpose of
providing work and training programs for the SPONSOR's probationers on
or adjacent to the Mt. Hood National Forest under the authority of P.L.
94-148.

The parties hereto desire to cooperate in meeting objectives of the
respective agencies through mutual endeavors. The objective of the
SPONSOR is to enhance the rehabilitation of probationers by placing
them in an environment where productive work and the development of
good work habits is shown to be of value. A corollary objective is the
acquistion of job skills provided by specific work projects.

The objective of the HOST is to accomplish high priority work projects
on the Mt. Hood National Forest which are essential to the proper
protections and management of such lands.

To these ends, the following terms and conditions are agreed to:
I. The SPONSOR agrees:

A, To assume sole responsibility for the work supervision,
monitoring and security of the probationers at all times. If
a probationer leaves a crew while working on the HOST's lands,
which, for some reason, is not known to the SPONSOR, the HOST
has no responsibility other than to report the offender
leaving if known to the HOST.

B. To provide transportation for the probationers between urban
assembly points and the project facility.

C. To provide meals to the offenders at the project facility and
at all work sites.

D. To provide qualified supervisory personnel to properly and
fully supervise the discipline and control of the probationers
while performing project work under this agreement. The
SPONSOR shall not provide supervisory personnel at field
camps.




II.

To provide probationers with boots, field clothing, and gloves
appropriate to the season and to the job to be performed.

To bill the HOST monthly for the cost of fuel for
transportation of the crew from the project campsite to work
project sites on HOST's land except as the SPONSOR may have
agreed to perform specific work projects at no cost for fuel
or labor or both (see Section II, paragraph C and Section III,
paragraph B).

Billings will include the number of gallons of fuel at
SPONSOR's unit cost per vehicle. Billings will be sent:

Mt. Hood National Forest

ATTN: Human Resource Coordinator
2995 NW Division

Gresham, Oregon 97030

Upon request of the HOST, make available from the SPONSOR,
between ten and thirty probationers per day with a supervisor,
Monday through Friday, March 1 to November 31 each year to
work on conservation projects in the Mt. Hood National Forest.

From December 1 to February 28, projects will be scheduled in
advance by both the SPONSOR and HOST with emphasis placed on
community related projects at sites off the Mt. Hood National
Forest. The USDA Forest Service would not be responsible for
transportation from the project facility to these worksites.

That costs of meals, clothing, phones, supervision and other
expenses not listed in Section I, paragraph F or Section II,
paragraph C will be borne by the SPONSOR.

To notify the HOST if the SPONSOR is unable to furnish the
necessary probationers to form crews. Such notification will
be as far in advance as possible.

HOST agrees:

To provide project work plans to the SPONSOR at least two
weeks in advance, including technical specifications and
standards.

The HOST will assure that properly trained and qualified
employees are available to provide technical guidance
concerning specific work as indicated in the work plan and to
insure that all work complies with USDA Forest Service
requirements. The HOST will also provide the supervisory
personnel to properly and fully supervise the probationers at
the field camps. Upon completion of a project, the HOST will
also review the quality of work performed by the SPONSOR.




III.

e

C. To pay the SPONSOR in accordance with its itemized billing
described in Section I, paragraph F, the following:

1. Fuel costs incurred by the SPONSOR in providing
probationer transportation for work projects on the Mt.
Hood National Forest.

D. To instruct its personnel not to mail or deliver letters to or
for probationers, nor barter, gamble, furnish money, alcohol,
drugs, tangible goods, or any other item or substance
prohibited by the SPONSOR to crew members or SPONSOR
employees, except as may otherwise be allowed by this
agreement. The SPONSOR shall provide to the HOST a listing of
any prohibited items or substances not specifically described
above.

E. Loan essential tools and equipment and provide necessary
materials for the adequate completion of project work which is
not already provided by the SPONSOR. Tools and equipment
shall be returned when no longer needed for the project(s) in
like condition when loaned, except for normal wear and tear.
Unused materials shall likewise be returned upon project
completion.

F. To provide a base camp facility (including housing, sanitation
facilities, cooking and camping equipment) for ten
probationers in the Spring of 1988 and for up to twenty
additional probationers by the Summer of 1988. All tents,
camp equipment and/or facilites shall be maintained by the
SPONSOR and shall be returned, when no longer needed, in like
condition when loaned, except for normal wear and tear.

G. To provide essential safety instruction to the SPONSOR's
supervisors and staff at the start of each new project and on
a regular basis thereafter.

H. That sanitation and upkeep of camps and/or facilities will be
the responsibility of the HOST when such camps and/or
facilities are for National Forest purposes. This will
include water supplies and sanitation facilities which meet
minimum standards established by the State. Probationers may
be used to perform miscellaneous camp duties which will
include maintenance of facilities.

Both parties agree:

A. The SPONSOR and HOST shall meet as often as necessary to
affect administration of this agreement in a mutually
acceptable manner. Both parties will designate liaison
officers in writing to the other.




As project work plans are presented to the SPONSOR for which
the SPONSOR agrees to provide fuel for transportation at no
costs (Section I, paragraph F), a written notation to that
effect will be prominently displayed at the top of the project
plan which will indicate whether fuel costs will be provided
at no charge to the HOST. The SPONSOR's accomplishment of the
work will be construed to mean the SPONSOR's agreement to
perform those projects at no cost for fuel.

Any facilites or land resources developed or improved under
this agreement will be the property of the United States.,

Not to employ or use probatibners on any work proiject which
would result in the displacement of employed workers in the
impairment of existing contracts for services.

Probationers, although working on Federal lands, will not be
considered Federal employees within the meaning of the laws
administered by the U.S. Office of Personnel Management and
will not have Federal Employee status. There is no coverage
under the Federal Tort Claims Act nor the Federal Employee
Compensation Act when working under the direct supervisory
control of the SPONSOR. -

Nothing in this agreement shall be construed as obligating the
HOST or SPONSOR to expend funds in excess of those
appropriated by their respective governing bodies.

No member of, or delegate to, Congress or Resident
Commissioner shall be admitted to any share or part of this
agreement, or to any benefit that may arise therefrom; but
this provision shall not be construed to extend to this
agreement if made with a corporation for its general benefit.

To carry out this agreement so there shall be no
discrimination against any person because of race, sex, age,
marital status, color, political affiliations, national
origin, religion, handicap, or other non merit factor.

To the extent it may legally do so, the SPONSOR shall
indemnify the United States against any liability for damage
to life or property arising from the occupancy or use of
National Forest lands under this permit, however, the SPONSOR
shall not be required to indemnify the United States for any
such liability arising out of the negligence or wrongful acts
of emplovees or agents of the United States.

Amendments to this agreement may be made at any time upon
mutual agreement.




K. This agreement shall remain in effect until October 1, 1990
unless cancelled by either party upon thirty (30) days written
notice, or sooner, by mutual agreement.

USDA FOREST SERVICE

Dave Mohla

Forest Supervisor, Mt. Hood
National Forest

APPROVED AS TO FORM

&gﬁb&aﬂQQQL éléﬁzﬁéﬂ\

LARRY KRESSEL
COUNTY COUNSEL

JUSTICE SERVICES
‘\1\;‘

John Angell
Director, Multnomah County
Department of Justice Services

7 “Date 2.273- 88




AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT pursuant to ORS 190 is made and entered
into this 31st day of March, 1988, by and between MULTNOMAH
COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, the
U.S. FOREST SERVICE, and HOOD RIVER COUNTY, a political
subdivision of the State of Oregon. V

WHEREAS, the Hood River County Board of Commissioners
and the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners agree that
there is a need for alternatives to county jails, and that a
Community Service Forest Project (CSFP) located on
U.S. Forest Service property at Wyeth, Hood River County,
Oregon will provide an alternative. The cost of the CSFP
will be the responsibility of Multnomah County and the
U.S. Forest Service. Hood River County will bear no
expenses as a result of this project.

IT IS HEREBY AGREED BETWEEN Multnomah County, the
U.S. Forest Service, and Hood River County that there shall
be compliance with the following conditions for site
improvements and operation of the CSFP:

1. The CSFP is to accommodate up to 30 individuals.

Three slots will be from Hood River County.

Selected individuals from Hood River County

shall meet all program criteria as applied by
Multnomah County CSFP personnel and, upon assignment
from Hood River County, shall work under complete
direction of CSFP personnel as per Intergovernmental

Agreement with the U.S. Forest Service, dated
March 31, 1988.




Agreement - Multnomah County,
U.S. Forest Service, Hood River County

Page 2

2.

The septic tank and water system at the CSFP Wyeth
site shall meet appropriate State of Oregon and Hood
River County Health Department requirements.

All remodeling of existing buildings at Wyeth for
the use of the CSFP shall be to the Uniform Building
Code and receive approval from the Hood River County
Building Official. Hood River County's fees for
Building Permits are waived.

A copy of the screening criteria for all
participants in the program shall be kept on file
in the Administrator's and:Sheriff's offices in
Hood River County and at the City Hall in Cascade
Locks.

Hood River County shall have four positions
on the CSFP Steering Committee, including
representation from the City of Cascade Locks.

Any serious problem that occurs to the program
shall be referred to the CSFP Steering Committee,
and the Steering Committee may recommend
modifications to CSFP's activities, including

a suspension of the activities, as appropriate.

The Hood River County Board of Commissioners

shall receive a CSFP Annual Report. An annual
request shall be made to the Hood River County Board
of Commissioners for their continued endorsement of
the CSFP. :

When any formal report on the CSFP is made to the
Multnomah County Sheriff or the Multnomah County
Board of Commissioners, the same report shall be
made to the Hood River County Board of
Commissioners.




Agreement - Multnomah County,
U.S. Forest Service, Hood River County
Page 3

The duration of this agreement shall be perpetual but
may be cancelled by either party upon thirty (30) days
written notice, or sooner, by mutual agreement.

MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOOD RIVER COUNTY

BiZ&%%z{ég SSiéyFRS BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
O /”U At CZJWJ411 ﬁ?((ko¢7 AMM)

&ladys Mc oy, Chalrcj' jJerry 3dhtsgh, Chair

USDA FOREST s:E/gM o o
- [ £ ¢
Gl GG

Dave Mohla, Forest Supervisor

ROVED AS ﬁ? FORM

c dﬁty Counsel : :
Multnomah County Hood RlV r County




MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

GLADYS McCOY @  Chair e 248-3308
PAULINE ANDERSON e District 1 » 248-5220
GRETCHEN KAFOURY o District2 & 248-5219
CAROLINE MILLER o District 3 ® 248-5217
POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 & 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN ® Clerk e 248-3277

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

March 31, 1988

Mr. John Angell, Director
Department of Justice Services
1120 SW Fifth

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Angell:

Be it remembered, that at ‘d feeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, the following action was taken:

In the matter of ratification of an Intergovern- )
mental Agreement with Hood River County to pro~ )
vide a Community Corrections Alternative Commun- )
ity Service Forest Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood River)
County R-12a)

In the matter of ratification of an Intergovern- )
mental Agreement with the U.S. Forest Service to )
provide a Community Corrections Alternative Com- )
munity Service Forest Work Camp at Wyeth, Hood )
River County R~12b)

Commissioner Kafoury explained that the Corrections Divi-
sion has two agreements; one with Hood River County, and one with
the U. S. Forest Service. She submitted an amended agreement with
the Forest Service which contains a change in the title, on page
one, of the person at Mt. Hood National Forest to the '"Forest Ser-
vice Ranger'; and on Page 2 (F), the address has been corrected.
She moved approval, duly seconded by Commissioner Anderson.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is
unanimously

OPDERED that said amended intergovernmental agreement with
Hood River County, and the corrected intergovernmental
agreement with the U.S. Forest Service be ratified.

Commissioner Anderson expressed her pleasure that these
agreements have been approved, and said she feels this is a good
example of an alternative to jail sentences. She hopes this program
can become a model for other programs.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




-2-
Commissioner Casterline explained this is a new cooperative

venture with Hood River County; and she, too, is hopeful the program
proves to be successful for both counties.

Very truly yours,

BCARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Yo O C//_,
ane McGarvin
Clerk of the Board

jm

cc: Budget
Finance
Purchasing

Harriet Weber . "
Community Corrections H

-
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' Procedure # 1201

' Page 3 of 4
L (For Clerk's Use)
U Meeting Date @5//2//é?éy
808 Mid o a6 9 Q) Aeendé No. A~/32

DATE SUBMITTED _February 25, 1988 -~ -l

_ REQUEST FOR: PLACEMENI ‘ONY THE AGENDA
[ (a5 8
UH C;}

Subject: Ammen ment to Columbia Gorge Interpretive Center

Ordinance X

Informal Only* : Formal Only
" (Date) (Date)

DEPARTHENT Board of Cbunty Commissioners pIVISION Casterline

CONTACT __ Chris Moir TELEPHONE 248-5443

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD  Polly Casterline

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-
ment of rationale for the action requested.

; [
4 :

This is to ammend Ordinance # 561 to add language to direct the advisory committee
of further tasks

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)
ACTION REQUESTED:
[ 1wrormarron ony [ preLmMzary approvar [ poricy prrecrron LX) APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 5 pinutes

IMPACT:
PERSONNEL

D FISCAL/BUDGETARY

E] -General Fuad .
Other
SIGNATURES :
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER: ‘/’74/% (Zm/
BUDGET / PERSONNEL ‘ / /’7 TN e
N

iaTalmil
COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreemen;s,,gonfraéél)

OTHER (e o e anos
(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc. ) T R R

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situatiom.:

EH

juiring emergency action on back.

iivha

1584




ORDINANCE FACT SHEET

Procedure $#1201
Page 4 of 4

Title Columbia Gorge Interpretive Center Effective Date

Brief statement of purpose of ordinance {(include the rationale
for adoption of ordinance, a description of persons benefited,
and other alternatives explored).

Amendment to an existing ordinance (#561) establishing a

citizen advisory committee on the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area Interpretive Centers.

What other local jurisdictions in the metropolitan area have
enacted similar legislation?

Does Not Apply

What has been the experience in other areas with this type of
legislation?

Does Not Apply

What authority is there for Multnomah County to adopt this
legislation? (State statute, home rule charter). Are there

constitutional problems?

Multnomah County Charter

Fiscal Impact Analysis

Does Not Apply

SIGNATURES:

Office of County Counsel

Office of County Managepé€nt ys
[ 2

Department Head

Liaison Commissioner :7¢:2¢Zj%§: (§3¢;:?cy?Z§;Lé




(Underlined sections are new or replacements; [bracketed]
sections are deleted.)

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

ORDINANCE NO. 572

An Ordinance amending Ordinance #561 dated September 17, 1987 by
changing the name of the Columbia River Gorge Interpretive

Center, changing the number of members on the citizens

committee, and defining additional duties for the committee; declaring
an emerg ency.

Multnomah County ordains as follows: |

Section 1, Findings.

A. Ordinance #561 dated September 17, 1987 created a
Multnomah County Citizens Advisory Committee on the Columbia
River Gorge Interpretive Center to satisfy the need for citizen
involvement in the development of Multnomah County's policy and
position regarding the placement and number of interpretive
centers to be located on the Oregon side of the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area,

B. The Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners now
deems it desirable to increase the number of members of the
Board from 13 to 14, to change the name of the center to more
accurately reflect the function of the proposed center, and to
further define the duties of citizens advisory committee as
herein set forth.

Section 2. Amendments.

A, Section 2 of Ordinance #561 is amended to read:
Section 2. Duties.

There is hereby established a Multnomah
County Citizens Advisory Committee on the
Columbia River Gorge
Interpretive/Orientation Center. The
Committee shall advise the Chair and the
Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah
County on issues and proposed policy




relating to the development of a Gateway
Interpretive/Orientation Center in the
Gorge, including but not limited to:

A. Recommend a location for the
Gateway Interpretive/Orientation Center; and

B. Identify and recommend the
functions to be provided by the Gateway
Interpretive/Orientation Center, including
historical, cultural, recreational,
educational and natural resources purposes
to be served by the Center[.]; and

C. Research and recommend the
procedures for analysis of a utilities
feasibility stiudy, a traffic study, a
conceptual footprint of the facility,
overall project concept design and
construction,

B. Section 3 of Ordinance #561 is amended to read:
Section 3. Membership,

The Committee shall consist of
[thirteen (13)] fourteen (14) members at
large to be appointed by the Chair of
Multnomah County with the approval of the
Board of County Commissioners. The Chair of
Multnomah County shall designate the Chair
of the Committee.

Section 3., Emergency Clause,

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, an emergency
is declared and the Ordinance shall take effect upon its
execution by the County Chair, pursuant to Section 5.50 of the
Charter of Multnomah County.




ADOPTED this 31st day of March , 1988, being the date
of its first reading before the Board of County Commissioners
of Multnomah County, Oregon.

- BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

. el

(SEAL)

Gladys Mofoy
Multnomaly County Ch#ir

APPROVED AS TO FORM: [ i

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By QZZB ?ﬂ/
///%ﬁhn L. Dubay
ssistant County C

0538R/sh
031588:3:1




MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS AU o e o oy
istrict 1 ® 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE str
GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 » 248-5219
1021 5.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER ® District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 # 248-5213
JANEMCGARVIN & Clerk e 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Mr. Lawrence Kressel, County Counsel
1121 SwW Fifth, Room 1400
Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Kressel:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, thé following action was taken:

First Reading - An Ordinance amending Ordinance )

#561 dated September 17, 1987 by changing the )

name of the Columbia River Gorge Interpretive/ ) ORDINANCE
Orientation Center, changing the number of mem- ) NO. 572
bers of the citizens committee, and defining )

additional duties for the committee, and declar- )

ing an emergency ' R-13)

Copies of the above-entitled Ordinance were available to
all persons wishing a copy. Ordinance was read by title only.

A hearing was held; no one wished to testify.

