
ANNOTATED MINUTES 

Tuesday, July 31,1990- 9:30AM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

Chair Gladys McCoy convened the meeting at 9:30a.m., with Vice­
Chair Gretchen Kafoury, Commissioners Rick Bauman and Sharron Kelley 
present, and Commissioner Pauline Anderson excused 

PLANNER MARK HESS ADVISED THAT 
PLANNING STAFF REQUESTS A CONTINUANCE 
OF VARIOUS LAND USE DECISIONS DUE TO AN 
ERROR IN DISTRIBUTION OF THEIR PUBLIC 
NOTICE. UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER 
BAUMAN, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER 
KAFOURY, IT WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED 
TO CONTINUE THE LAND USE DECISIONS TO 
9:30AM, TUESDAY AUGUST 7, 1990. 

PUBLIC HEARING 

The Multnomah County Board Of Commissioners will hold a public 
hearing for the purpose of taking testimony and public input on issuance of General 
Obligation Bonds OfMultnomah County. The Bonds will finance construction of a 
new juvenile justice facility including juvenile detention, juvenile justice 
administration, district attorney and counselors offices, and courtroom space. 

JULIE McFARLANE, JUDGE LINDA BERGMAN 
AND JUDGE STEPHEN HERRELL TESTIFIED IN 
SUPPORT. SHAYLA WALDRAM TESTIFIED IN 
OPPOSITION. DAVID NEWTON, PAUL 
THALHOFER, PATRICK DONALDSON AND 
JUDGE DONALD LONDER TESTIFIED IN 
SUPPORT. FOLLOWING DISCUSSION AND UPON 
MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KAFOURY, THE 
BOARD UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED 
RESOLUTION AND ORDER 90-112 IN THE 
MATTER OF CALLING AN ELECTION TO 
AUTHORIZE MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
TO ISSUE AND SELL UP TO 23.8 MILLION 
DOLLARS ($23,800,000) IN GENERAL 
OBLIGATION BONDS TO FINANCE 
CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW JUVENILE JUSTICE 
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CENTER AND DETENTION FACILITY; 
DIRECTING THE PUBLICATION OF NOTICE OF 
ELECTION,· AND ADOPTING A BALLOT TITLE 
AND VOTERS' PAMPHLET STATEMENT. 
FOLLOWING DISCUSSION AND CONSULTATION 
WITH COUNTY COUNSEL LAURENCE KRESSEL 
AND UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER 
BAUMAN, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER 
KAFOURY, THE BOARD UNANIMOUSLY 
APPROVED RESOLUTION 90-113 IN THE MATTER 
OF CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING ON A 
PROPOSED GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND 
MEASURE ($7.8 MILLION), SETTING THE PUBLIC 
HEARING FOR 9:30 AM, TUESDAY, AUGUST 14, 
1990. 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 11:00 AM 
Mu1tnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

INFORMAL BRIEFING 

1. Update on City of Portland/Multnomah County Urban Services 
Program - Presented by Steve Bauer and Susan Schneider 

CITY OF PORTLAND PRESENTATION AND 
REQUEST THAT COUNTY PROVIDE A LETTER OR 
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF 
UNINCORPORATED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
ANNEXATIONS. CHAIR McCOY ADVISED 
MATTER WOULD BE PLACED FOR BOARD 
CONSIDERATION ON THURSDAY, AUGUST 9, 
1990. 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990- 1:30PM 
Mu1tnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