Commissioner Casterline explained changes to be made in the
Ordinance include: the name is to be Columbia River Gorge Interpre-
tive/Orientation Center (Page 1, Section 2A (A & B); and adding a
Section 2A(C). She read the proposed addition as follows: Research
and recommend the procedures for analysis of a utilities feasibility
study, a traffic study, a conceptual footprint of the facility,
overall project concept design and construction. Section 2B, Sec-
tion 3, Membership is changed from [thirteen (13)] to fourteen

(14). She moved approval of the amended Ordinance, duly seconded by
Comnmissioner Kafoury.

Commissioner Anderson asked for clarification of the term
"conceptual footprint'.

Commissioner Casterline explained it means the architectur-
al design is not complete, but is only a concept at this point.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is
unanimously

ORDERED that said amended Ordinance be adopted as an emer-
gency.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

jm
cc: Commissioner Casterline




 MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYSMcCOY & Chair e 248-3308

ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE PAULINE ANDERSON @ District 1 ® 248-5220

GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 ® 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER o District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 ic

POLLY CASTERLINE & District4  248-5213
JANE McGARVIN ¢ Clerk  248-3277

March 31, 1988

Mr. Duane Zussy, Director
Department of Human Services
426 SW Stark

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Zussy:

Be it remembered, that at a! fiteting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31, 1988, the following action was taken:

Continued Second Reading - An Ordinance amending )

MCC Chapter 6.31 by making the EMS Policy Board )
advisory to the Board of County Commissioners, ) ORDINANCE
and ratifying rules adopted by the EMS Policy ) NO. 573
Board, and declaring an emergency (Continued )
from March 24) R-14)

Copies of the above-entitled Ordinance were available to
all persons wishing a copy. Ordinance was read by title only.

A hearing was held.

TL.aurence Kressel, County Counsel, advised Commissioners the
correct copy was designated by 9:2 at the end of the Ordinance. He
explained this copy includes the original ordinance plus changes
adopted by the Board to-date. He discussed the ordinance and the
purposes for which it was developed; and recommended nonsubstantive
amendments to be made on page 3, Section E, and page 7, Section
8C(3). He responded to Board questions, and advised the Board re-
quest recommendations from the EMS Policy Board for an Ambulance
Service Area Plan following adoption of the ordinance.

At this time, Commissioner Kafoury moved approval. Motion
failed for lack of a second.

Commissioner Kafoury moved, duly seconded by Commissioner
Anderson, to substitute, as suggested by Mr. Kressel, on page 3,
Section (E), 'state law'" for the reference [ORS 823.180]; and on
page 7, Section 3(C)(3), the following is to be added after the
first sentence: The hearing shall include the opportunity for inter-
ested persons to present testimony and data.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Chris Thomas, AA Ambulance, explained he does not object to
keeping the process going until a ruling is made, but he stressed
this ordinance, if adopted, will adopt the single ASA plan without
further action by the Board once the Court ruling is made. He said
he objects to the latter process because there is no evidence that
going to a single ASA plan will reduce rates. He added other cities
following the same procedures, have had considerable rate increases
as well as diminution of quality of service, and gave examples. 1In
addition, he requested language be included in the ordinance which
guarantees ambulance companies the right to present testimony and
data.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and it is
unanimously

ORDERED that said amended Ordinance be adopted.

Commissioner Kafoury moved to request the EMS Policy Board
to submit recommendatibns to the Board within 45 days, and that
Commissioner McCoy be retained as the Board representative to that
body.

Joe Acker, Emergency Medical Services Director, expressed
his compliments to Board staff, EMS staff, County Counsel staff,
Ambulance Company representatives, and representatives from both
Portland and Gresham for the cooperative manner in which the COrdin-
ance just adopted was developed. He had expected '"riff" between
cities and the county and was pleased that expectation was not rea-
lized. He read optional wording for the request for recommendations
by the EMS Policy Board: Option 1 - '"The Board of County Commission-
ers, under the authority granted by Multnomah County Code 6.31.038,
requests a recommendation from the EMS Policy Board concerning the
ambulance service area plan for Multnomah County'; and Option 2 -
"The Board of County Commissioners, under the authority granted by
Multnomah County Code 6.31.038, requests a recommendation from the
Emergency Medical Services Policy Board concerning an ambulance ser-
vice area plan which causes the County to be divided into two simi-
lar ambulance service areas with a contractor for each chosen by the
competitive bid process'. He said either option will allow the Pol-
icy Board to begin the Ambulance Service Area Plan process starting
April 4 following the EMS Policy Board meeting.

Following discussion Commissioner Kafoury moved approval,
duly seconded by Commissioner Casterline.

Following further discussion, Mr. Kressel explained his
support for Option 1.
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Mr. Acker responded to Board questions, and added that
there are four parts to the Plan other than designation of the ASAs
and the contractor procurement process.

Barbara Donin, Chair's staff, pointed out that though Op-
tion 2 defines the process more narrowly, there are other Options
within that concept the Policy Board can debate. She suggested one
subject might be whether or not the Board wants one provider to be
able to secure both contracts, or whether the RFP should state the
contract must have two separate providers.

Mr. Acker added maps could be drawn for the two service
areas, and then the Policy Board will provide the Board of Commis-
sioners with a recommendation for final proposed boundaries. The
process now is the Policy Board will develop an ASA plan and recom-
mendations for the Board of Commissioners, who will then hold hear-
ings and adopt an ambulance service area plan. That plan will go to
the State for approval; and that approval will trigger the County
contractor selection process. The ptocess is expected to take until
July 1 at which time, the bid process will begin, should everything
go as planned.

Commissioner McCoy asked if there is anything that can be
done to change the rate structure before the process is completed.

Mr. Kressel requested time to study that question before
making a recommendation to the Board.

The Board concurred.

Mr. Kressel advised the Board the Policy Board could advise
or recommend against a two ASA plan.

Discussion followed regarding Board representation on the
EMS Policy Board, and Commissioner McCoy agreed to go to the meeting
on April 4.

At this time, the motion was considered, and it is unani-

mously
ORDERED that the Board request the EMS Policy Board provide
recommendations for a two ASA Plan as suggested by Mr.
Acker (Option 2).
Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
By | /,/" /// / gé/ '
Jane McGarvin
. Clerk of the Board
jm

: Counse .
cc %%Eﬁgéncy Med%cal Services
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& MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

COUNTY COUNSEL SECTION GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR

1120 SW. FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1400 PAULINE ANDERSON

PO. BOX 849 POLLY CASTERLINE

PORTLAND, OREGON 97207-0849 GRETCHEN KAFOURY

(503) 248-3138 CAROLINE MILLER
MEMORANDTUM COUNTY COUNSEL

LAURENCE KRESSEL

CHIEF ASSISTANT
ARMINDA J. BROWN

. . ASSISTANTS

TO: Board of County CommissSioOners SalOHN L DU BAY
Gladys McCoy, Chair ﬁwc&/}%g\({)ﬁs

Pauline Anderson PAUL G. MACKEY

MARK B. WILLIAMS

Polly Casterline
Gretchen Kafoury
Caroline Miller

FROM: Larry Kressel LMM

County Counsel
DATE: March 29, 1988

RE: EMS Code Amendments

At the Board's request, I met late last week with EMS staff
and representatives of licensees to discuss certain aspects of
the pending code amendments. The following summarizes the
discussion. (In the material below, all references to MCC are
to the draft before the Board on March 24. The draft is
identified by the marking "032488:8:2" on the last page.)

1. MCC 6.31.037(E) (ordinance p. 3)

The debate here was technical in nature. It was agreed to
reword the final sentence in MCC 6.31.037(E) to read: "The
plan shall comply with the rules and regulations of the State
Health Division and state law."™ The phrase "state law"
replaces the reference to ORS 823.180 in the draft.

This is a non-substantive amendment and should be made at
the hearing this week.

2. MCC 6.31.039 (ordinance p. 4 at top)

This section ratifies all existing EMS rules. The purpose
is to remove the legal cloud created by Judge Crookham's ruling
that the EMSPB could not exercise legislative authority. The
cloud is removed by Board legislative action to ratify the
rules,

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




Board of County Commissioners
March 29, 1988
Page 2

Of particular concern to AA Ambulance is the fact that the
section ratifies the much-disputed single ASA rule. (The
section makes the rule effective upon conclusion of the pending
appeals.) In the litigation, AA has argued that the EMSPB did
not follow proper procedures for adopting the rule. AA is
concerned that, by ratifying the single ASA rule, the Board may
be mooting those procedural objections.

I do not recommend changing the present language of
MCC 6.31.039., It is legitimate for the Board to try, by
amending the EMS legislation, to eliminate legal bases for
attacking the ASA plan. 1Indeed, this entire process for
amending the code is motivated by the desire to eliminate as
many areas of legal exposure as possible.

3. MCC 6.31.062(C)(1l)(ordinance p. 6)

The final issue of debate concerns the procedure for
adopting EMS rules. When I drafted this amendment, one of my
goals was to simplify and streamline that procedure. AA is
concerned that the draft goes too far., Specifically, AA is
concerned that the draft does not guarantee a provider's right
to present testimony at some stage of the rulemaking process.

The current draft sets forth a three stage process for
adopting a nonemergency rule: (1) a director's hearing, (2) an
EMSPB hearing, and (3) a hearing by the County Commission.

The current draft includes language governing the
director's hearing which I view as vague and fraught with
procedural pitfalls. The language is favored by AA. Section
6.31.062(C)(1) reads:

(C) (1) When the director proposes
action on a rule [to recommend that the
policy board adopt, amend or repeal a rule],
he shall give notice of a director's hearing
as required by subsection (C)(2) of this
section and give interested persons
reasonable opportunity to submit data or
views, which may include the submission of
statements describing the financial impact
of the rule., The director shall consult
with persons directly affected by the
proposed action and each of the ambulance
companies and fire departments operating EMS
vehicles as well as an organization
representing hospitals and shall fully
consider every submission.




Board of County Commissioners
March 29, 1988
Page 3

The version I originally drafted (marked as 022288:7:1)
deleted all the language after the phrase "this section." I
still recommend that approach.

I also believe that AA is unjustified in contending that it
might be denied any chance to testify during the rulemaking
process, An obvious purpose of each stage of the three stage
process 1s to consider public reaction to a rule.

However, if the Board wishes to amend the code to expressly
assure a right to present testimony during the rulemaking
process, I have an amendment to propose.

The section I would amend (MCC 6.,31.062(C)(3)) is on page 7
of the draft and deals with the procedure followed by the
EMSPB. As currently written, the section reads:

(3) Upon receipt of the director's
report and recommendation, the policy board
shall conduct a public hearing thereon and
may recommend that the Board of County
Commissioners adopt, amend or repeal the
rule, The recommendation shall be in
writing, signed by the Presiding Officer and
filed promptly with the Clerk of the Board
of County Commissioners. The record of
testimony and documents received by the
policy board shall also be filed with the
clerk.

My proposal is to add the following after the first
sentence quoted above: "The hearing shall include the
opportunity for interested persons to present testimony and
data." This would assure those in attendance of a chance to
testify before the EMSPB. County Commission rules of procedure
reiterate that right for matters coming before the Commission.

0692R/dm

cc: Barbara Donin
Joe Acker
Chris Thomas
Tom Lindley
Dr. Gary Oxman
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DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
COUNTY COUNSEL SECTION GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR

SUITE 1400 PAULINE ANDERSON

1120 SW. FIFTH AVENUE POLLY CASTERLINE

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204-1934 . GRETCHEN KAFOURY

(503) 248-3138 CAROLINE MILLER

COUNTY COUNSEL
LAURENCE KRESSEL

MEMORANDUM CHIEF ASSISTANT
ARMINDA J. BROWN
ASSISTANTS
TO: Board Staff : AN ICHAEL BOWE
H.H. LAZENBY, JR.
P2 e
FROM: Larry Kressel JANE ELLEN STonet VAN
County CDunSel MARK B. WILLIAMS
DATE: . February 1, 1988
RE: Options for Revising EMS Code Provisions

A. Background

1. BCC adopted Ordinance 229 (MCC 6.31) in 1980. "Major
features are:

z. creates EMSPB and advisory comnittees.

b. applies only in unincorporated area (IGR's make
it enforceable in cities). See MCC 6.31.005 and 6.31.200.

c. empowers EMSPB to adopt administrative rules and
to grant/revoke licenses. (MCC 6.31.037).

d. rules are to establish (MCC 6.31.060):
i. ambulance and equipment standards
ii. training levels
iii. protoéols

iv. procedures to monitor EMT performance and
for submission of citizen complaints

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




v. standards for designating resource
hospital(s)

vi. penalties and procedures for rule violations

vii. other requirements to implement purposes of
ordinance.

e, Ordinance amended in 1982 to add that EMSPB must:

"aAdopt an ambulance plan under ORS 485.573 (now
823.180) relating to the need for, and coordination
of, ambulance service. The Board (EMSPB) shall
establish ambulance service areas consistent with the
plan for the efficient and effective provision of
ambulance service and the Board shall adopt rules
requiring persons to conform to the ambulance plan and
ambulance service areas. The plan and service areas
shall be adopted under the rulemaking provisions of
this chapter.”

A EMSPB adopted and enforced numerous administrative
rules. The "ambulance plan" consisted of Ordinance 229 and the
EMSPB's rules.

3. Until 1986, the rules divided county into several
service areas and assigned private companies to them. Concerns
about rates led to a Task Force and a rate study (Fitch). Task

force and Medical Society recommended a single service area and
one provider.

4, In December '86, EMSPB amended rule on service areas
to provide for a single area, effective in the future. Also
directed staff to prepare "an ambulance service area plan” that

incorporates Task Force recommendation for single area.
Provider to be selected by RFP process.

5. In December '87, circuit court ruled the single area
plan invalid. Three reasons (now on appeal):

a. ORS 823 says county plan must establish "service
areas" consistent with plan; a single area is not allowed;

b. BCC's delegation of authority to EMSPB cannot
include power to adopt a single ambulance area because that

would be a delegation of legislative power, violating county
charter:

c. An attempt £o dgrant an exclusive franchise
violates Portland Charter.




»

B. Legal Framework

1. ORS 823.180 requires county to adopt plan and service
areas. A city can regulate ambulances or EMT's if Health
pivision approves and if regulations are as strict as state
law. See ORS 823.220.

2. Health Division rules define "plan" imprecisely. See
OAR 333-28-100 to 333-28-130. State rules also allow county to
delegate authority for development and administration of county
plan to "an intergovernmental body which has legal authority to
adopt and enforce ordinances and rules" (EMSPB can adopt rules
but not ordinances).

3. Section 2.20 of County Charter:

"Except as this charter or a state constitutional or
statutory provision regarding the initiative and referendum
provides to the contrary, the legislative power of the
county shall be vested in and exercisable only by the Board
of county commissioners. Any other power of the county not
vested by the charter elsewhere shall be vested in the
board but may be delegated by it."

4. City Charter bars City Council from granting an
exclusive franchise.

C. Code amendment Options

1. Do nothing and await appeal outcome.
2. Make EMSPB advisory as to rulemaking and plan adoption.
3. Split policy functions between BCC and EMSPB (BCC

gives explicit guidance as to objectives of rules to be adopted
by EMSPB. BCC controls portion of the plan that establishes
areas and selects providers. :

4, Other

9934C/dm




OREGON ADMINISTRATIVE RULES
CHAPTER 333, DIVISION 28 - HEALTH DIVISION

Advertising of an Ambulance

333-28-060" (1) An ambulance owner may: advertise
only when the ambulance(s) meet(s) the requirements of
ORS 823.010 t0 §23.990 and these rules.

(2) If an ambulance owner does not provide the level of
service advertised, licenses for ambulances may be denied,

" suspended, or revoked in accordance with the provisions of

ORS 183.310 to 183.500 for failure to comply.

Stat. Auth: ORS Ch. 323

‘Hist:-HD 1-1981. £ & efl 1-14-81; HD l9-l984 f & ef. 9-1084 HD
16-1986. 1. & cf. 9-9-86

Standards for Summoning and Dispatching Aid

333-28-063 (1) The recommended training standard
for all emergency medical services dispatchers is completion
of the U.S. Department of Transportation, National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration, Emergency Medical
Services Dispatcher: National Standard Curriculum. A copy
of the course curriculum is available at the Division office.

(2) The instructor(s) of the Emergency Medical Services
Dispatcher Course must have experience as a telecom-
munications operator, be a currently certified EMT 1T or
above, and have an American Heart or Red Cross CPR
Instructors certificate. It is permissible to have more than
one instructor to meet the above criteria.

(3) Compliance to the standard listed in section (l) of
this rule is totally voluntary for EMS dxspatchmg agencies.

Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
- Hist: HD 19-1984, £ & ef. 9-10-84: HD 16-1986, 1. & ef. 9-9-86

Authority to Enact Local Laws Governing Ambulances and
Emergency Medical Technicians

333-28-065 (1) To enact local laws governing
ambulances and emergency medical technicians, the political
subdivision, as defined in ORS '823.220(1), must requesj,
permission in writing from the Division.

(2) This request, including a copy of the progosed
ambulance ordinance, must be submitted to the Division at
least ninety days prior to scheduled implementation.

(3) The Division Administrator shall notify the political
subdivision, in writing, of the acceptance or non-acceptance
of the ambulance ordinance based on compliance with
applicable Oregon laws.

Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
Hist: HD 11981, £ & ef. 1-14-81: HD 16-1986. f. & cf. 9-9-86

County Ambulance Service Area Plans

Definitions

333-28-100 (1) “Ambulance Service Area (ASA)”
means a geographic area which is served by one ambulance
provider, and may include a county, two or more contiguous
counties, or a portion of such county(ies).

(2) “*Ambulance Service Plan” means a plan which
descnibes the need for and coordination of ambulance serv-
ices and establishes ambulance service areas.

{3) “Nouficauon Time™ means the length of time
between the ambulance service’s receipt of the request for the
ambulance and the notification of the ambulance crew.

9 - Div. 28

+

{4) “Response Time” means the length of time between
the notification of the ambulance crew and the arrival of the
ambulance at the incident scene.

Stat. Aoth.: ORS Ch. 823
Hist: HD 16-1986, {. & ¢f. 9-9-86

Submittal and Approval of Ambulance Service Plans
333-28-105 (1) Within one year from the effective date
of these rules, each county shall submit to the State Health
Division a ground ambulance service plan meeting the
requirements of these rules. This requirement may be met by
a plan submitted in conjunction with another contiguous
county or counties.
" (2) Prior to the adoption of an Ambulance Service Plan.

‘the county(ies) shall provide for the solicitation of comments
‘through a public hearing.

(3) Within 60 days of receipt of a plan, the Division will
provide written approval/denial of the plan. For those plans
with deficiencies, the county(ies) shall have 30 days to
correct the deficiencies and resubmit.

(4) The Health Division may seek the advice of the
Ambulance and EMT I Advisory Council concerning plan
compliance with these rules.

Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
Hist: HD 16-1986. f. & ef. 9.9.86

Contents of Plan

333-28-110 A plan must demonstrate that all ASAs will
be served by an effective and efficient ambulance service:

(1) Effectiveness of service is demonstrated by comply-
ing with requirements for boundaries, coordination and
service standards.

(2) Efficiency of service is demonstrated by selecting an
ambulance provider that will meet the effectiveness stan-
dards of the.plan at a reasonable cost to the consumer.

Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
Hist.: 8D 16-1986. [ & ef. 9-9-86

Boundaries

333-28-115 (1) ASA boundaries must be designed 10
minimize the effects of artificial and geographical barriers on
response times in order to facilitate the quickest response for
all county residents and visitprs.

(2) All of the county must be included in a service area.

(3) The plan must describe all »9-1-1", fire district and
incorporated city boundaries within the county(ies). Bound-
aries for ASAs must be designed to promote cooperation and
coordination among these jurisdictions in order to assure
timely and appropriate response.

Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
Hist: HD 16-1986. £ & cf. 9-9-86

Standards

333-28-120 (1) The following must be described in the
plan for all ASAs. Each must meet or exceed requirments
listed in ORS 823.010 through 823.990, in regard to:

(a) Level of response {first responder, ambulance):

(b) Level of care (Basic Life Support, Advanced Life
Suppon);

(¢) Staffing;

{(d) Patient care cquipment; and

MULINOA g
LAV ties o {December, 1986)
Soirngir S




‘ ~ OREGON ADMINISTRATIVE RULES
CHAPTER 333, DIVISION 28 - HEALTH DIVISION

(e) Vchxclcs Additional resources include but are nothmxted to personnel
(2) Initial and continued trammg for ambulance person- and equipment with capabilities responsive 10:
nel must be described in the plan and be sufficient to meet (a) Hazardous Materials;
initial and recertification standards under QRS 823.010 (b) Search and Rescue;
through 823.990 and ORS 677.610 through 677.700. (c) Specialized Rescue; and
(3) Ambulance notification and response times must be {d) Extrication.
described in the plan. A standard for each ASA must be setin (6) The plan must describe emergency radio and tele-
the plan which is expressed in terms of percent of calls which phone communications systems for the county(ies). Mecha-
do. not exceed a specified number of minutes. Multiple nisms for the following must be in operation or scheduled for
response time standards may be established within the ASA implementation:
to accommodate variations as determined by the county. A (a) Access to the Emergency Medical Services System
notification and response time monitoring process for all through centralized emergency telephone numbers.
areas must be described. (b) Dispatch of appropriately staffed ambulances and
(4) The plan must either demonstrate that the call other emergency resources based on emergency medical
volume of all ASAs is sufficient to financially support the protocols,
level of service required or else demonstrate financial sound- (c) U.S. Department of Transportation, National High-
ness of the areas through other income sources. way Traffic Safety Administration, Emergency Medical
Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823 Services Dispatcher: National Standard Curriculum or
Hist: HD 16-1986. 1. & ef. 9-9-86 - equivalent training for all Emergency Medical Services Dis-
patchers. ) ’
L. (7) The plan must describe a quality assurance program
Coordination . . which monitors the efficiency and effectiveness of
333-28-125 (1) The county(ies) may delegate authority ambulance service, and which provides legal sanctions for
for development and administration of the county plan toan violations of the plan provisions.
mtergovemmcn}al body which has legal authority to adopt ‘ {Publications: The publication{s) referred 10 or incorporated by reference
and enforce ordinances and rules. in this rulc are available from the office of the
(2) The plan must provide for ongoing input to the . Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
county from prehospital care consumers, providers, and the Hist.: HD 16-1986, f. & f. 9-9-86
medical community. This input may be provided by an
appointed Emergency Medical Services Advisory Commit- Provider Selection
tee. . < 333-28-130 (1) The plan must describe a mechanism

(3) The plan rmust describe the mutual aid agreements
for ambulance responses from outside of the service areg and
responses to other service areas. Mutual aid agreements must
be signed between all ambulance providers in the county.

(4) The plan must describe ambulance providers’

for assignment and reassignment of providers to ASAs. The
county(ies) is (are) solely responsible for designating and
administering the process of selection. The plan must include
_a mechanism for responding to an application by a provider
4nc pl - ) ¢ £ for an ASA and responding 1o notification that an ASA is
responsibilities in the event of a disaster, including coordina- being vacated. The process must include procedures for

tion with county resources other than ambulances and meth- resolving disputed cases which includes an appeal 1o elected
ods for obtaining out-of-county resources other than officials. .

ambulances. The ambulance disaster response plan must bé (2) The ASA plan must be in compliance with existing

recognized and approved by the County Emergency Manage- local statutes/ordinances and ORS 823.220.
ment Administration. .

-

{Publications: The publication(s) referred 1o or incorporated by reference

(5) The plan must id.en!ify all a@ditional persom_\el and i this rule are available fromhe office of the Health Division.]
equipment resources which are available and describe the Stat. Auth.: ORS Ch. 823
coordination of these resources with the ASA provider. Hist.: HD 16-1986. 1 & <f, 9-9-86 .,
(December, 1986) 10 - Div. 28 TR T T e
[ § F it
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Emergency Nedical Services

Mulinomah County . City of Portiand . Fairview - Gresham . Troutdale - Wood Village

EMS System Options

Judge Crookham's opinion letter of December 8th raises certain issues
regarding past Policy Board actions and current directions. The courts letter
appears to limit the options which may be considered in preparation and
implementation of an Ambulance Service Area (ASA) Plan for Multnomah County.

Three major options which would be in conformance with the Judge's letter are
available.

1) Retain a four-ASA system. Existing providers would be assigned to
each of these areas. System modifications would be instituted to
control ambulance charge rates and to improve medical control.

Comments:
.The Rate Study Task Force, Medical Advisory Board, and Board of

County Commissioners have all previously considered variations of this
approach and have rejected themn.

.An ASA reassignment process woulé have to be developed. This process
would nave to assure any party reguesting an ASA {(or a portion of an
ASA) an eguitable process to compete for the the opportunity to

previde ampbulance services.

.The issue of antitrust liability arising from collaboration amcng

exiscing providers in the process of "dividing up" the county is not

solved.

.A Dasze rate upon which to start rate regulation would be difficult to

determine because of variations among the four ASA's in a) operations;

b) indigent patient population; «¢) volume of calls; and

4) management style and cost behavior of each provider.

current EMS ordinance does not provide for any form of rate

The ordinance would have to be rewritten and adooted by |

£ the 1*"0‘&n governments.
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ation of resources including managem training, internal
ch, billing, eguipment, physical plant, public relations, etc.
er, arpitrary geographical boundaries do not allow for a
axinmally efficient use of resources. This inefficiency leads to
increased costs and, therefore, increased rates. Additionally,
current experience suggests that at least ten percent of emergency
calls are not responded to by the closest ambulance.
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2) Develop an ASA plan which divides Multnomah County into two ASAs.

Suboptions:

1) Bgually divided ASA's. The two ASA's would be roughly equal in
call volume, indigent population and geographical barriers to
service.

2) Unequal ASA's: NW corner and remainder of County. The two ASA's
would be a) the area roughly bordered by Cornell Road on the
South, the Washington County line on the Northwest, the Columbia
River on the HNortheast, and the Columbia County border on the
North; and b) the remainder of Multnomah County.

3) Unequal ASA's: SW corner and remainder of County. The two ASA's
would be a) the area in the Southwest corner of Multnomah County
which is served by a Washington County Public Safety Answering
Point; and b) the remainder of Multnomah County.

Comments:

.The two ASA approach is not as efficient or effective an ambulance
delivery system as a single ASA. However, based upon the Court's
ruling, the above two-ASA options would appear to meet the Court's
requirement for more than one ASA., When combined with a Board of
County Commissioners' Ordinance and with contract language that does
not create a sole provider franchise within the City limits of
Portland, a two-ASA option would appear to meet all of the Court's
requirements.

.Tne procedure for implementing such an option would be for EMS staff
{at the Policy 3card's direction) to prepare an ASA plan for
presentation te, and approval by the Policy Board. The Policy B3oard
would recommend and refer the plan to the Board of County
Commissioners {(BCC). The BCC would pass the plan in ordinance form,
and refer it toc the Oregon Health Division (EMS section) for
approval. Contractor(s) would then be chosen by an RFP process.

3) Develop an A3A plan wnich uses a public ambulance provider for 911
calls. Such a plan would retain the multiple private providers for
nonemergency transports.

Suboptions:

1) Porzland Fire Bureau (PFB) and Gresham Fire Department (GFD) would
provide all call-answering and transporcts for 911 calils
county-wide.

2) A third public safety entity would be formed by the County
Department of Human Services (DHS) to provide all call-answering
and transports for 911 calls. The ambulances and personnel could

be cross-utilized to a limited extent Dy the Health Division or
hospital care delivery programs within the County.

3) A third public safety entity would be formed by the County DHS to
directly provide some emergency ambulance service, wnile
contracting with PFB and GFD for the remainder of reguired
service. PFB and GFD would use their existing ALS rescue units
(which are transport-capable). The DHS would add the additional
ambulances and manpower needed to answer and transport the 911
calls not handled by the fire agencies.

[KK-3748E-p~3]
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Briefing
FMS policy Board
Public System (Cr:icns

The purpose of thls paper 1S to discuss each of the four public provider ortions
which were proposec at tne January 4, 1986 FMS Policy Bboard meeting.

Ction 1

The Portlanc Fire Bureau and Cresham Fire Department answer and transport all
911 medical calls. Fach response to he by P18 first rerponder and
simultaneously py ALS personnel who will transport all patients.

Pro

1. & porticn ot the eguipment &and manpower needed to provide this service is
in place in both ¢Gresham and Portland.

2. This type ot system will work well with existing first responders with a
minimum of friction between Basic Life Support first responders and
khaovanced Life Support transport personnel,

(]

. The portlanc Fire Bureau and CGresham Fire Department have many response
points throughout their cities which will allow for rapié response.

4., The portland Fire Bureau and (resham Fire Department have exrressed a
G251reé tO proviae emergency transport and they DOSSess eXpertise naving

o1

3]

deliverec emergency first response in the Portlanc/Creshan ares for & leonc
PEILGL.

5. f5he Greshan Fire Department anc Portland Fire Bureat svetem will provide an
cazsier mecnanism fcr medical control as fewer proviaers are in vlace.

glready exists Cetween the twe fire departments as well s
ire districte. 2 back up systen is therefeore easler ancé more
TC mElntalin.
7.0 The twe fire services have virtually no enplovee turnover andé would provice
lle z € Dil:
o A oA IREIE S o
. 1E Ln »_GCE will ThE
€. TThere will pe local {(cityv) anc public accountabilizy in the Zire cperatec
service,

20, There wi De increased productivity from existine perscnnsl by havinc then
provicae tne transport function for emercency medical services in addition
tc first responaer fire suppression andé preventicn activities.

1.0 7The perscnnel will provide & dual job function, functioning both as fire

© fichters anc as emergency mecical care personnel.
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o~ 1z. The portland Fire Bureau/Cresham Fire delivered syster will allow
. ex1Sting, non-emercency private provicers to work in business providing
non-emer gency care.

13. Work stoppage by any of the fire organizations is 1lleagal under ORS.
14. The system of Fire Bureau and (resham Fire Department transports would

eliminate the auplication of existing first responcder, and Advanced Life
Support personnel.

}
in

. Thic procrar could be irplementec with no addltionsl tax auliars
expended, proviaed that non-tax-bared funding for additional vehicles,
ecuipment anc personnel could be obtained.

cons

1. There is a perception that Fire Bureau and Fire Department overheads are
high.

2. fThere is a question as to whether the city of portland can charge for
these services.

3. The pPortland Fire Bureal ano (Cresham Fire Department must hire new
personnel and buy more eguipment to provide the total emergency transport
funcciorn.

W
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T
0Z emergency mediceal
ser fees,

€ t system does not make best use cf personnel
orcting ¢f non-emergency patients.

2. =2illinc Trocedures anc€ methodclogy &re not gelined.

Cotion Z
2 thirc punlic sgfety $e£rvice crcanization De crezted Dy the Iepertment ©f
¥uman Services, Imergency Medical Services program teo provide anmbulance
service for &ll 911 calls. 7The existing BLE first responder system woulé Dbe
usec accordinge to triace cuiagelines,




1. leparctnent of human Services 1s alreaay aelivering healtq care in an
efficirent manper tnroughout the city ano county.

2. The expertise is present in the existing DES structure to operate an
ampulance service.

3. fThis systern ciffers a partial solution to the unemployment of FMT IVe in
the system as this new system would hire a portion of the existing EMT

. [ XN, - —~ PN .
TUS o in halTtnonal County.

4. 'he systen can be implemented with no adaitional tax dollars with lower
actual cost to provide the service, provided that the system 1s user
funcec.

5. 'The mechanisms are in place that provide for responsibility and
accountablility to the medical community.

6. Peak staffing ana system status management factors could be developed
rfrom scratch” to provide for maximum economies of operation.

7. 1The system would use existing EMS administrative funds for direct
gelivery component, thus an economy of tax collars.

8. L unifiec agvanced Life Support system would cover the wi
would pe legs hampered by interjurisdictional (city and

vouncarlies and polizical/acrinistrative interacticrn.
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upport for this concerc:t.

{u

. lore start-up collars may be neecec than in any of the other cptions.

¢l mhere will be addizional costs to Department cf ¥uman Services for
perscnnel ant eguipment; nhowever, tihis will be macde up throuch revenuses
Ireom service.

. Deings &

€.

7. There Lt & cuecstion as to whether tax dcllars would subsidize the
existinc operavion with some involvement of administrztive ancé other
vecnnicel personnel as well as legal ancé purchasing assistance from the

' ccunzy.
&. A worIk stoppége could be legal under this svstern.




§. There 1S & guestion as to whether Jucge Crookham's ruling would prohibit
trnis Sincle-syster approach to delivery of pre-nosypital care.

-

o~

16. ¢ontinuinc conflicts bewween first responders transportine personnel
night continue,

11. fThere would be a continueo auplication of aAdvanced Life Support and first
response.

12. Billinc procedures and methodolegy are not definec,

Cption 3

portlanc Fire bureau, (Cresham Fire Department, Department of BEuman Services
(Emercency kedical Services) offer all 911 call answering ané transport. DHS,
through intercovernmental agreement, would work with Portland Fire Bureau and
Gresham Fire Department to deliver ambulance transport utilizing the existing
aavanced Life Support transport capable rescues. The existing BLS first
responder system would be used as the triage guide dictates

Pros

1. A pcrtion of the eguipment anc manpower needed is already present.

Z. Systen would mesh well with regard to first responders andé transport
personnel.,

3. Shere WCUlC D€ many rLesoonse points within the svstem with the ability to
ilower response times.

4. ion to the unemployment of FMT IVs with

. nesdged bevend the exigtinc fire EMTs.

S. Eysten coulc be implementec with no additional tay dellars, assumine fhat
LI vetem is user fundec.

€4

7.

€. H11 participetinC COVErnmEnts cOuld solve the charce issues. The systen
coulC provice revenue gderivecd fronm services gdeliliverec o &ll
CE&rTiciceting sgencies.

¢, mnig would be & puzlicly accounteble svstern.

1C. There would pe & back

geiiverv,

up svstem with multiple governmencts involvec in the




2. New personnel and equipment must be obtained to start the systern.

I
e

3, Llong terr structural stability may be questionable.
4. There is & perception of high overhead in each of the governmental
orcanizations as well as the additional overhead of three offerinc the

service.

5. An zll-Aavancea Life Support system does not make best use of personnel
in non-emergency transport situations,

6. 7Tax aollar subsidies would be difficult to quantify with three govern-
mental organizations involved.

7. X partial work stoppage would be legal in this systen.

€. There are multiple advanced Life Support providers of care and transport,
thug the system 1s harder to manage ang coordinate,

g. Billing procedures and methodology have not been defined.

Cption 4

Portlanc Fire Bureal, (Gresham Fire Department answer &ll 911 calls but
transport only tnose patients Who are providec or neec acvanced Life Support.
The ren&lning patients wWoulé be "handed off" to privacte ELS providers., R ELS
filrst responcer svsten woulc pe maintainec.
pros
1
Z.
A
-
1
,
3.
€.
7. There are many response peoints within the twe cities that can be used o
geliver SVSTEN.
E£.' Thles sveterm can pe implementec with no acdition tax cdollars, assuminc
" that user fees support the total cost.




- 10. There will be fewer EMT IVS in the system resulting in lower traininc anc
T .
B CUOIG1INATIiON neegs.
11. e EMT IVE 1n tne system would perform a dual jou function with partial
responsibililities in both fire and emergency medical services.
12. The syster woulc publicly accountable,
cons
1. Petient aghanconnent may b & potentisl lesue.  There nay be aGditional

(8%

overall system costs because
being calleo to the scene 1in

kand-off from ALS to BLE has

Initially, there would be an

of emergency and non-emergency ambulances
many cases.,

guestionable acceptance.

unaefined number of ALS transports - due to

lack of experience with a

"hand-off" system.