INFORMAL BRIEFINGS 

2. Informal briefing on the Charter Review Committee Report which 
contains the Committee's findings, conclusions and recommendations 
to the people of Multnomah County and the Board of County 
Commissioners. Presented by Ann Porter and Bill Rapp. 
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PRESENTATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD 
QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION CONCERNING 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SEVEN BALLOT 
MEASURES PROPOSING CHARTER 
AMENDMENTS, AND A RECOMMENDATION FOR 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A CITIZENS COMMISSION 
TO STUDY REGIONAL ISSUES. BOARD 
ACKNOWLEDGED CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS ANN PORTER, CHAIR, 
MARK JOHNSON, VICE-CHAIR, FLORENCE 
BANCROFT, LANA BUTTERFIELD, DAVID J. 
CHAMBERS, LIBERTY LANE, MONICA LITTLE, 
BRUCE McCAIN, PAUL NORR, MARCIA PRY, 
CASEY SHORT, NICHOLAS TEENY, LAVELLE 
VANDENBERG, AND STAFF WILLIAM C RAPP, 
ADMINISTRATOR AND SHIRLEY WINTER, 
SECRETARY. 

3. Report to the Board on the findings of the Edgefield Marketing Task 
Force. Presented by Paul Yarborough and members of the Task Force. 

PRESENTATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD 
QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION. DES STAFF TO 
SUBMIT TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS IN 
THE FORM OF A RESOLUTION FOR 
CONSIDERATION AT A FORMAL BOARD 
MEETING. 

4. Informal Review of Formal Agenda of August 2, 1990 

R-1 CHAIR McCOY ADVISED THAT THE 
PRESENTATION WILL BE RESCHEDULED FOR 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 16, 1990. 

R-4 STAFF REQUESTED A CONTINUANCE UNTIL 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 9, 1990. 

R-9 STAFF DIRECTED TO PROVIDE A 
MEMORANDUM TO THE BOARD ON THE 
REQUIREMENTS OF HIRING THE DISABLED. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned 

3 



Thursday, August 2, 1990 - 9:30 AM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

FORMAL MEETING 

Chair Gladys McCoy convened the meeting at 9:30 a.m., with 
Commissioners Rick Bauman and Sharron Kelley present, and Vice-Chair 
Gretchen Kafoury and Commissioner Pauline Anderson excused 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, THE 
CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS C-1) WAS 
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

C-1 In the Matter of Appointment of Maria T. Tenorio to the Children & 
Youth Services Commission 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

R-1 Public Presentation by Citizen Involvement Committee (CIC) of 
findings related to County Services, Intergovernmental Activities and 
Strategic Planning. Presented by Chuck Herndon and John Legry. 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-1 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY RESCHEDULED FOR 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 16, 1990. 

R-2 Order in the matter of designating of newspaper for publication of 
Notice of Foreclosure of Tax Liens as shown on the Multnomah 
County 1989 Foreclosure List 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, ORDER 
90-114 WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R-3 First Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE submitting 
proposed County Home Rule Charter amendments to the voters at the 
general election to be held November 6, 1990; and declaring an 
emergency 
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UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-3 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY RESCHEDULED FOR 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 9, 1990. 

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

R-4 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Establishing an Audit Committee 
and Financial Audit Policy 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-4 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY RESCHEDULED FOR 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 9, 1990. 

PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

(Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the 
Public Contract Review Board) 

R-5 In the Matter of an Exemption to Waive 10 Day Period Required for 
Receipt of Prequalification Applications for Sellwood Bridge Overlay 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
ORIJER 90-115 WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

(Recess as the Public Contract Review Board and reconvene as the 
Board of County Commissioners) 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

R-6 Resolution in the Matter of the Vacation of a Portion of NW Reeder 
Road, known as County Road No. 1888, and setting a time and date 
for a hearing 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
RESOLUTION 90-116 WAS UNANIMOUSLY 
APPROVED, SCHEDULING HEARING FOR 9:30 
AM, THURSDAY, AUGUST 30, 1990.) 
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R -7 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of 
Gresham for the installation of sanitary sewer in conjunction with the 
planned intersection improvement of 202nd and Glisan 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, R-7 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
AGING SERVICES AND JUVENILE JUSTICE DIVISION 

R -8 Resolution and Order In the Matter of Calling an Election to Authorize 
Multnomah County, Oregon to Issue and Sell up to 23.8 Million 
Dollars ($23,800,000) in General Obligation Bonds to Finance 
Construction of a new Juvenile Justice Center and Detention F aci1ity; 
Directing the Publication of Notice of Election; and Adopting a Ballot 
Title and Voters' Pamphlet Statement 

RESOLUTIONS 90-112 AND 90-113 APPROVED 
DURING JULY 31, 1990 PUBLIC HEARING. 