Initial bucdgeting would

therefore be difficult.

There woulc be a duplication of resocurces on non-emergency calls.

Ln

. This option woulé result in the greatest loss of EMT IV positions.

6. Tnere i1s & cuestion as to whether portland can charge for this service,
7. There may bLe & neec to hilre new personnel anc pbuy zcéditional ecuirment,
5. Mnere will pe less revenue because there would be n¢ charass for
TETlente whe GO net receive emergency LIrEanspors even Though has
peen an emnercency response.
, LS. &nc practices are not defined.
1C. ©rea taffinc anc svsten status meanagement econcmies would be ¢ifficult

€ To collective pargaining agreements.

pe & cuestion with regarc¢ to percentages
ci tinme emergency medical services perscennel.
ThEe mEtTeIriel T DEpSr W2E Trovicges IroT 2 rrocess
invcolivine Cni Flre RBuregu; Tom STelnman, Poeriliand Fire
DUreal; Repres rvices, bporzland Tire Bureav: Chief Joe
Parrctz, Crezn ommissioner Iick Bogle's Cffice: Gary
Crman, M.o., ¢ Joe Acker, EMS Director.




zmbulance Cost

Ampulance Cost
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FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

System (ost: Option 2

Hours
7.2 FTE € $10.00/hr
Fringe € 35%/9gross
Mileage 25,000 €@ .30/mi
vehicle Depreciation 39,000 / 4
prugs/Lisposable/Linen/Supplies
administration
Miscellaneous (start-up)

Spare Unit

o]
¢.6 FTIE & S10.83/hr
FPringe € 25%/¢ross
Mileage € .30/23,000 mi

vehicle Depreciation 29,000 / 4

$149,760
52,416
7,500
9,750
10,000
28,935
5,000

32,500

$26¢,861
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FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

Ambulance Cost - 10 hours

Systen Cost: Option 2 {(cont'd)
4.2 FTE € $1G.00/hr $87,360
Fringe @ 35%/9gross 30,576
Mileage @ .30/23,000 mi €,600C
vehicle Depreciation 39,000 / 4 ¢,750
prugs/Disposable/Linen 10,000
Administration 28,935
miscellaneous (start-up) 5,000

Spare unit

2,500

$181,721
Aéminisctration

) Tirector $ 48,600
Physician Superviecr 85,000

Qualizy Assurance Coorcinator
4 rielg Superviscrs £ & $12.00 + Fringe 134,784
mrzining Supervisor 1 & §12.50 + Frince 25,100
gommunicatieons Ceerdinater 31,050
Cr I (30%) 11,830
Cr -1 & £7.00 = Fringe 1¢,€56
rezltr Tducator & S11.07 + Fringe 321,615
- venicles & £15,00C divided by ¢ vears 7,500
county overheacd € 10% gross admin. 21,000
$405,085
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FOR DISCUSSION OKNLY

Svstem Cost: Option 2 (cont'd)

System Staffing Levels
11 zmbulances 24 hours/
2 Ambulances 12 hours/
1 ambulance 10 hours/

System Staffing RNumbers

11 ambulances x 7.2 FTE 7%.2 FTE
2 Ambulances x 4.8 FTE 8.6 FTF
1 rmbulance x 4.2 FPTE 4.2 FTF
Svsterm {ogT: Cption 2
il 2mbulances 24 hours §2,025,271
3 2 ambulances 12 hours 287,738
l 1 ambulance 10 hours 1g2,722
£3,314,020
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FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

Svstem (Cost: Ortion 2 (cont'cd)

There will be no cost for ambulance stations as it is

propesed that hospitals and health centers will be used.

Office supplies and staff supplies will be provided through
the existing EMS budget and the miscellaneous ambulance

funds.

Tne FTE above that required for straight staffing includes
sick leave, vacation, and training. It should be
anticipated that after the first two vears this number cf

rTrts will increase beceause ¢f & stable work fcrcee.

No collection cost or personnel are listed because the

T A 25 1 T T e e e e P n oTm e mE e m o sty
iection will he by contracCt ang pe & part ¢ Tne revenus,

An independent guality assurance system will be
imrlemented. The Qz will use the State EMS Office, & Q2

coorcéinatcr, citizen's boarc to conduct public meetings,

Mecical ACViISCrY Boarc, &nt the gurallcy ASsurance
. - 5 e Py -
SuoDgConmiittes, anc tne County EHealtn Cfficer. It 1=
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Emergency Medical Services

\ Mulinomah County - City of Porfiand - Fairview - Gresham - Troutdale - Wood Village

MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of County Commissioners

FROM: Joe Acker
Emergency Medical Services\

/

DATE: March 22, 1988

SUBJECT: EMS Ordinance Revision

I met with Chris Thomas (AA Ambulance) and Tom Lindley (Buck Medical Services)
on March 21 to consider issues which Chris Thomas had raised at the last Board

meeting.

After some discussion, the attorneys and EMS staff agreed on three recommended
changes to the ordinance revisions proposed by County Counsel.

Staff concurs with the two attorneys and would recommend the following changes
to you:

Section 3 E, page 3 of the revision, last sentence. Present wording: The
plan shall have the contents required by the State Health Division.

- Recommended change: The plan shall comply with the rules and regulations
of the State Health Division and ORS 8.23.180.

Section 5, last sentence. Present wording: The rule is hereby ratified
but it shall take effect only if the judgments are reversed and any
applicable period for further appeal if those judgments has expired.

| New wording: The rule is here ratified but shall take effect only if it
‘ has not been declared invalid in the appeal of AA Ambulance, Inc., vs.
Multnomah County et al, Case # A8702-01031:; AA Ambulance Co. vs. the
Emergency Medical Services Policy Board et al, Case #8702-01020: CARE
Ambulance, Inc., vs. Multnomah County Case # A8702-01003, and any appeal

therefrom.

Section 8 C. Present change has this section deleted. Interested persons
reasonable opportunity to submit data or views which may include the
submission of statements describing the financial impact of the rule, the
Director shall consult with persons directly affected by the proposed
action and each of the ambulance companies and fire departments operating
EMS vehicles, as well as any organization representing hospitals and shall
fully consider every submission. Recommendation: The above area that was
to be deleted be included as part of the ordinance change.

Department of Human Services
426 S.W. Stark Street — 8th Roor - Portiand, Oregon 97204 - 248-3220




-

EMS ORDINANCE REVISION
March 22, 1988
Page 2

In making these changes, the following were considered:

1.

That the ordinance changes would assure compliance with the state
ambulance service area rules and regulations.

That a hearing process was maintained for licensees and interested parties
through the director of Emergency Medical Services to the Policy Board and
BCC.

That the Board of County Commissioners, in adopting a single ambulance
service area rule, acknowledge that there will be a change in this
ordinance as soon as the EMS Policy Board recommends another ambulance
service area plan to the BCC. This will occur through a modification of
Section 5 with the potential inclusion of multiple ambulance service
areas. There is concern that when the appeal is won, that the single
ambulance service area should not remove the existing ASA contractors
selected through a two-ambulance service area process. A change in
Section 5 will be recommended to the Board of County Commissioners (along
with the EMS Policy Board recommendation) which accomplishes a mechanism
to allow existing ambulance service area contractors to complete their
contract term, even though the appeal of the single ASA case is won by the
county.

[MW-4104E-w]
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Emergency Medical Services

. Multnomah County - City of Porfiand - Fairview - Gresham - Trouldale - Wood Village

MEMORANDUM

TO: Larry Kressel
County Counsel

FROM: Roy R Kallas
Office of the Director of EMS

DATE: March 8, 1988

SUBJECT: Draft Amendments to EMS Code

I would like to see a slight change in the wording of the Section 8 page 6
(2). The way this is written now states a publication must have a readership
of 50,000. My concern is that our present publication costs are
astronomical. The City of Portland, Civil Process, and other organizations
can publish notifications in the Portland Business Today (Daily Journal of
Commerce) at a fraction of the cost of the Oregonian. Attorneys look at this
publication for legal notices. If we have the option to use this when the
public was not directly involved, it would be a great savings to the county.

I have attached several examples.

Attachment

[MW-4058E-w]

Depariment of Humaon Services
426 S.W. Siark Street — 8th Roor - Portiand, Oregon 97204 - 248-3220
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7 (503) 2484047

OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY

March 10, 1988

BARBARA DONIN

STAFF ASSISTANT
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
134 COUNTY COURTHOUSE
PORTLAND OR 97204

Re: Draft Amendment to EMS Code

Dear Ms. Donin:

At the request of Steve Manton, Assistant to City
Commissioner Dick Bogle, I looked at Larry Kressel's proposed
amendments to the EMS Code.

I have no objections to the draft amendments to the Code.
Sincerely,
~ Z .

Thomas R. Williams
Senior Deputy City Attorney

TRW/dzl:15
Encls.

oH] Steve Manton, B131/R404
Larry Kressel, B106/R1400
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Mavor
Derald D. Ulmer
City Council e 14 W8
Donald R. Robertson
Robert S. Lokting
Margaret Templeton
Barbuara Rutherford
2055 N.E. 238th Dr.
Wood Village, Oregon March 11, 1988
97060-1095
(503) 667-6211

Gladys McCoy, Multnomah County Chair
Room 134, County Courthouse

1021 SW Fourth Avenue

Portland, OR 97204

Dear Gladys:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed amendments to County
Ordinance #229 which regulates emergency medical services in Multnomah County.
I can not see any cause for concern in transferring the policy making authorlt.:y
to the Board of Commissioners and the present policy board becoming advisory in
nature.

We appreciate advance notification of issues which affect our City, and we look
forward to increased communication and cooperation between Multnomah County and
Wood Village.

Sincerely,

hala_ s

Sheila Ritz Arthur
City Administrator

SRA:1j
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(Underlined sections are new or replacements; [bracketed] -
sections are deleted.) E

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH
ORDINANCE NO.

An Ordinance amending MCC Chapter 6.31 by‘making the EMS Policy
Board advisory to the Board of County Commissioners, and
ratifying rules adopted by the EMS Policy Board.
Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Findings,.

1. Ordinance No. 229 (MCC Chapter 6.31) created the EMS
Policy Board (EMSPB) and authorized it to adopt an ambulance
plan and administrative rules and to hear appeals in matters
concerning licensees,. :

2. In December 1986, the EMSPB directed its staff to
prepare a plan establishing a single ambulance service area in
Multnomah County to be served by a single provider. However, in
December 1987, the Circuit Court ruled that the delegation of
authority to the EMSPB to adopt a single ambulance service plan
violated the Home Rule Charter,.

- 3. The Circuit Court ruling is on appeal. However, in
response to the portion of the ruling concerning the Home Rule
Charter, the Board deems it advisable to revise the code to make
the EMSPB advisory to the Board and to ratify the rules
previously adopted by the EMSPB. This ordinance carries out
these objectives,

Section 2., Amendment,.

MCC 6.31.035 is amended to read:
6.31.035 POLICY BOARD CREATED.

(A) There is hereby created an EMS Policy Board
which shall consist of one representative from the
county, one representative from the City of Portland,
and one representative from among the other
incorporated cities of the county which agree to
enforcement of this chapter under MCC 6.31,200;
provided however, that until such representative is




duly chosen, a person appointed by the policy board
shall serve as the third member of the policy board.

(B) The representative from the County shall be a
County Commissioner selected pursuant to the Home Rule
Charter [the County Executive]. The representative
from the City of Portland shall be the Commissioner in
charge of emergency medical services. The
representative from the other incorporated cities shall
be appointed to two year terms by vote of the mayors of
the participating cities. The initial representative
shall be determined by vote taken prior to October 1,
1980, The initial term shall run from October 1, 1980
to January 1, 1983. 1In the event that only one city
has agreed to participate by October 1, 1980, the mayor
of that city shall serve a two vear term as the initial
third member of the policy board.

(C) Upon the expiration of a term of a member of
the policy board that member shall continue to serve
until a new member is chosen.

(D) The members of the policy board shall serve
without compensation.

Section 3. Amendment,.

MCC 6.31.037 is amended to read:

6.31.037 POWERS AND DUTIES. The EMS
Policy Board shall have the following powers
and duties:

(A) [Oversee] Advise the Board of
County Commissioners concerning the
operation of the licensing and regulatory
system adopted under this chapter;

(B) Recommend to the City/County Health
Officer, the hiring and firing of a Director
and such other persons as are necessary to
carry out this chapter;

(C) Report annually to the Board of
County Commissioners and City Council
concerning the operation of this chapter and
recommend changes as considered necessary:

(D) [Take] Recommend action by the
Board of Commissioners on rules proposed
under this chapter;




[(E) Hear and determine appeals of
denial or revocation of licenses by the
Director;]

(E) [(F)] [Adopt] Recommend action by
the Board of County Commissioners on an
ambulance plan under ORS [485.573]
823.180(1) relating to the need for, and
coordination of, ambulance service. [The
Board shall establish ambulance service
areas consistent with the plan for the
efficient and effective provision of
ambulance service and the Board shall adopt
rules requiring persons to conform to the
ambulance plan and ambulance service areas.
The plan and service areas shall be adopted
under the rulemaking provisions of this
chapter; and] The plan shall have the
contents required by the State Health
Division.

[(G) Exercise such other powers and
perform such other duties as may be
necessary to achieve the purposes of this
chapter stated in MCC 6.31.015.]

Section 4, Amendment,

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:

6.31.038 Plan Adoption by Board of County
Commissioners

A. The Board of County Commissioners
shall adopt and may amend an ambulance plan
as defined by ORS 823.180 and rules of the
State Health Division. The Board shall
request a recommendation from the EMS Policy
Board prior to adopting or amending such a
plan or portion thereof. 1In the event no
recommendation is submitted to the Board of
County Commissioners within 45 days after a
request, the Board may take final action.
Plan adoption, amendment or repeal shall be
by ordinance,

Section 5, Amendment,.

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:




6.31,039 Ratification of Rules Previously
Adopted by Policy Board

The rules adopted by the EMS Policy
Board prior to [INSERT DATE OF ADOPTION OF |
THIS ORDINANCE] are hereby ratified. EMS |
Rule 631-080 (single ambulance area) is |
subject to Circuit Court judgments declaring
the rule invalid. The 7judgments are on
appeal. The rule is hereby ratified, but it
shall take effect only if the judgments are
reversed and any applicable period for
further appeal of those judgments has
expired,

Section 6. Repeal.

MCC 6.31.053 and 6.31.054 are repealed,

Section 7. Amendment,

MCC 6.31.060 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.060 RECOMMENDATION [ADOPTION] OF
RULES.

(A) The director may recommend to the
policy board and the policy board may
recommend to the Board of County
| Commissioners the adoption, amendment, or
| repeal of administrative rules deemed
| necessary to constitute an ambulance plan
and to achieve the purposes of this
chapter. [Such rules shall be adopted by
the policy board in accordance with
MCC 6.31.062 to 6.31,069 and shall
establish.] The rules shall include, but
not be limited to:

{1) Minimum ambulance and
equipment standards;

(2) Minimum levels of training,
including continuing education and training
for EMTs employed by licensees, consistent
with the various functions performed by such
EMTs,

(3) Procedures and pre-~hospital
treatment protocols for the various types of
emergencies to which licensees respond;




(4) Procedures for monitoring
performance of EMTs and response times of
licensees; including procedures for
submission by licensees of regular reports
concerning prehospital care of patients;

(5) Procedures for submission and
review of citizen complaints concerning
pre-hospital patient care provided by
licensees;

(6) Standards for designation of
one or more medical resource hospitals and
designation of such hospital(s) in
accordance with the standards;

{7) Rates of reimbursement for
members of the EMS Medical Advisory Board:;
and

(8) Penalties for violation of
administrative rules and procedures for
appeals from the imposition of penalties.

[(B) In promulgating these rules, the
director shall consult with the Emergency
Medical Services Advisory Council, each of
the providers of emergency medical services
in Multnomah County, the City/County Health
Officer and other appropriate persons and
agencies. |

(B) [(C)] No rule relating to protocols
for pre-hospital patient care or to
equipment or drugs required to be carried on
vehicles operated by licensees shall be
adopted unless the rule is first approved in

writing by the Medical Advisory Board.

Section 8. Amendment,

MCC 6,31.062 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.062 PREREQUISITES TO [ADOPTION]
RECOMMENDATION OF RULES; EMERGENCY ADOPTION
OF TEMPORARY RULE; [APPLICATION; SUBSTANTIAL
COMPLIANCE REQUIRED].

(A) Prior to making a recommendation
on [the adoption, amendment or repeal of]
any rule, [by] the policy board, shall give




notice [of the proposed adoption, amendment
or repeal shall be given]:

(1) In the manner established by
rule which provides a reasonable opportunity
for interested persons to be notified of the
proposed action;

(2) By publication in a daily
newspaper having general circulation in
excess of 50,000 in Multnomah County at
least 7 [15] days prior to the date of
intended action;

(3) By mail to persons who have
requested notice pursuant to subsection (E)
[(F)] of this section [to the EMS Advisory
Council] at least 7 [15] days prior to the

date of intended action.

(4) The director shall prepare and
publish or mail the above-described notices
as appropriate. Failure of any person to
receive a mailed notice shall not prevent
action by the policy board.

(B) The notice required by subsection
{A) of this section shall state the subject
matter and purpose of the intended action in
sufficient detail to inform a person that
his interests may be affected, and the time,
place and manner in which interested persons
may present their views on the intended
action. The notice and the statement
required by subsection [(G)] (F) of this
section, including the full text of any
material cited in the statement, shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director.

{C) (1) When the director proposes
action on a rule [to recommend that the
policy board adopt, amend or repeal a rule]l,
he shall give notice of a director's hearing
as required by subsection (C){(2) of this
section [interested persons reasonable
opportunity to submit data or views, which
may include the submission of statements
describing the financial impact of the
rule, The director shall consult with




persons directly affected by the proposed
action and each of the ambulance companies
and fire departments operating EMS vehicles
as well as an organization representing
hospitals and shall fully consider every
submission. ]

(2) [Opportunity for oral hearing
shall be granted upon request received from
10 individuals or an organization having not
less than 10 employees or an association
having not less than 10 members within 15
days after the notice referred to in
subsection (A) (2) of this section. The
director or a person designated by the
policy board shall conduct the hearing in
accordance with the Attorney General's Model
Rules of Procedure, Rule 137-01-030 (Dec.
1979), and shall thereafter make available
to the policy board written minutes or other
record of the proceedings, the documentary
material received, and a report and
recommendation concerning the rule.] Notice
of the director's hearing shall be given

five [ten] days in advance by publication in

a daily newspaper having general circulation
in excess of 50,000 in Multnomah County and
by mail to persons requesting the [hearing]
notice under MCC 6,31.062(E).

(3) Upon receipt of the director'sg
report and recommendation, the policy board
shall conduct a public hearing thereon and
may recommend that the Board of County
Commissioners adopt, amend or repeal the

rule, The recommendation shall be in
writing, signed by the Presiding Officer and

filed promptly with the Clerk of the Board

of County Commissioners. The record of

testimony and documents received by the

policy board shall also be filed with the

clerk.

[(D) Upon the request of an interested
person, received within 15 days after the
policy board's notice pursuant to subsection
(A) of this section, the policy board shall
postpone the date of intended action no less
than 15 nor more than 90 days in order to
allow the requesting person an opportunity
to submit data, views or arguments




concerning the proposed action. Nothing in
this subsection shall preclude the director
from adopting a temporary rule pursuant to
subsection (E) of this section.]

[(E)] (D) Notwithstanding subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section, if
the director finds that his failure to act
promptly will result in serious prejudice to
the public interest or the interest of the
parties concerned, and sets forth in writing
the specific reason for his findings, he may
proceed upon the approval of the City/County
Health Officer to adopt, amend or suspend a
rule without notice or hearing or upon any
abbreviated notice and hearing deemed
practicable. Such rule is temporary and
shall be effective upon filing with the
Clerk of the Board pursuant to MCC 6.31.065
for a period of not longer than 15 [180]
days. The director shall also notify the
policy board of the adoption of a temporary
rule,

The subsequent adoption by the Board of
County Commissioners [policy board] of an
identical rule under subsections (A) through
(C) [(D)] of this section is not precluded;
provided, however, that if the Board of
County Commissioners finds that public
safety warrants prompt action, the rule may
be adopted without prior recommendation by
the policy board. Within 10 days following
the date of adoption of a temporary rule,
the director shall prepare the complete
statement required by subsection (F) [(G)]
of this section. The statement shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director. A rule temporarily suspended
shall gain effectiveness upon expiration of
the temporary period of suspension unless
the rule is repealed pursuant to subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section.

[(F)] (E) Any person may request in
writing that the director mail him copies of
notices of intended action [given pursuant
to subsection (A) of this sectionl]. Upon
receipt of any request the director shall
acknowledge the request, establish a mailing




list and maintain a record of all mailings
made pursuant to the request. The director
may establish procedures for establishing
and maintaining the mailing lists current
and[, by rule,] establish fees necessary to
defray the costs of mailing and maintenance
of the lists.

[(G)] (F) The policy board shall cause
to be prepared a brief written statement of
intended action, including:

(1) The legal authority relied
upon and bearing upon the promulgation of
the rule:

(2} A statement of the need for
the rule and a statement of how the rule is
intended to meet the need; and

(3) The citation of applicable
portions of the principal documents, reports
or studies, if any, prepared by or relied
upon in considering the need for and in
preparing the rule and a statement of the
location at which those documents are
available for public inspection. The list
may be abbreviated if necessary, and if so
abbreviated there shall be identified the
location of a complete list.

[(H)] (G) This section does not apply
to rules establishing an effective date for
a previously effective rule or establishing
a period during which a provision of a

previously effective rule will apply.

(H) After a recommendation concerning
a rule is filed with the clerk, the Board of
County Commissioners shall consider the
rule, Notice of a public meeting by the
Commission to consider a rule shall be
mailed by the Clerk of the Board to persons
who have requested notice under
MCC 6.31,062(E), but the failure of a person
to receive notice shall not prevent action
on a rule, Action by the Board of
Commissioners on a rule shall be by
ordinance,




[(I) No rule is valid unless adopted
in substantial compliance with the
provisions of this section in effect on the
date the rule is adopted, provided that the
policy board may correct a failure to
substantially comply with the requirements
of subsections (B) and (E) of this section
in adoption of a rule by an amended filing,
so long as the noncompliance did not
substantially prejudice the interests of
persons to be affected by the rule.]

[(J)] (I) Unless otherwise provided by
law, the adoption, amendment or repeal of a
rule need not be based upon or supported by
an evidentiary record,

Section 9, Amendment.

MCC 6,31.180 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.180 APPEALS AND HEARINGS;:; REVIEW.

{A) A person receiving a notice from the
director of a denial, refusal to renew, suspension,
revocation or violation as provided in this chapter
may regquest a hearing by an appeals hearing officer by
filing a written request with the director within 60
days of receipt of the notice, setting forth reasons
for the hearing and the issues to be heard. The
director shall [may] prescribe forms for the filing of
an appeal.

(B} Filing of a hearing request shall abate any
further proceeding by the director, provided, however,
that in any case where the director, with the approval
of the City/County Health Officer, finds a serious
danger to the public health or safety and sets forth
specific reasons for such findings, the director may
suspend or refuse to renew a license without hearing,
but if the licensee demands a hearing within 90 days
after the date of notice to the licensee of such
suspension or refusal to renew, then a hearing nmust be
granted to the licensee as soon as practicable after
such demand, and the Board of County Commissioners
[policy board] shall issue an order pursuant to such
hearing confirming, altering, or revoking the
director's earlier order. Such a hearing need not be
held where the order of suspension or refusal to renew
is accompanied by or is pursuant to, a citation for
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violation which is subject to judicial determination
by any court of this state, and the order by its terms
will terminate in case of final judgment in favor of
the licensee.

(C) The director shall, upon receipt of a timely
request for hearing, promptly notify the appeals
hearings officer, and said officer shall, within five
business days, set a time and place for hearing, which
shall be not more than 30 days from the date of
receipt of request for hearing.

(D) The hearings officer shall notify the
parties of the date, time and place of a hearing. The
contents of the notice shall conform to MCC 6.31.140.

(E) The hearing shall be conducted by the
hearings officer in accordance with the most recently
published Attorney General's Model Rules of
Procedure[, Rule 137-03-030 through 137-03-050 (Dec.
1979) 1.

(F) Disclosure of ex parte communications shall
be made by the hearings officer [and policy board] in
accordance with the most recently published Attorney
General's Model Rules of Procedurel[, Rules 137-03-062
through 137-03-064 (Dec. 1979)1.

(G) The hearings officer shall issue a proposed
final order as soon as is practicable after the
termination of the hearing and shall mail a copy of
the proposed order to the policy board and the
parties. A proposed final order shall conform to the
most recently published Attorney General's Model Rules
of Procedurel, Rule 137-03-07 (Dec. 1979)1.

(H) The Clerk of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board] shall notify the parties
of the date when written exceptions to the proposed
order must be filed when oral argument may be made [to
the policy board].

(I) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall consider the recommendation of the
hearings officer, the entire record of the proceeding,
oral argument, and the written exceptions filed by the
parties and shall thereafter issue a final order in
conformance with the most recently published Attorney
General's Model Rules of Procedurel, Rule 137-03-07
(bec, 1979)1].
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(J) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may accept the proposed final order, modify it
or reject it and prepare, or cause a person designated
by it to prepare a final order. Final orders shall be
properly signed by the presiding officer [of the
policy board], filed with the Clerk of the Board, and
mailed to the parties.

Section 10. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.182 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.182 ORDER WHEN NO HEARING REQUESTED OR ON
FAILURE TO APPEAL,

(A) When a party has been given an opportunity
and fails to request a hearing within the time limit
allowed hereunder or, having requested a hearing fails
to appear, the Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall cause to be entered an order which
supports the intended action.

(BY The order supporting the action shall set
forth the material on which the action is based or the
material shall be attached to and made part of the
order.

Section 11. Amendment.

MCC 6.,31.184 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.184 RECONSIDERATION; JUDICIAL REVIEW.

(A) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may reconsider a final order upon the filing of
a petition for reconsideration within 15 days after
issuance of the order. 1If no action is taken [by the
policy board] within 15 days after the petition is
filed, the petition shall be deemed denied. 1If the
petition is allowed by vote of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board], a hearing on the
reconsideration shall be held and an amended order
shall be issued. Only those [policy board] members
of the Board of County Commissioners who voted in the
original hearing on the appeal may vote on whether to
allow a petition for reconsideration.

(B) Review of the action concerning an appeal
[of the EMS policy board] shall be taken solely and
exclusively by writ of review in the manner set forth
in ORS 34.010 to 34,100,
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Section 12. Adoption.

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, shall take
effect on the thirtieth (30th) day after its adoption, pursuant

to Section 5.50 of the Charter of Multnomah County. ﬂ/
ADOPTED this day of , 1988, being ther date
of its reading before the Board of County Comm1881oners

of Multnomah County.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMLséIONERs
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Gladys Mchy’
Multnomah County Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

M@(Q@\

urence Kressel
ounty Counsel

27C/dm
022288:7:1
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(Underlined sections are new or replacements; [bracketed]
sections are deleted.)
A ? P
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An Ordinance amending MCC Chapter 6.31 by saking the EMS Policy
Board advisory to the Board of County Compmissioners, and
ratifying rules adopted by the EMS POll y Board; and declaring an
emergency. g

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

ORDINANCE NO.

Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Findings.

1. Ordinance No. 229 (MCC-Chapter 6.31) created the EMS
Policy Board (EMSPB) and authorized it to adopt an ambulance
plan and administrative rules and to hear appeals in matters
concerning licensees, :

2. In December 1986, the EMSPB directed its staff to
prepare a plan establishing a single ambulance service area in
Multnomah County to be served by a single provider. However, in
December 1987, the Circuit Court ruled that the delegation of
authority to the EMSPB to adopt a single ambulance service plan
violated the Home Rule Charter.

3. The Clrcu;t Court ruling is on appeal. However, in
regsponse to the portion of the ruling concerning the Home Rule
Charter, the Board deems it advisable to revise the code to make
the EMSPB advisory to the Board and to ratify the rules
previously adopted by the EMSPB. This ordinance carries out
these Objecth£S.

Section 2. ﬂhendment.

MCC 6}}§.035 is amended to read:
6.31.035 POLICY BOARD CREATED.

(A) There is hereby created an EMS Policy Board
which shall consist of one representative from the
/ county, one representative from the City of Portland,
/ and one representative from among the other
/ incorporated cities of the county which agree to
enforcement of this chapter under MCC 6.31.200;
//f provided however, that until such representative is




il '

duly chosen, a person appointed by the policy board
shall serve as the third member of the policy board,

(B) The representative from the County shall be a
County Commissioner selected pursuant to the Home Rule
Charter [the County Executive]. The representative
from the City of Portland shall be the Commissioner in
charge of emergency medical services. The
representative from the other incorporated cities shall
be appointed to two year terms by vote of the mayors of
the participating cities. The initial representative
shall be determined by vote taken prior to October 1,
1980. The initial term shall run from October 1, 1980
to January 1, 1983, 1In the event that only one city
has agreed to participate by October 1, 1980, the mayor
of that city shall serve a two year.term as the initial
third member of the policy board.

(C) Upon the expiration of a term of a member of
the policy board that member shall continue to serve
until a new member is chosen,

(D) The members of the policy board shall serve
without compensation.

Section 3, Amendment.

MCC 6.,31.037 is amended to read:

6.31.037 POWERS AND DUTIES. The EMS
Policy Board shall have the following powers
and duties:

(A) [Oversee] Advise the Board of
County Commissioners concerning the
operation of the licensing and regulatory
system adopted under this chapter;

(B) Recommend to the City/County Health
Officer, the hiring and firing of a Director
and such other persons as are necessary to
carry out this chapter;

(C) Report annually to the Board of
County Commissioners and City Council
concerning the operation of this chapter and
recommend changes as considered necessary;

(D) [Take] Recommend action by the
Board of Commissioners on rules proposed
under this chapter;




[(E) Hear and determine appeals of
denial or revocation of licenses by the
Director;]

(E) [(F)] [Adopt] Recommend action by
the Board of County Commissioners on an
ambulance plan under ORS [485.573]
823.180(1) relating to the need for, and
coordination of, ambulance service. [The
Board shall establish ambulance service
areas consistent with the plan for the
efficient and effective provision of
ambulance service and the Board shall adopt
rules requiring persons to conform to the
ambulance plan and ambulance service areas.
The plan and service areas shall be adopted
under the rulemaking provisions of this
chapter; and] The plan shall have the
contents required by the State Health
Division,

[(G) Exercise such other powers and
perform such other duties as may be
necessary to achieve the purposes of this
chapter stated in MCC 6.31.015.]

Section 4. Amendment,.

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:

6.31.038 Plan Adoption by Board of County
Commissioners

A. The Board of County Commissioners
shall adopt and may amend an ambulance plan
as defined by ORS 823.180 and rules of the
State Health Division. The Board shall
request a recommendation from the EMS Policy
Board prior to adopting or amending such a
plan or portion thereof. In the event no
recommendation is submitted to the Board of
County Commissioners within 45 days after a
request, the Board may take final action.
Plan adoption, amendment or repeal shall be
by ordinance.

Section 5. Amendment.

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:




6.31.039 Ratification of Rules Previously
Adopted by Policy Board -

The rules adopted by the EMS Policy
Board prior to [INSERT DATE OF ADOPTION OF
THIS ORDINANCE] are hereby ratified. EMS
Rule 631-080 (single ambulance area) 1is
subject to Circuit Court judgments declaring
the rule invalid. The judgments are on
appeal. The rule is hereby ratified, but it
shall take effect only 1f the judgments are
reversed and any applicable period for
further appeal of those judgments has

expired.

Section 6. Repeal.

MCC 6.31.053 and 6.31.054 are repealed.

Section 7. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.060 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.060 RECOMMENDATION [ADOPTION] OF
RULES.

(A) The director may recommend to the
policy board and the policy board may
recommend to the Board of County
Commissioners the adoption, amendment, or
repeal of administrative rules deemed
necessary to constitute an ambulance plan
and to achieve the purposes of this
chapter. [Such rules shall be adopted by
the policy board in accordance with
MCC 6.31.062 to 6.31.069 and shall
establish.] The rules shall include, but
not be limited to:

(1) Minimum ambulance and
equipment standards;

(2) Minimum levels of training,
including continuing education and training
for EMTs employed by licensees, consistent
with the various functions performed by such
EMTs,

(3) Procedures and pre-hospital

treatment protocols for the various types of
emergencies to which licensees respond;




(4) Procedures for monitoring
performance of EMTs and response times of
licensees; including procedures for
submission by licensees of regular reports
concerning prehospital care of patients;

(5) Procedures for submission and
review of citizen complaints concerning
pre-hospital patient care provided by
licensees;

(6) Standards for designation of
one or more medical resource hospitals and
designation of such hospital(s) in
accordance with the standards;

(7) Rates of reimbursement for
members of the EMS Medical Advisory Board:;
and

(8) Penalties for violation of
administrative rules and procedures for
appeals from the imposition of penalties.

[(B) In promulgating these rules, the
director shall consult with the Emergency
Medical Services Advisory Council, each of
the providers of emergency medical services
in Multnomah County, the City/County Health
Officer and other appropriate persons and
agencies.]

B) [(C)] No rule relating to protocols
for pre-hospital patient care or to
equipment or drugs required to be carried on
vehicles operated by licensees shall be
adopted unless the rule is first approved in
writing by the Medical Advisory Board.

Section 8., Amendment.

MCC 6.31.062 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.062 PREREQUISITES TO [ADOPTION]
RECOMMENDATION OF RULES; EMERGENCY ADOPTION
OF TEMPORARY RULE; [APPLICATION; SUBSTANTIAL
COMPLIANCE REQUIRED].

(A) Prior to making a recommendation
on [the adoption, amendment or repeal of]
any rule, [by] the policy board, shall give




notice [of the proposed adoption, amendment
or repeal shall be given]:

(1) In the manner established by
rule which provides a reasonable opportunity
for interested persons to be notified of the
proposed action;.

(2) By publication in a daily
newspaper having general circulation in
excess of 50,000 in Multnomah County at
least 7 [15] days prior to the date of
intended action;

(3) By mail to persons who have
requested notice pursuant to subsection (E)
[(F)] of this section [to the EMS Advisory
Council] at least 7 [15] days prior to the
date of intended action.

(4) The director shall prepare and
publish or mail the above-described notices
as appropriate. Failure of any person to
receive a mailed notice shall not prevent
action by the policy board.

(B) The notice required by subsection
(A) of this section shall state the subject
matter and purpose of the intended action in
sufficient detail to inform a person that
his interests may be affected, and the time,
place and manner in which interested persons
may present their views on the intended
action, The notice and the statement
required by subsection [(G)] (F) of this
section, including the full text of any
material cited in the statement, shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director.

(C) (1) When the director proposes
action on a rule [to recommend that the
policy board adopt, amend or repeal a rule],
he shall give notice of a director's hearing
as required by subsection (C)(2) of this
section [interested persons reasonable
opportunity to submit data or views, which
may include the submission of statements
describing the financial impact of the
rule. The director shall consult with




persons directly affected by the proposed
action and each of the ambulance companies
and fire departments operating EMS vehicles
as well as an organization representing
hospitals and shall fully consider every
submission.]