R-9 Budget Modification DHS #1 increases Aging Services Division's 
budget by $420,904 in State and Federal funding for on-going services 
and those new services included under the Adult Transfer Resolution 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, R-9 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R -1 0 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Revenue Agreement with State 
Senior and Disabled Services to continue Federal/State funding to 
Aging Services Division's programs for the frail/elderly 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, R-10 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R-11 Notice of Intent to Apply for a Homeless Youth Self-Sufficiency 
Project to the Office of Community Services, Family Support 
Administration under the Demonstration Partnership Program 
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UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, R-11 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

HEALTH SERVICES AND SOCIAL SERVICES 

R-12 Ratification of Amendment No.1 to Intergovernmental Agreement with 
Oregon Health Sciences University increasing total compensation paid 
to OHSU from $1 ,300 to $1,800 for physicians for each of the 
County's (12) half-day TB clinics 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-12 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R-13 Ratification of Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental with Portland 
Employment Project to decrease Supported Employment service 
element by $4,562.80 due to a client transferring to another County 
provider 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-13 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R -14 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with Oregon Health 
Sciences University for providing sigmoidoscopy examinations for 
County patients 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-14 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R -15 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with Multnomah 
Education Service District to comply with ORS 433 requiring the 
establishment of a system to identify, test and track students born in 
countries with high rates of tuberculosis 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-15 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

R -16 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with Oregon Health 
Sciences University for the provision of an evaluation of program 
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changes in the County's delivery of prenatal care to Multnomah County 
Health Division clients 

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, 
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KELLEY, R-16 
WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 

JAY WARD AND TIM BAUMAN SPOKE IN SUPPORT 
OF PRESERVING THE INTEGRITY OF FOREST 
PARK AND REQUESTED POSTPONEMENT OF 
LOGGING ACTIVITIES UNTIL COMPLETION OF A 
WILDLIFE CORRIDOR STUDY. FOLLOWING 
BOARD DISCUSSION, CHAIR McCOY DIRECTED 
lAND USE PlANNING STAFF TO BE PREPARED 
TO ADDRESS A LIST OF ALTERNATIVE 
SOLUTIONS REGARDING THE LOGGING ISSUES 
IN THE WEST HILLS AREA AND REPORT BACK TO 
THE BOARD. 

There being no further business, the meeting was aqjoumed 

OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK 
FOR MUL1NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

v~~~g'~ 
Deborah L. Bogstad 

8 



rnULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 

GLADYS McCOY • CHAIR • 248-3308 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

PAULINE ANDERSON • DISTRICT 1 • 248-5220 
GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 • 248-5219 

RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT 3 • 248-5217 
SHARRON KELLEY • DISTRICT 4 • 248-5213 

AGENDA 

MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

FOR THE WEEK OF 

July 30 - August 3, 1990 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 9:30 AM - Public Hearing 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 11:00 AM - Informal Briefing 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 1:30 PM - Informal Briefings 

Thursday, August 2, 1990 - 9:30 AM - Formal Meeting • 

.Page 2 

.Page 2 

.Page 2 

.Page 3 

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

Thursday, 10:00 PM, Channel 11 for East and West side subscribers 
Friday, 6: 00 PM, Channel 27 for Paragon Cable (Mul tnomah East) 

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

subscribers 
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Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 9:30 AM 

Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

PUBLIC HEARING 

THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS WILL HOLD A PUBLIC 
HEARING FOR THE PURPOSE OF TAKING TESTIMONY AND PUBLIC INPUT ON 
ISSUANCE OF GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS OF MULTNOMAH COUNTY. THE 
BONDS WILL FINANCE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW JUVENILE 
FACILITY INCLUDING JUVENILE DETENTION, JUVENILE 
ADMINISTRATION, DISTRICT ATTORNEY AND COUNSELORS OFFICES, AND 
COURTROOM SPACE 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 11:00 AM 

Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

INFORMAL BRIEFING 

1. Update on City of PortlandjMultnomah County Urban 
Program - Presented by Steve Bauer and Susan Schneider 

TIME CERTAIN 11:00 AM 

(PUBLIC TESTIMONY WILL NOT BE TAKEN AT INFORMAL MEETINGS) 

Tuesday, July 31, 1990 - 1:30 PM 

Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

INFORMAL BRIEFINGS 

2. Informal briefing on the Charter Review Committee Report which 
contains the Committee's findings, conclusions and 
recommendations to the people of Multnomah County and the Board 
of County Commissioners - Presented by Ann Porter and Bill Rapp 

3. Report to the Board on the findings of the Edgefield Marketing 
Task Force - Presented by Paul Yarborough and members of the 
Task Force 

(PUBLIC TESTIMONY WILL NOT BE TAKEN AT INFORMAL MEETINGS) 
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Thursday, August 2, 1990 - 9:30 AM 

Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

FORMAL MEETING 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

c-1 In the Matter of Appointment of Maria T. Tenorio to the 
Children & Youth Services Commission 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

R-1 Public Presentation by Citizen Involvement Committee (CIC} 
of findings related to County Services, Intergovernmental 
Activities and Strategic Planning Presented by Chuck 
Herndon and John Legry - TIME CERTAIN 9:30 AM 

R-2 Order in the matter of designating of newspaper for 
publication of Notice of Foreclosure of Tax Liens as shown 
on the Multnomah County 1989 Foreclosure List 

R-3 First Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE 
submitting proposed County Home Rule Charter amendments to 
the voters at the general election to be held November 6, 
1990; and declaring an emergency 

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

R-4 First Reading of an ORDINANCE establishing an Audit 
Committee to serve as liaison between the Board of County 
Commissioners, the external auditors and management to 
assure the Comprehensive Annual Audit, Single Audit and 
Report to Management are reviewed with the Board of County 
Commissioners 

PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

(Recess as the Board of County Commissioners and convene as the 
Public Contract Review Board) 

R-5 In the Matter of an Exemption to Waive 10 Day Period 
Required for Receipt of Prequalification Applications for 
Sellwood Bridge Overlay 

(Recess as the Public Contract Review Board and reconvene as the 
Board of County Commissioners) 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

R-6 Resolution in the Matter of the Vacation of a Portion of NW 
Reeder Road, known as County Road No. 1888, and setting a 
time and date for a hearing 

R-7 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with the 
City of Gresham for the installation of sanitary sewer in 
conjunction with the planned intersection improvement of 
202nd and Glisan 
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R-8 

R-9 

R-10 

R-11 

R-12 

R-13 

R-14 

R-15 

R-16 

Resolution and Order In the Matter of Calling an Election 
to Authorize Multnomah County, Oregon to Issue and Sell up 
to 23.8 Million Dollars ($23,800,000) in General Obligation 
Bonds to Finance Construction of a new Juver; Justice 
Center and Detention Facility; Directing the Publication of 
Notice of Election; and Adopting a Ballot Title ' 
Pamphlet Statement 

Budget Modification DHS #1 increases Aging 
Division's budget by $420,904 in State and Federal funding 
for on-going services and those new included under 
the Adult Transfer Resolution 

Ratification of an Intergovernmental Revenue Agreement with 
state Senior and Disabled Services to continue 
Federal/State funding to Aging Services Division's programs 
for the frail/elderly 