(2) [Opportunity for oral hearing
shall be granted upon request received from
10 individuals or an organization having not
less than 10 employees or an association
having not less than 10 members within 15
days after the notice referred to in
subsection (A) (2) of this section. The
director or a person designated by the
policy board shall conduct the hearing in
accordance with the Attorney General's Model
Rules of Procedure, Rule 137-01-030 (Dec.
1979), and shall thereafter make available
to the policy board written minutes or other
record of the proceedings, the documentary
material received, and a report and
recommendation concerning the rule.,] Notice
of the director's hearing shall be given
five [ten] days in advance by publication in
a daily newspaper having general circulation
in excess of 50,000 in Multnomah County and
by mail to persons requesting the [hearing]
notice under MCC 6.31.062(E).

(3) Upon receipt of the director's
report and recommendation, the policy board
shall conduct a public hearing thereon and
may recommend that the Board of County
Commissioners adopt, amend or repeal the
rule., The recommendation shall be in
writing, signed by the Presiding Officer and
filed promptly with the Clerk of the Board
of County Commissioners, The record of
testimony and documents received by the
policy board shall also be filed with the
clerk, '

[(D) Upon the request of an interested
person, received within 15 days after the
policy board's notice pursuant to subsection
(A) of this section, the policy board shall
postpone the date of intended action no less
than 15 nor more than 90 days in order to
allow the requesting person an opportunity
to submit data, views or arguments




concerning the proposed action. Nothing in
this subsection shall preclude the director
from adopting a temporary rule pursuant to
subsection (E) of this section.]

[(E)] (D) Notwithstanding subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section, if
the director finds that his failure to act
promptly will result in serious prejudice to
the public interest or the interest of the
parties concerned, and sets forth in writing
the specific reason for his findings, he may
proceed upon the approval of the City/County
Health Officer to adopt, amend or suspend a
rule without notice or hearing or upon any
abbreviated notice and hearing deemed
practicable. Such rule is temporary and
shall be effective upon filing with the
Clerk of the Board pursuant to MCC 6.31.065
for a period of not longer than 15 [180]
days. The director shall also notify the
policy board of the adoption of a temporary
rule,

The subsequent adoption by the Board of
County Commissioners [policy board] of an
identical rule under subsections (A) through
(C) [(D)] of this section is not precluded;
provided, however, that if the Board of
County Commissioners finds that public
safety warrants prompt action, the rule may
be adopted without prior recommendation by
the policy board. Within 10 days following
the date of adoption of a temporary rule,
the director shall prepare the complete
statement required by subsection (F) [(G)]
of this section. The statement shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director. A rule temporarily suspended
shall gain effectiveness upon expiration of
the temporary period of suspension unless
the rule is repealed pursuant to subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section.

[(F)] (E) Any person may request in
writing that the director mail him copies of
notices of intended action [given pursuant
to subsection (A) of this section]. Upon
receipt of any request the director shall
acknowledge the request, establish a mailing




list and maintain a record of all mailings
made pursuant to the request. The director
may establish procedures for establishing
and maintaining the mailing lists current
and[, by rule,] establish fees necessary to
defray the costs of mailing and maintenance
of the lists,

[(G)] (F) The policy board shall cause
to be prepared a brief written statement of
intended action, including:

(1) The legal authority relied
upon and bearing upon the promulgation of
the rule;

{2) A statement of the need for
the rule and a statement of how the rule is
intended to meet the need; and

(3) The citation of applicable
portions of the principal documents, reports
or studies, if any, prepared by or relied
upon in considering the need for and in
preparing the rule and a statement of the
location at which those documents are
available for public inspection. The list
may be abbreviated if necessary, and if so
abbreviated there shall be identified the
location of a complete list.

[(H)] (G) This section does not apply
to rules establishing an effective date for
a previously effective rule or establishing
a period during which a provision of a
previously effective rule will apply.

(H) After a recommendation concerning
a rule is filed with the clerk, the Board of
County Commissioners shall consider the
rule. Notice of a public meeting by the
Commission to consider a rule shall be
mailed by the Clerk of the Board to persons
who have requested notice under
MCC 6.31.062(E), but the failure of a person
to receive notice shall not prevent action
on a rule. Action by the Board of
Commissioners on a rule shall be by
ordinance.




[(I) No rule is valid unless adopted
in substantial compliance with the
provisions of this section in effect on the
date the rule is adopted, provided that the
policy board may correct a failure to
substantially comply with the requirements
of subsections (B) and (E) of this section
in adoption of a rule by an amended filing,
so0 long as the noncompliance did not
substantially prejudice the interests of
persons to be affected by the rule.]

[(J)] (I) Unless otherwise provided by
law, the adoption, amendment or repeal of a
rule need not be based upon or supported by
an evidentiary record.

Section 9, Amendment.

MCC 6.31.180 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.180 APPEALS AND HEARINGS; REVIEW.

(A) A person receiving a notice from the
director of a denial, refusal to renew, suspension,
revocation or violation as provided in this chapter
may request a hearing by an appeals hearing officer by
filing a written request with the director within 60
days of receipt of the notice, setting forth reasons
for the hearing and the issues to be heard. The
director shall [may] prescribe forms for the filing of
an appeal.

(B) Filing of a hearing request shall abate any
further proceeding by the director, provided, however,
that in any case where the director, with the approval
of the City/County Health Officer, finds a serious
danger to the public health or safety and sets forth
specific reasons for such findings, the director may
suspend or refuse to renew a license without hearing,
but if the licensee demands a hearing within 90 days
after the date of notice to the licensee of such
suspension or refusal to renew, then a hearing must be
granted to the licensee as soon as practicable after
such demand, and the Board of County Commissioners
[policy board] shall issue an order pursuant to such
hearing confirming, altering, or revoking the
director's earlier order. Such a hearing need not be
held where the order of suspension or refusal to renew
is accompanied by or is pursuant to, a citation for
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violation which is subject to judicial determination
by any court of this state, and the order by its terms
will terminate in case of final judgment in favor of
the licensee.

(C) The director shall, upon receipt of a timely
request for hearing, promptly notify the appeals
hearings officer, and said officer shall, within five
business days, set a time and place for hearing, which
shall be not more than 30 days from the date of
receipt of request for hearing.

(D) The hearings officer shall notify the
parties of the date, time and place of a hearing. The
contents of the notice shall conform to MCC 6.31.140.

(E) The hearing shall be conducted by the
hearings officer in accordance with the most recently

ublished Attorney General's Model Rules of
Procedure[, Rule 137-03-030 through 137-03-050 (Dec.
1979) 1.

(F) Disclosure of ex parte communications shall
be made by the hearings officer [and policy board] in
accordance with the most recently published Attorney
General's Model Rules of Procedure[, Rules 137-03-062
through 137-03-064 (Dec. 1979)].

(G) The hearings officer shall issue a proposed
final order as soon as is practicable after the
termination of the hearing and shall mail a copy of
the proposed order to the policy board and the
parties. A proposed final order shall conform to the
most recently published Attorney General's Model Rules
of Procedure|, Rule 137-03-07 (Dec. 1979)].

(H) The Clerk of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board] shall notify the parties
of the date when written exceptions to the proposed
order must be filed when oral argument may be made [to

the policy board].

(1) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall consider the recommendation of the
hearings officer, the entire record of the proceeding,
oral argument, and the written exceptions filed by the
parties and shall thereafter issue a final order in
conformance with the most recently published Attorney

General's Model Rules of Procedure|, Rule 137-03-07
(pec. 1979)].
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(J) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may accept the proposed final order, modify it
or reject it and prepare, or cause a person designated
by it to prepare a final order. Final orders shall be
properly signed by the presiding officer [of the
policy board], filed with the Clerk of the Board, and
mailed to the parties,

Section 10, Amendment.

MCC 6.31.182 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.182 ORDER WHEN NO HEARING REQUESTED OR ON
FAILURE TO APPEAL.

(A) Wwhen a party has been given an opportunity
and fails to request a hearing within the time limit
allowed hereunder or, having requested a hearing fails
to appear, the Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall cause to be entered an order which
supports the intended action.

{B) The order supporting the action shall set
forth the material on which the action is based or the
material shall be attached to and made part of the
order.

Section 11. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.184 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.184 RECONSIDERATION; JUDICIAL REVIEW.

(A) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may reconsider a final order upon the filing of
a petition for reconsideration within 15 days after
issuance of the order. 1If no action is taken [by the
policy board] within 15 days after the petition is
filed, the petition shall be deemed denied. If the
petition is allowed by vote of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board], a hearing on the
reconsideration shall be held and an amended order
shall be issued. Only those [policy board] members
of the Board of County Commissioners who voted in the
original hearing on the appeal may vote on whether to
allow a petition for reconsideration.

(B) Review of the action concerning an appeal
[of the EMS policy board] shall be taken solely and
exclusively by writ of review in the manner set forth
in ORS 34.010 to 34.100.

- 12 -




Section 12, Adoption,

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, shall take
effect on the thirtieth (30th) day after its adoption, pursuant
to Section 5.50 of the Charter of Multnomah County.

ADOPTED this day of , 1988, being the date
of its reading before the Board of County Commissioners

of Multnomah County.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Gladys McCoy
Multnomah County Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

e sz

urence Kressel
ounty Counsel

27C/dm

022288:7:1
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Section 12. Adoption,.

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, an emergency
is declared and the Ordinance shall take effect upon its
execution by the County Chair, pursuant to Section 5.50 of the
Charter of Multnomah County. ,

ADOPTED this day of ; 1988, being the date
of its reading before the Board of County Commissioners
of Multnomah County.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Gladys McCoy
Multnomah County Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

e |

alrence Kressel
ounty Counsel

827C/dm
022288:7:2
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3/31/8¢

y y
(Underlined sections are new or replacements; [bracketed]
sections are deleted.)

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH
ORDINANCE NO.
An Ordinance amending MCC Chapter 6.31 by maki;“ the EMS Policy
Board advisory to the Board of County Commissifoners, and
ratifying rules adopted by the EMS Policy Bofrd and declaring an
emergency.

Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Findings,

1. Ordinance No. 229 (MCC Chqwfer 6.31) created the EMS
Policy Board (EMSPB) and authorized it to adopt an ambulance
plan and administrative rules anw’to hear appeals in matters

concernlng licensees.

2. In December 1986, thé EMSPB directed its staff to
prepare a plan establishing & single ambulance service area in
Multnomah County to be seryed by a single provider. However, in
December 1987, the Circuif Court ruled that the delegation of
authority to the EMSPB tg@ adopt a single ambulance service plan
violated the Home Rule fharter,

3. The Circuit Lourt ruling is on appeal. However, in
response to the portfion of the ruling concerning the Home Rule
Charter, the Board/deems it advisable to revise the code to make
the EMSPB advisory to the Board and to ratify the rules
previously adopted by the EMSPB, This ordinance carries out
these objectivey

Section 2, Amendment.

MCC 6.3}ﬂ035 is amended to read:

7
J/ 6.31.035 POLICY BOARD CREATED.

/ (A) There is hereby created an EMS Policy Board
which shall consist of one representative from the

// county, one representative from the City of Portland,

/ and one representative from among the other

/ incorporated cities of the county which agree to
enforcement of this chapter under MCC 6,31,200;
provided however, that until such representative is




duly chosen, a person appointed by the policy board
shall serve as the third member of the policy board.

(B) The representative from the County shall be a
County Commissioner selected pursuant to the Home Rule
Charter [the County Executive]. The representative
from the City of Portland shall be the Commissioner in
charge of emergency medical services. The
representative from the other incorporated cities shall
be appointed to two year terms by vote of the mayors of
the participating cities. The initial representative
shall be determined by vote taken prior to October 1,
1980. The initial term shall run from October 1, 1980
to January 1, 1983, 1In the event that only one city
has agreed to participate by October 1, 1980, the mayor
of that city shall serve a two year term as the initial
third member of the policy board.

{C) Upon the expiration of a term of a member of
the policy board that member shall continue to serve
until a new member is chosen.

(D) The members of the policy board shall serve
without compensation.

Section 3. Amendment,

MCC 6,31.037 is amended to read:

6.31.037 POWERS AND DUTIES., The EMS
Policy Board shall have the following powers
and duties:

(a) [Oversee] Advise the Board of
County Commissioners concerning the
operation of the licensing and regulatory
system adopted under this chapter;

(B) Recommend to the City/County Health
Officer, the hiring and firing of a Director
and such other persons as are necessary to
carry out this chapter;

(C) Report annually to the Board of
County Commissioners and City Council
concerning the operation of this chapter and
recommend changes as considered necessary;

(D) [Take] Recommend action by the
Board of Commissioners on rules proposed
under this chapter;




[(E) Hear and determine appeals of
denial or revocation of licenses by the
Director;]

(E) [(F)] [Adopt] Recommend action by
the Board of County Commissioners on an
ambulance plan under ORS [485.573]
823.180(1) relating to the need for, and
coordination of, ambulance service. [The
Board shall establish ambulance service
areas consistent with the plan for the
efficient and effective provision of
ambulance service and the Board shall adopt
rules requiring persons to conform to the
ambulance plan and ambulance service areas.
The plan and service areas shall be adopted
under the rulemaking provisions of this
chapter; and] The plan shall comply with the
rules and regulations of the State Health
Division and ORS 823,180,

[(G) Exercise such other powers and
perform such other duties as may be
necessary to achieve the purposes of this
chapter stated in MCC 6.31.015.]

Section 4. Amendment,

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:

6.31.038 Plan Adoption by Board of County
Commissioners

A. The Board of County Commissioners
shall adopt and may amend an ambulance plan
as defined by ORS 823.180 and rules of the
State Health Division. The Board shall
request a recommendation from the EMS Policy
Board prior to adopting or amending such a
plan or portion thereof. 1In the event no
recommendation is submitted to the Board of
County Commissioners within 45 days after a
request, the Board may take final action,.
Plan adoption, amendment or repeal shall be
by ordinance,

Section 5. Amendment.

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:




6.31.039 Ratification of Rules Previously
Adopted by Policy Board

The rules adopted by the EMS Policy
Board prior to [INSERT DATE OF ADOPTION OF
THIS ORDINANCE] are hereby ratified. EMS
Rule 631-080 (single ambulance area) is
subject to Circuit Court judgments declaring
the rule invalid. The judgments are on
appeal. The rule is hereby ratified, but it
shall take effect only if the judgments are
reversed and any applicable period for
further appeal of those judgments has
expired,

Section 6. Repeal.

MCC 6.31.053 and 6.31.054 are repealed.

Section 7. Amendment,

MCC 6.31.060 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.060 RECOMMENDATION [ADOPTION] OF
RULES,

{A) The director may recommend to the
policy board and the policy board may
recommend to the Board of County
Commissioners the adoption, amendment, or
repeal of administrative rules deemed
necessary to constitute an ambulance plan
and to achieve the purposes of this
chapter. [Such rules shall be adopted by
the policy board in accordance with
MCC 6.31.062 to 6.31.069 and shall
establish.] The rules shall include, but
not be limited to:

(1) Minimum ambulance and
equipment standards;

{2) Minimum levels of training,
including continuing education and training
for EMTs employed by licensees, consistent
with the various functions performed by such
EMTs,

(3) Procedures and pre-hospital
treatment protocols for the various types of
emergencies to which licensees respond:




(4) Procedures for monitoring
performance of EMTs and response times of
licensees; including procedures for
submission by licensees of regular reports
concerning prehospital care of patients;

(5) Procedures for submission and
review of citizen complaints concerning
pre-hospital patient care provided by
licensees;

(6) Standards for designation of
one or more medical resource hospitals and
designation of such hospital(s) in
accordance with the standards;

(7) Rates of reimbursement for
members of the EMS Medical Advisory Board;
and

(8) Penalties for violation of
administrative rules and procedures for
appeals from the imposition of penalties.

[(B) In promulgating these rules, the
director shall consult with the Emergency
Medical Services Advisory Council, each of
the providers of emergency medical services
in Multnomah County, the City/County Health
Officer and other appropriate persons and
agencies, ]

(B) [(C)] No rule relating to protocols
for pre-hospital patient care or to
equipment or drugs regquired to be carried on
vehicles operated by licensees shall be
adopted unless the rule is first approved in

writing by the Medical Advisory Board.

Section 8., Amendment.

MCC 6.31.062 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.062 PREREQUISITES TO [ADOPTION]
RECOMMENDATION OF RULES; EMERGENCY ADOPTION
OF TEMPORARY RULE; [APPLICATION; SUBSTANTIAL
COMPLIANCE REQUIRED].

(A) Prior to making a recommendation
on [the adoption, amendment or repeal of]
any rule, [by] the policy board, shall give




notice [of the proposed adoption, amendment
or repeal shall be given]:

(1) In the manner established by
rule which provides a reasonable opportunity
for interested persons to be notified of the
proposed action:

(2) By publication in a newspaper
of general circulation in Multnomah County
at least 10 [15] days prior to the date of
intended action:

{(3) By mail to persons who have
requested notice pursuant to subsection (E)
[(F)] of this section [to the EMS Advisory
Council] at least 10 [15] days prior to the
date of intended action.

(4) The director shall prepare and
publish or mail the above-described notices
as appropriate. Failure of any person to
receive a mailed notice shall not prevent
action by the policy board.

(B) The notice required by subsection
(A) of this section shall state the subject
matter and purpose of the intended action in
sufficient detail to inform a person that
his interests may be affected, and the time,
place and manner in which interested persons
may present their views on the intended
action. The notice and the statement
required by subsection [(G)] (F) of this
gection, including the full text of any
material cited in the statement, shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director.

(C) (1) When the director proposes
action on a rule [to recommend that the
policy board adopt, amend or repeal a rule]l,
he shall give notice of a director's hearing
as required by subsection (C)(2) of this
section. [and give interested persons
reasonable opportunity to submit data or
views, which may include the submission of
statements describing the financial impact
of the rule. The director shall consult




with persons directly affected by the
proposed action and each of the ambulance
companies and fire departments operating EMS
vehicles as well as an organization
representing hospitals and shall fully
consider every submission.]

(2) [Opportunity for oral hearing
shall be granted upon request received from
10 individuals or an organization having not
less than 10 employees or an association
having not less than 10 members within 15
days after the notice referred to in
subsection (A) (2) of this section. The
director or a person designated by the
policy board shall conduct the hearing in
accordance with the Attorney General's Model
Rules of Procedure, Rule 137-01-030 (Dec.
1979), and shall thereafter make available
to the policy board written minutes or other
record of the proceedings, the documentary
material received, and a report and
recommendation concerning the rule.,] Notice
of the director's hearing shall be given ten
days in advance by publication in a daily
newspaper having general circulation in
excess of 50,000 in Multnomah County and by
mail to persons requesting the [hearing]
notice under MCC 6.31.062(E).

(3) Upon receipt of the director's
report and recommendation, the policy board
shall conduct a public hearing thereon and
may recommend that the Board of County
Commissioners adopt, amend or repeal the
rule. The recommendation shall be in
writing, signed by the Presiding Officer and
filed promptly with the Clerk of the Board
of County Commissioners, The record of
testimony and documents received by the
policy board shall also be filed with the
clerk,

[(D) Upon the request of an interested
person, received within 15 days after the
policy board's notice pursuant to subsection
(A) of this section, the policy board shall
postpone the date of intended action no less
than 15 nor more than 90 days in order to
allow the redquesting person an opportunity
to submit data, views or arguments




concerning the proposed action. Nothing in
this subsection shall preclude the director
from adopting a temporary rule pursuant to
subsection (E) of this section.]

[(E)] (D) Notwithstanding subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section, if
the director finds that his failure to act
promptly will result in serious prejudice to
the public interest or the interest of the
parties concerned, and sets forth in writing
the specific reason for his findings, he may
proceed upon the approval of the City/County
Health Officer to adopt, amend or suspend a
rule without notice or hearing or upon any
abbreviated notice and hearing deemed
practicable. Such rule is temporary and
shall be effective upon filing with the
Clerk of the Board pursuant to MCC 6.31.065
for a period of not longer than 15 [180]
days. The director shall also notify the
policy board of the adoption of a temporary
rule,

The subsequent adoption by the Board of
County Commissioners [policy board] of an
identical rule under subsections (A) through
(C) [(D)] of this section is not precluded;
provided, however, that if the Board of
County Commissioners finds that public
safety warrants prompt action, the rule may
be adopted without prior recommendation by
the policy board. Within 10 days following
the date of adoption of a temporary rule,
the director shall prepare the complete
statement required by subsection (F) [(G)]
of this section. The statement shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director. A rule temporarily suspended
shall gain effectiveness upon expiration of
the temporary period of suspension unless
the rule is repealed pursuant to subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section.

[(F)] (E) Any person may request in
writing that the director mail him copies of
notices of intended action [given pursuant
to subsection (A) of this section]. Upon
receipt of any request the director shall
acknowledge the request, establish a mailing




list and maintain a record of all mailings
made pursuant to the request. The director
may establish procedures for establishing
and maintaining the mailing lists current
and[, by rule,] establish fees necessary to
defray the costs of mailing and maintenance
of the lists.

[(G)] (F) The policy board shall cause
to be prepared a brief written statement of
intended action, including:

(1) The legal authority relied
upon and bearing upon the promulgation of
the rule;

{(2) A statement of the need for
the rule and a statement of how the rule is
intended to meet the need; and

(3) The citation of applicable
portions of the principal documents, reports
or studies, if any, prepared by or relied
upon in considering the need for and in
preparing the rule and a statement of the
location at which those documents are
available for public inspection. The list
may be abbreviated if necessary, and if so
abbreviated there shall be identified the
location of a complete 1list.

[(H)] (G) This section does not apply
to rules establishing an effective date for
a previously effective rule or establishing
a period during which a provision of a
previously effective rule will apply.

(H) After a recommendation concerning
a rule is filed with the clerk, the Board of
County Commissioners shall consider the
rule. ©Notice of a public meeting by the
Commission to consider a rule shall be
mailed by the Clerk of the Board to persons
who have requested notice under
MCC 6.31.062(E), but the failure of a person
to receive notice shall not prevent action
on a rule, Action by the Board of
Commissioners on a rule shall be by
ordinance,




[{I) No rule is valid unless adopted
in substantial compliance with the
provisions of this section in effect on the
date the rule is adopted, provided that the
policy board may correct a failure to
substantially comply with the requirements
of subsections (B) and (E) of this section
in adoption of a rule by an amended filing,
so long as the noncompliance did not
gubstantially prejudice the interests of
persons to be affected by the rule.]

[(J)] (I) Unless otherwise provided by
law, the adoption, amendment or repeal of a
rule need not be based upon or supported by
an evidentiary record,

Section 9. Amendment,

MCC 6.31.180 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.180 APPEALS AND HEARINGS: REVIEW.

(A) A person receiving a notice from the
director of a denial, refusal to renew, suspension,
revocation or violation as provided in this chapter
may request a hearing by an appeals hearing officer by
filing a written request with the director within 60
days of receipt of the notice, setting forth reasons
for the hearing and the issues to be heard. The
director shall [may] prescribe forms for the filing of
an appeal.

(B) Filing of a hearing regquest shall abate any
further proceeding by the director, provided, however,
that in any case where the director, with the approval
of the City/County Health Officer, finds a serious
danger to the public health or safety and sets forth
specific reasons for such findings, the director may
suspend or refuse to renew a license without hearing,
but if the licensee demands a hearing within 90 days
after the date of notice to the licensee of such
suspension or refusal to renew, then a hearing must be
granted to the licensee as soon as practicable after
such demand, and the Board of County Commissioners
[policy board] shall issue an order pursuant to such
hearing confirming, altering, or revoking the
director's earlier order. Such a hearing need not be
held where the order of suspension or refusal to renew
is accompanied by or is pursuant to, a citation for
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violation which is subject to judicial determination
by any court of this state, and the order by its terms
will terminate in case of final Jjudgment in favor of
the licensee,

(C) The director shall, upon receipt of a timely
request for hearing, promptly notify the appeals
hearings officer, and said officer shall, within five
business days, set a time and place for hearing, which
shall be not more than 30 days from the date of
receipt of request for hearing.

(D) The hearings officer shall notify the
parties of the date, time and place of a hearing. The
contents of the notice shall conform to MCC 6.31.140,

(E) The hearing shall be conducted by the
hearings officer in accordance with the most recently
published Attorney General's Model Rules of
Procedure[, Rule 137-03-030 through 137-03-050 (Dec.
1979)1.

(F) Disclosure of ex parte communications shall
be made by the hearings officer [and policy board] in
accordance with the most recently published Attorney
General's Model Rules of Procedure[, Rules 137-03-062
through 137-03-064 (Dec. 1979)1.

(G) The hearings officer shall issue a proposed
final order as soon as is practicable after the
termination of the hearing and shall mail a copy of
the proposed order to the policy board and the
parties, A proposed final order shall conform to the
most recently published Attorney General's Model Rules
of Procedurel, Rule 137-03-07 (bec, 1979)].

(H) The Clerk of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board] shall notify the parties
of the date when written exceptions to the proposed
order must be filed when oral argument may be made [to
the policy board].

(I) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall consider the recommendation of the
hearings officer, the entire record of the proceeding,
oral argument, and the written exceptions filed by the
parties and shall thereafter issue a final order in
conformance with the most recently published Attorney

General's Model Rules of Procedure[, Rule 137-03-07
(Dec. 1979)1.
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(J) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may accept the proposed final order, modify it
or reject it and prepare, or cause a person designated
by it to prepare a final order. Final orders shall be
properly signed by the presiding officer [of the
policy board], filed with the Clerk of the Board, and
mailed to the parties.

Section 10, Amendment.

MCC 6.31.182 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.182 ORDER WHEN NO HEARING REQUESTED OR ON
FAILURE TO APPEAL,

(A) When a party has been given an opportunity
and fails to request a hearing within the time 1limit
allowed hereunder or, having requested a hearing fails
to appear, the Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall cause to be entered an order which
supports the intended action.

{(B) The order supporting the action shall set
forth the material on which the action is based or the
material shall be attached to and made part of the
order.

Section 11, Amendment.

MCC 6.31.184 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.184 RECONSIDERATION; JUDICIAL REVIEW.

(A) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may reconsider a final order upon the filing of
a petition for reconsideration within 15 days after
issuance of the order. 1If no action is taken [by the
policy board] within 15 days after the petition is
filed, the petition shall be deemed denied. If the
petition is allowed by vote of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board], a hearing on the
reconsideration shall be held and an amended order
shall be issued. Only those [policy board] members
of the Board of County Commissioners who voted in the
original hearing on the appeal may vote on whether to
allow a petition for reconsideration.

(B) Review of the action concerning an appeal
[of the EMS policy board] shall be taken solely ang
exclusively by writ of review in the manner set forth
in ORS 34.010 to 34.100.
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Section 12. Adoption.

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, an emergency
is declared and the Ordinance shall take effect upon its
execution by the County Chair, pursuant to Section 5.50 of the
Charter of Multnomah County.

ADOPTED this day of r 1988, being the date
of its reading before the Board of County Commissioners
of Multnomah County.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOM%H COUNTY, OREGON

MMW o
. Mi}% W
, BY ) .
£Fladys ng ,ﬁ
Multnoma aqu::f Chalfwz
APPROVED AS TO FORM: \

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL . ) T
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON e
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(Underlined sections are new or replacements; [bracketed]
sections are deleted.)

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH
ORDINANCE NO. 573
An Ordinance amending MCC Chapter 6.31 by making the EMS Policy
Board advisory to the Board of County Commissioners, and
ratifying rules adopted by the EMS Policy Board and declaring an
emergency.

Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Findings.

1. Ordinance No. 229 (MCC Chapt&r 6.31) created the EMS
Policy Board (EMSPB) and authorized it to adopt an ambulance
plan and administrative rules and to hear appeals in matters
concerning licensees.

2. In December 1986, the EMSPB directed its staff to
- prepare a plan establishing a single ambulance service area in
Multnomah County to be served by a single provider. However, in
December 1987, the Circuit Court ruled that the delegation of
authority to the EMSPB to adopt a single ambulance service plan
violated the Home Rule Charter,

3. The Circuit Court ruling is on appeal. However, in
response to the portion of the ruling concerning the Home Rule
Charter, the Board deems it advisable to revise the code to make
the EMSPB advisory to the Board and to ratify the rules
previously adopted by the EMSPB. This ordinance carries out
these objectives.

Section 2. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.035 is amended to read:
6.31.035 POLICY BOARD CREATED.

(A) There is hereby created an EMS Policy Board
which shall consist of one representative from the
county, one representative from the City of Portland,
and one representative from among the other
incorporated cities of the county which agree to
enforcement of this chapter under MCC 6.31.200;
provided however, that until such representative is




duly chosen, a person appointed by the policy board
shall serve as the third member of the policy board.

(B) The representative from the County shall be a
County Commissioner selected pursuant to the Home Rule
Charter [the County Executive]. The representative
from the City of Portland shall be the Commissioner in
charge of emergency medical services. The
representative from the other incorporated cities shall
be appointed to two year terms by vote of the mayors of
the participating cities. The initial representative
shall be determined by vote taken prior to October 1,
1980. The initial term shall run from October 1, 1980
to January 1, 1983. 1In the event that only one city
has agreed to participate by October 1, 1980, the mayor
of that city shall serve a two yvear term as the initial
third member of the policy board.

(C) Upon the expiration of a term of a member of
the policy board that member shall continue to serve
until a new member is choseni’

(D) The members of the policy board shall serve
without compensation.

Section 3. Amendment,

MCC 6.31.037 is amended to read:

6.31.037 POWERS AND DUTIES. The EMS
Policy Board shall have the following powers
and duties:

(A) [Oversee] Advise the Board of
County Commissioners concerning the
operation of the licensing and regulatory
system adopted under this chapter;

(B) Recommend to the City/County Health
Officer, the hiring and firing of a Director
and such other persons as are necessary to
carry out this chapter;

(C) Report annually to the Board of
County Commissioners and City Council
concerning the operation of this chapter and
recommend changes as considered necessary;

(D) [Take] Recommend action by the
Board of Commissioners on rules proposed
under this chapter;




[(E) Hear and determine appeals of
denial or revocation of licenses by the
Director;]

(E) [(F)] [Adopt] Recommend action by
the Board of County Commissioners on an
ambulance plan under ORS [485.573]
823.180(1) relating to the need for, and
coordination of, ambulance service. [The
Board shall establish ambulance service
areas consistent with the plan for the
efficient and effective provision of
ambulance service and the Board shall adopt
rules requiring persons to conform to the
ambulance plan and ambulance service areas.
The plan and service areas shall be adopted
under the rulemaking provisions of this
chapter; and] The plan shall comply with the
rules and regulations of the State Health
Division and state law.

o,

[(G) Exercise such other powers and
perform such other duties as may be
necessary to achieve the purposes of this
chapter stated in MCC 6.31.015.]

- Section 4. Amendment.

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:

6.31.038 Plan Adoption by Board of County
Commissioners

A. The Board of County Commissioners
shall adopt and may amend an ambulance plan
as defined by ORS 823.180 and rules of the
State Health Division. The Board shall
request a recommendation from the EMS Policy
Board prior to adopting or amending such a
plan or portion thereof. 1In the event no
recommendation is submitted to the Board of
County Commissioners within 45 days after a
request, the Board may take final action.
Plan adoption, amendment or repeal shall be
by ordinance.

Section 5. Amendment,

The following section shall be added to MCC Chapter 6.31:




6.31.039 Ratification of Rules Previously
Adopted by Policy Board

The rules adopted by the EMS Policy
Board prior to March 31, 1988 are hereby
ratified. EMS Rule 631-080 (single
ambulance area) is subject to Circuit Court
judgments declaring the rule invalid. The
judgments are on appeal. The rule is hereby
ratified, but it shall take effect only if
the judgments are reversed and any
applicable period for further appeal of
those judgments has expired.

Section 6. Repeal,

MCC 6.31.053 and 6.31.054 are repealed.

Section 7. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.060 is amended to read-lad follows:

6.31.060 RECOMMENDATION [ADOPTION] OF
RULES.

(A) The director may recommend to the
- policy board and the policy board may
recommend to the Board of County
Commissioners the adoption, amendment, or
repeal of administrative rules deemed
necessary to constitute an ambulance plan
and to achieve the purposes of this
chapter. [Such rules shall be adopted by
the policy board in accordance with
MCC 6.31.062 to 6.31.069 and shall
establish.] The rules shall include, but
not be limited to:

(1) Minimum ambulance and
equipment standards;

(2) Minimum levels of training,
including continuing education and training
for EMTs employed by licensees, consistent
with the various functions performed by such
EMTs,

{(3) Procedures and pre-~hospital
treatment protocols for the various types of
emergencies to which licensees respond;




(4) Procedures for monitoring
performance of EMTs and response times of
licensees; including procedures for
submission by licensees of regular reports
concerning prehospital care of patients;

(5) Procedures for submission and
review of citizen complaints concerning
pre-hospital patient care provided by
licensees;

(6) Standards for designation of
one or more medical resource hospitals and
designation of such hospital{(s) in
accordance with the standards;

{7) Rates of reimbursement for
members of the EMS Medical Advisory Board;
and

(8) Penalties for violation of
administrative rules and procedures for
appeals from the imposition of penalties.

[(B) In promulgating these rules, the
director shall consult with the Emergency
Medical Services Advisory Council, each of
the providers of emergency medical services
in Multnomah County, the City/County Health
Officer and other appropriate persons and
agencies.]

B) [(C)] No rule relating to protocols
for pre-hospital patient care or to
equipment or drugs required to be carried on
vehicles operated by licensees shall be
adopted unless the rule is first approved in

writing by the Medical Advisory Board.

Section 8. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.062 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.062 PREREQUISITES TO [ADOPTION]
RECOMMENDATION OF RULES; EMERGENCY ADOPTION
OF TEMPORARY RULE; [APPLICATION; SUBSTANTIAL
COMPLIANCE REQUIRED].

(A) Prior to making a recommendation
on [the adoption, amendment or repeal of]
any rule, [by] the policy board, shall give




notice [of the proposed adoption, amendment
or repeal shall be given]:

(1) In the manner established by
rule which provides a reasonable opportunity
for interested persons to be notified of the
proposed action;

(2) By publication in a newspaper
of general circulation in Multnomah County
at least 10 [15] days prior to the date of
intended action;

(3) By mail to persons who have
requested notice pursuant to subsection (E)
[(F)] of this section [to the EMS Advisory
Council] at least 10 [15] days prior to the
date of intended action,

(4) The director shall prepare and
publish or mail the above-destribed notices
as appropriate. Failure of any person to
receive a mailed notice shall not prevent
action by the policy board.

(B) The notice required by subsection
(A) of this section shall state the subject
matter and purpose of the intended action in
sufficient detail to inform a person that
his interests may be affected, and the time,
place and manner in which interested persons
may present their views on the intended
action, The notice and the statement
required by subsection [(G)] (F) of this
section, including the full text of any
material cited in the statement, shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director.

(C) (1) When the director proposes
action on a rule [to recommend that the
policy board adopt, amend or repeal a rule],
he shall give notice of a director's hearing
as required by subsection (C)(2) of this
section. [and give interested persons
reasonable opportunity to submit data or
views, which may include the submission of
statements describing the financial impact
of the rule, The director shall consult

|
|
|
i
!
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.




with persons directly affected by the
proposed action and each of the ambulance
companies and fire departments operating EMS
vehicles as well as an organization
representing hospitals and shall fully
consider every submission.]