Notice of Intent to Apply for a Homeless Youth 
Self-sufficiency Project to the Office of Community 
Services, Family Support Administration under the 
Demonstration Partnership Program 

HEALTH SERVICES AND SOCIAL SERVICES 

Ratification of Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental 
Agreement with Oregon Health Sciences University increasing 
total compensat.ion paid to OHSU from $1,300 to $1,800 for 
physicians for each of the County's (12) half-day TB clinics 

Ratification of Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental with 
Portland Employment Project to decrease Supported 
Employment service element by $4,562.80 due to a client 
transferring to another County provider 

Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with oregon 
Health Sciences University for providing sigmoidoscopy 
examinations for County patients 

Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with 
Multnomah Education Service District to comply with ORS 433 
requiring the establishment of a system to identify, test 
and track students born in countries with high rates of 
tuberculos 

Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement with Oregon 
Health Sciences University for the prov1.s1.on of an 
evaluation of program changes in the County's delivery of 
prenatal care to Multnomah County Health Division ients 

0702C/22-25 
cap 
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mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 

OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1530 
P.O. BOX 849 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR 
PAULINE ANDERSON 
RICK BAUMAN PORTLAND, OREGON 97207-0849 

248-3138 GRETCHEN KAFOURY 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

MEMORANDUM 

Board of County Commissioners 
Gladys McCoy, Chair 
Pauline Anderson 
Rick Bauman 
Gretchen Kafoury 
Sharron Kelley 

SHARRON KELLEY 

Daniel A. Ivancie, County Auditor 
Robert Skipper, Sheriff 
Linda Alexander, Director DGS 
Paul Yarborough, Director of DES 
Duane Zussy, Director of DHS 
Grant Nelson, 

Larry Kresse 
County Counse 

July 27, 1990 

Annual Meeting of County Counsels 
Association 

COUNTY COUNSEL 
LAURENCE KRESSEL 

CHIEF ASSISTANT 
JOHN L DUBAY 

ASSISTANTS 
SANDRA N. DUFFY 
J. MICHAEL DOYLE 

GERALD H. ITKIN 
H. H. JR. 

PAUL G. 
MATTHEW 0. RYAN 
MARK B. WILLIAMS 

The annual meeting of the Oregon County Counsels 
Association will take place August 2 and 3. Most of my staff, 
including myself and Chief Assistant John DuBay, will attend 
the conference. Please advise your staff that we will not be 
in the office. 

Messages can be left for us. If you wish to contact 
someone at the conference, call Rita at 248-3138. She will 
assist. 

1ATTY.226/mw 



TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

GLADYS McCOY, Multnomah County Chair 
Room 134, County Courthouse 
1021 S.W. Fourth Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204 
(503) 248-3308 

MEMORANDUM 

Chair McCoy 
Commissioner Anderson 
Commissioner Bauman 
Commissioner Kafoury 
Commissioner Kelley 
Sheriff Bob Skipper 

~d R. Neal 

Tour of Mount Hood National Forest June 22. 

May 25, 1990 

The United States Forest Service has scheduled its tour of 
the Mount Hood National Forest for Multnomah County 
officials for Friday, June 22. The Forest Supervisor's 
proposed intinerary is attached. The tour will start early 
in the morning from the Courthouse, will stop in Gresham to 
pick up East County passengers and head for Larch Mountain 
via Bull Run. 

The Forest Service and Portland Water Bureau have designed 
the tour to give you an on-site view of the issues you have 
expressed the most interest in: Water quality, Spotted 
Owl/Old Growth Forest, "Plinking," illegal dumping, and the 
Gorge Management Area. 

The bus we will be traveling in holds approximately 22 
persons. We will want to take Planning staff, our Gorge 
Commissioner, and media representatives with us. Thus, each 
Commissioner and the Sheriff should plan on her/himself and 
one staff person going. If there's interest by more staff 
and room on the bus, I'll try to make arrangements. 

Please confirm your office's attendance by June 15. 248-3308. 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



Multnomah County Tour of Mt. Hood National Forest 
Friday, June 22, 1990 

7:30 am 

8:00 

8:00 - 10:00 

10:00 - 12:00 

Draft Itinerary 

Leave Multnomah County Courthouse 

Leave Forest Supervisor's Office 

Introductions/Overview/Forest 
PlanjAllocationsjHCA'sjFuture Management 
(Dick Hardman) 

Drive through Bull Run (main gate to 20 
road) with stop at Headworks. Bull Run 
overview, Headworks, Q's & A's (Bruce 
McCammon, Portland Water Bureau Rep.) 

Larch Mountain. Recreation, Picnic Area, 
Cultural resource site (includes travel 
time and some walking). (Mike Heilman) 

Discussion of the current and future recreation 
opportunities in the Larch Mountain Area. Currently Larch 
Mountain offers picnicking, scenic vista viewing, hiking 
trails, target practice and berry picking. Possibilities to 
enhance the site and make it more attractive and more usable 
to the greater Metropolitan area include opening up and 
enhancing the picnic area (through thinning), enhancing the 
berry picking (an historically popular pasttime), developing 
Larch Mountain as a winter snowplay area, and possibly 
developing a designated target practice area. 

Along with these, there exists the opportunity to open up 
more scenic vistas and to develop interpretive information 
(signs) on the history (both cultural and natural) of the 
area. 

12:00 - 1:30 LUNCH - Larch Mountain 
(Provided by Forest Service) 
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Multnomah County Tour of Mt. Hood National Forest 
Friday, June 22, 1990 

1:30 - 2:30 Larch Mountain continued. Water Quality 
Sherrard Point (Bruce McCammon) 

Discussion of both the Corbett and Bull Run Watersheds and 
the protection of long term water quality. From Sherrard 
Point, looking into the Bull Run, the group can discuss 
water quality, monitoring, timber management and visuals. 

2:30 - 4:00 Timber and Wildlife, Loop Timber Sale/ 
Picnic Area (Includes some walking). 
(Connie Smith) 

Commercial thinning has been suggested as a method for 
opening up the site to enhance the views, picnicking and 
berry picking conditions. Timber activity will be discussed 
at one of the units of the Loop Sale, as well as effects on 
visuals and the Larch Mountain SONA. (Loop Sale) 

4:00 - 5:00 Return to District/Wrap Up. 

5:30 pm Return to Courthouse 
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Meeting Date: ____ A_U_G __ 2 ______________ _ 

Agenda No. : c::? / 
(Above space for Clerk's Office Use) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 
(For Non-Budgetary Items) 

SUBJECT: ____ A~ppo~1-·n_t_me __ n_t_t_o __ Boa ____ r_d_s_& __ c_omm ___ i_s_s_io_n_s _________________ __ 

BCC Informal 
------~(~d~a~t-e~)---------

BCC Forma 1 8/2/90 
--------~(~d~a~t-e~)----------

DEPARTMENT _____ N_o_n_d_e_pa_r_t_me __ n_t_a_l ______ _ DIVISION County Chair's Office 

CONTACT Judy Boyer TELEPHONE 248-3308 
----------~--~------------ ---------------------------

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION -------------------------------------------
ACTION REQUESTED: 

D INFORMATIONAL ONLY D POLICY DIRECTION @APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 5 minutes 
--------------------------------

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: ______ _ 

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as well as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

Appointment of Maria T. to Children & Youth Services Commission 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

ELECTED OFFICI 

Or 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER ------------------------------------------------------
(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 

1/90 





current 

I. 