(2) [Opportunity for oral hearing
shall be granted upon request received from
10 individuals or an organization having not
less than 10 employees or an association
having not less than 10 members within 15
days after the notice referred to in
subsection (A) (2) of this section. The
director or a person designated by the
policy board shall conduct the hearing in
accordance with the Attorney General's Model
Rules of Procedure, Rule 137-01-030 (Dec.
1979), and shall thereafter make available
to the policy board written minutes or other
record of the proceedings, thé documentary
material received, and a report and
recommendation concerning the rule.] Notice
of the director's hearing shall be given ten
days in advance by publication in a daily
newspaper having general circulation in
excess of 50,000 in Multnomah County and by
mail to persons requesting the [hearing]
notice under MCC 6.31.062(E).

(3) Upon receipt of the director's

report and recommendation, the policy board
shall conduct a public hearing thereon and
may recommend that the Board of County
Commissioners adopt, amend or repeal the
rule. The hearing shall include the
opportunity for interested persons to
present testimony and data. The
recommendation shall be in writing, signed
by the Presiding Officer and filed promptly
with the Clerk of the Board of County
Commissioners. The record of testimony and
documents received by the policy board shall

also be filed with the clerk.

[(D) Upon the request of an interested
person, received within 15 days after the
policy board's notice pursuant to subsection
(A) of this section, the policy board shall
postpone the date of intended action no less
than 15 nor more than 90 days in order to
allow the requesting person an opportunity
to submit data, views or arguments
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concerning the proposed action. Nothing in
this subsection shall preclude the director
from adopting a temporary rule pursuant to
subsection (E) of this section.]

[(E)] (D) Notwithstanding subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section, if
the director finds that his failure to act
promptly will result in serious prejudice to
the public interest or the interest of the
parties concerned, and sets forth in writing
the specific reason for his findings, he may
proceed upon the approval of the City/County
Health Officer to adopt, amend or suspend a
rule without notice or hearing or upon any
abbreviated notice and hearing deemed
practicable. Such rule is temporary and
shall be effective upon filing with the
Clerk of the Board pursuant to MCC 6.31.065
for a period of not longer than 15 [180]
days. The director shall aléd notify the
policy board of the adoption of a temporary
rule,

The subsequent adoption by the Board of
County Commissioners [policy board] of an
identical rule under subsections (A) through
(C) [(D)] of this section is not precluded;
provided, however, that if the Board of
County Commissioners finds that public
safety warrants prompt action, the rule may
be adopted without prior recommendation by
the policy board. Within 10 days following
the date of adoption of a temporary rule,
the director shall prepare the complete
statement required by subsection (F) [(G)]
of this section. The statement shall be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours at the main office of
the director., A rule temporarily suspended
shall gain effectiveness upon expiration of
the temporary period of suspension unless
the rule is repealed pursuant to subsections
(A) through (C) [(D)] of this section.

[(F)] (E) Any person may request in
writing that the director mail him copies of
notices of intended action [given pursuant
to subsection (A) of this section]. Upon
receipt of any request the director shall
acknowledge the request, establish a mailing




list and maintain a record of all mailings
made pursuant to the request. The director
may establish procedures for establishing
and maintaining the mailing lists current
and[, by rule,] establish fees necessary to
defray the costs of mailing and maintenance
of the lists,

[(G)] (F) The policy board shall cause
to be prepared a brief written statement of
intended action, including:

(1) The legal authority relied
upon and bearing upon the promulgation of
the rule;

(2) A statement of the need for
the rule and a statement of how the rule is
intended to meet the need; and

(3) The citation of applicable
portions of the principal documents, reports
or studies, if any, prepared by or relied
upon in considering the need for and in
preparing the rule and a statement of the
location at which those documents are
available for public inspection. The list
may be abbreviated if necessary, and if so
abbreviated there shall be identified the
location of a complete list.

[(H)] (G) This section does not apply
to rules establishing an effective date for
a previously effective rule or establishing
a period during which a provision of a

previously effective rule will apply.

(H) After a recommendation concerning
a rule is filed with the clerk, the Board of

County Commissioners shall consider the
rule. Notice of a public meeting by the
Commission to consider a rule shall be
mailed by the Clerk of the Board to persons
who have requested notice under

MCC 6.31.062(E), but the failure of a person
to receive notice shall not prevent action
on a rule, Action by the Board of
Commissioners on a rule shall be by
ordinance,




[{(I) WNo rule is valid unless adopted
in substantial compliance with the
provisions of this section in effect on the
date the rule is adopted, provided that the
policy board may correct a failure to
substantially comply with the requirements
of subsections (B) and (E) of this section
in adoption of a rule by an amended filing,
so long as the noncompliance did not
substantially prejudice the interests of
persons to be affected by the rule.]

[(J)] (I) Unless otherwise provided by
law, the adoption, amendment or repeal of a
rule need not be based upon or supported by
an evidentiary record.

Section 9. Amendment,

MCC 6.31.180 is am%nded to read as follows:

H 13

6.31.180 APPEALS AND HEARINGS; REVIEW.

(A) A person receiving a notice from the
director of a denial, refusal to renew, suspension,
revocation or violation as provided in this chapter
may request a hearing by an appeals hearing officer by
filing a written request with the director within 60
days of receipt of the notice, setting forth reasons
for the hearing and the issues to be heard. The
director shall [may] prescribe forms for the filing of
an appeal,

(B) Filing of a hearing request shall abate any
further proceeding by the director, provided, however,
that in any case where the director, with the approval
of the City/County Health Officer, finds a serious
danger to the public health or safety and sets forth
specific reasons for such findings, the director may
suspend or refuse to renew a license without hearing,
but if the licensee demands a hearing within 90 days
after the date of notice to the licensee of such
suspension or refusal to renew, then a hearing must be
granted to the licensee as soon as practicable after
such demand, and the Board of County Commissioners
[policy board] shall issue an order pursuant to such
hearing confirming, altering, or revoking the
director's earlier order. Such a hearing need not be
held where the order of suspension or refusal to renew
is accompanied by or is pursuant to, a citation for
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violation which is subject to judicial determination
by any court of this state, and the order by its terms
will terminate in case of final judgment in favor of
the licensee,

(C) The director shall, upon receipt of a timely
request for hearing, promptly notify the appeals
hearings officer, and said officer shall, within five
business days, set a time and place for hearing, which
shall be not more than 30 days from the date of
receipt of request for hearing.

(D) The hearings officer shall notify the
parties of the date, time and place of a hearing. The
contents of the notice shall conform to MCC 6.31.140,

(E) The hearing shall be conducted by the
hearings officer in accordance with the most recently
published Attorney General's Model Rules of
Procedure[, Rule 137-03-030 through 137-03-050 (Dec.
1979)1. L

(F) Disclosure of ex parte communications shall
be made by the hearings officer [and policy board] in
accordance with the most recently published Attorney
General's Model Rules of Procedure{, Rules 137-03-062
through 137-03-064 (Dec. 1979)].

(G) The hearings officer shall issue a proposed
final order as soon as is practicable after the
termination of the hearing and shall mail a copy of
the proposed order to the policy board and the
parties. A proposed final order shall conform to the
most recently published Attorney General's Model Rules
of Procedure{, Rule 137-03-07 (Dec. 1979)1].

(H) The Clerk of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board] shall notify the parties
of the date when written exceptions to the proposed
order must be filed when oral argument may be made [to
the policy board].

(I) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall consider the recommendation of the
hearings officer, the entire record of the proceeding,
oral argument, and the written exceptions filed by the
parties and shall thereafter issue a final order in
conformance with the most recently published Attorney
General's Model Rules of Procedure[, Rule 137-03-07
(Dec. 1979)1].
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(J) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may accept the proposed final order, modify it
or reject it and prepare, or cause a person designated
by it to prepare a final order. Final orders shall be
properly signed by the presiding officer [of the
policy board], filed with the Clerk of the Board, and
mailed to the parties.

Section 10. Amendment,.

MCC 6.31.182 is amended to read as follows:

6.31.182 ORDER WHEN NO HEARING REQUESTED OR ON
FAILURE TO APPEAL.

(A) When a party has been given an opportunity
and fails to request a hearing within the time limit
allowed hereunder or, having requested a hearing fails
to appear, the Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] shall cause to be entered an order which
supports the intended actiohni?

(B) The order supporting the action shall set
forth the material on which the action is based or the
material shall be attached to and made part of the
order,

Section 11. Amendment.

MCC 6.31.184 is amended to read as follows:
6.31.184 RECONSIDERATION; JUDICIAL REVIEW.

(A) The Board of County Commissioners [policy
board] may reconsider a final order upon the filing of
a petition for reconsideration within 15 days after
issuance of the order. If no action is taken [by the
policy board] within 15 days after the petition is
filed, the petition shall be deemed denied. If the
petition is allowed by vote of the Board of County
Commissioners [policy board], a hearing on the
reconsideration shall be held and an amended order
shall be issued. Only those [policy board] members
of the Board of County Commissioners who voted in the
original hearing on the appeal may vote on whether to
allow a petition for reconsideration,

(B) Review of the action concerning an appeal
[of the EMS policy board] shall be taken solely and
exclusively by writ of review in the manner set forth
in ORS 34.010 to 34.100.

- 12 =
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Section 12. Adoption.

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and
general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, an emergency
is declared and the Ordinance shall take effect upon its
execution by the County Chair, pursuant to Section 5.50 of the
Charter of Multnomah County.

ADOPTED this 31st day of March , 1988, being the date
of its 1st reading before the Board of County Commissioners
of Multnomah County.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

(SEAL) By )%0/@")

@ladys Mc@py '
Multnomah({founty Cha

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ‘ chEE

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

o L2

alrence Kressel
ounty Counsel

By

27C/dm
032488:9:2
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UNRNANOL & CONSENT

DATE SUBMITTED 3-30-88 - T __ (For Clerk's Use)

Meeting Date 21/ 85
Agenda No. — S

REQUEST FCR PLACEMENT CN THE AGENDA

"Subject: Notice of Intent

Infcrmal Only* Formal Only 3-31-88

(Date) ' {Cate)
DEPARTMENT DHS : ) .DIVISION Health & Social Services
CCONTACT - ‘ Scott Clement i TELEPHONE 3674

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Scott Clement & Jeanhe ‘Gould

BRIEF SUMMARY Shculd include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state—-
ment of raticnale for the action requested.

Notice bf Intent to Apply for Funds from the
National Institute of Drug Abuse.

: f
SEE ATTACHED :

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEED%SD, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)
ACTICN REQUESTED:

’ o7y ;
D.’;ﬁq;&;};’w@‘im LY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL | POLICY DIRECTICN APPROVAL
ooy . ' :
INDICATES THE) ESTIVATED TIME NEEDED CN AGENDA
i PERESCID

VVVVV A

L =
TV sfBeareuncemnry

[:j General Fund

D Other

SIGHATURES:

."”"}
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY CQOMMISSICNER: /JMM &/%f‘ St
BUDGET / PERSCMMEL ’ _

/
CCUNTY CCUNSEL (Ordinarces, Resoluticns, Agreements, Contracts)

QTHER

(Purcnasirg, Facilities Management, etc.)

MOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situaticn requiring emergency acticn on baci.

(8784




AL ‘ ~ : £2310

NOTICE OF INTENT

DATE: 3/21/88
TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

DEPARTMENT AND CONTACT PERSON: Human Services - Norma Jaegar,. Social Services Division
Jeanne Gould, Health Division

GRANTOR AGENCY: National Institute of Drug Abuse
BEZGINNING DATE OF GRANT: October 1, 1988
PROJECT TITLE: AIDS Community Outreachand Counseling Demonstration Research - Phase II1

PROJECT DEZSCRIPTION/GOALS: Provide education regarding prevention of AIDS due to
needle sharing to 10,000 IV drug users or persons at high risk of using drugs. Provide
same education to 8,000 sexual partners of IV drug users. Work through community drug
abuse treatment centers, local health case providers and correctional facilities as well
as on the street outreach to locate and educate these individuals. Provide data coll-
ection, research/evaluation component to answer three questions: 1) Can a multifacited
ourteach, education and referral system reduce spread of HIV infection among IV drug users
in Multnomah county, 2) Does access into drug treatment program increase success in
changing HIV risk behaviors in IV drug users, 3) Is in-home, family centered intervention
by a Community Health Nurse more effective in changing HIV risk behaviors among IV drug users
than community based intervention by an outreach wbrker?

We would contract with the Oregon State Health Division to conduct the research component.

Direct/Indirect

FEDIZRAL SHARE § g79 g3pn/ 51,212 3
STATE SEARE § / %
LOCAL SHARE $ _160,892/ - A

TOTAL § 1,040,822/51,212 1,092,034 %

DFLAGTION OF LOCRL SEZRZ: (explain indirect costs, herd-match, in-kind,$35,000
is from existing out-reach program to social services division by State Alcohol a4dcDiug
Office. $60,892. is for HIV testing and counseling for 2,342 persons which will be
reimbursed by the State Health Divison at $26.00 per test. And 65,000 is from acupuncture
program at Hooper Detox.

PECIFY REZIPORTING AND/OR BILLING  FEQUIREMENTS OF GRANTOR AND WBO REPORTS:

S Y
FINANCE X DEPARTMINT IF DEPT. FZPORTS, INDICATZ REASORS
CGRENT DURATION AND FUTURE RATIO: (INDICATE AMOUNT OF COUNTY MATCH PIR YEAR)

One year grant with reapplication for two additonal years no match requirement.

-

ADVANCET PEZQUESTED X YIZE NO, IF KNCT INDICATE RIASON.

Term of reimbursement not specified on request for application.




PERE:QI\NVL DETAIL FULL TIME FRINGE TOTAL
~ (Use mppropriate County
“classification with yearly
costs.) . ,

s

(SEE ATTACHED)

EXPLAIN MATERIALS AND SERVICES AND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES WITH
TOTAL DOLLAR AMOUNTS

(SEE ATTACHED)

COMMENTS

GRANT ).':\AG.?.‘ - %Kt’%f%ﬂ{&%«o 5/30/(% \
N Y 4

lgnature Dave

M 3/30/8%
ignature Nare 7
N ‘%ﬁ/ 4’ 3[30/75

'BUDGET DIVISION

FINANCE DIVISION

gnature “« Date
PERSONNEL DIVISION
%ﬂ 5/50/ ¢
Slgﬁa Date !
DEPARTHMENT DIRECTOR :

DA&“&M ) E et

Signature Dzte




Personnel

Includes Fringe at 37%

Health Educators @

Community Health Nurses @
Office Assistant II's @

Human Services Specialist @
Program Development Specialist @

WO N

Community Information Assistants @
Community Information Technicians @

P

32,668.00
24,830.00
28,463.00
33,812.00
21,825.00
41,192.00
34,413.00
Total

65,335.00
148,979.00
284,631.00

84,529.00

65,476.00

41,192.00

34,413.00
724,555.00

Materials and Supplies

Professional Services: Contract to Oregon State Health Division

Space

Utilities/Parking

Telephones

25 desks/chairs/bookshelves @

Materials and Supplies

Printing and Educational Materials

Indirect 759,930 @ 7.1%
120,000 @ 0.007
879,930

Local Share
Existing Acupuncture Program

Existing Outreach Program in A & D
2,342 HIV tests @

250.00

50,378.00
834.00

51,212.00

26.00

for Research

120,000.00

20,000.00
4,000.00
3,125.00
6,250.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

51,212.00

65,000.00
35,000.00
60,892.00

160,892.00







PRESS LIST

TlpTile 7 il e et for s Edce.

THE FOLLOWING WERE CALLED THIS DATE REGARDING:

3//e¥

b) Executive 'Meeting

M@%%ﬁzz é%éw&%éf
o JE A

DATE &/3 a/,?g(
/
a) Meeting
c) Other
V(/KQIN Channel 6
Vﬁéw Channel 8
VKZTU " Channel 2
p/éPiV Channel 12
ix 1190 A.M.
/é;go 1520 A.M.
.V/I{;ZL 750 A.M.
62 A.M.

K

LK-103 FX
— KXYQ - 105 Lot s —
%REGONIAN

— GRESHAM OUTLOOK o7 s -

V@NNER

Neer—"

72
Signed ﬁ?
L/,

243-6614
226-5111
231-4260
222-9921
222-1929
656-1441
231-0750

226-5095

643-5103
226-6731
221-8566
665-2181

287-3562

Assignment Desk
Assignment Desk
Assignment Desk
News Desk

Newsroom/Message
News Desk

Newsroom/Message

News Desk

Newsroon

Harry Bodine

Dave Pinson




MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYSMCCOY @ Chair e 248-3308
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE PAULINE ANDERSON # District 1 e 248-5220
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 # 248-5219
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 CAROLINE MILLER ® District3 e 248-5217

POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 » 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN @  Clerk » 248-3277

March 31, 1988

Mr. Duane Zussy, Director
Department of Human Services
426 SW Stark

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Zussy:

Be it remembered, that at ‘a ﬁeetlng of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 31 1988, the following action was taken:

Notice of Intent to apply for Funds from the )
National Institute of Drug Abuse R-15)

Norma Jaeger, Health Services, explained this application
is for an outreach demonstration research grant for intravenous drug
users at risk of contracting and/or spreading AIDS. This is a coop-
erative effort between publlc and private agencies to reach out to
IV users and entice them into a treatment system. The State Health
Services Division will be the research component, and will subcon-
tract for behavioral technology research through Kaiser Center for
Health Research. She discussed County and State responSIbllltxes
for services under the grant.

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Kafoury, on a roll call vote, the matter was considered
by unanimous consent:

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by
Commissioner Kafoury, upon a roll call vote, unanimously

ORDERED that said Notice of Intent be approved.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

By Qﬁ’l, w//éc////?"z’(’/ﬂ.

//,Jéne McGarvid
/ Clerk of the Board
cc: Health Services

Social Services
Budget

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