Month ___ _ 

that any 
application being disqualified from 
board/commission, may my , ... ., .......... ,u 



GLADYS McCOY, Multnomah County Chair 

MEMORANDUM 

TO Office of the Board Clerk 

FROM Gladys McCoy 
Multnomah County Chair 

DATE 7/31/90 

RE Board Agenda Item R-1 

The Citizen Involvement Committee's presentation of findings 
related to County Services, Intergovernmental Activities and Strategic 
Planning has been rescheduled to August 16, 1990 to allow the full Board 
to hear the presentation. 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



DATE (For Clerk's 
Meeting Date 
Agenda No. ---;;-r--:----

FOR PLACEMENT 00 'IHE AGENDA 

tl~ Vot'., tfi: 

*N.AME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION W 

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives 
rnent of rat1onale for the action requested • 

. r~t:.G "\ ~~ .~La:tJ.ct iD c~ 
~~N'VQ4~ etC~~~ zt <)tY~L (\~~~ 

(IF ADDITICW\L SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE) 

~ REQUESTED: 

PJ INFORMATIOO OOLY D PRELIMINARY APProvAL D POLICY DIRECTION 

INDICATE THE ESI'IMATED TH1E NEEDED CN AGEND.2\ _3_. _O_M_:_~ __ . -----

IMPACT: 

PERSONNEL 

IX] FISCAL/BUI:X;ETARY 

00 General Fund 

rn Other <)k -rilto_cf ®0-V\V~ 

state-

D APProVAL 

SIGNATURES: f\J('/( no" /1. A / 

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or c:x:xJI:ri'Y CDMMISSIOOER :--~-H-U---:A--A:--:-. ..!..: --:---

BUI:X;ET I PE~JEL ______________ ____;~-------------

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts ----------------------

NOI'E: requesting unanUnous consent, state situation requiring emergency action 0n back. 
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The of the recent "Visions Government Services In Multnomah 

survey, entitled And , have been led and it is our to share 
it with you. 

This and 
and coordinated. This survey was 

services in the 
citizens and 

officials with our the intended purpose of 

. From this the Citizen Involvement Committee 

Tr .. ·r"'"'"'"l' of our mission to inform the citizens of issues and create 

means for everyone to express their Our mandate is to be a forum for the voice 

the and we take that 

many thanks to all of you who 

services. We 

with your ideas and 

that many you an 
· each citizen 

our 

to use these results as discussion items at the Second 
Citizen Partici now scheduled for 

fie action recommendations for 

urisdictional We'll you 
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one chief. 
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pol highway policing! Priorities 

provided by 
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should be provided by the cities only. 

all, but all benefit from them in service 

together" - and county don't cooperate. Work 

uld more equitably distribute 

Money now on too many different departments ng 
same work - one central should coordinate and info. 

Am in a of one 

More organ and Multnomah County 
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City and county need to line, coordinate services to avoid 
dupl the to shifted according to 

29 



are as well as they should. 

county. 

wh 

area No 
n 
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No. for 

causes problems and 
dollars. 

Undecided. Maybe a but coordination would be wise. 

as might if there 
was 

often a chase or a pursuit crosses city borders. 

Multno 
county. 
us all. 

nly, one prepared by 
County the Sheriff. 

Comm of the county 

Our 

elected Sheriff. We citizens of 
includes all citizens; city and 

ld allow the Sheriff to work for 

a fine job, and cities should 
be recognized. 

1. Hang drug 2. Hang sex offenders. 

have a 
it 

Elect[ed] Sheriff should do that. 

How 

The county 
boundaries. 

We 

they] going [to] 

become a 

[tough] on 

sense. 

nating programs 

ahead of crime[?] It's the thing 

u unit without regard to city 

concerning drug use and 

be one police force for all Multnomah county tied in 
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31 



area 

p by 
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1 b. If your answer Is "yes" do you have any suggestions 
as where overall police planning should be done? 

State: No. Metro: 
n 

In essence 
s uld have a 
downstream. 

Multnomah County nly 

I think all the above 
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Sheriff. Higher of intellect. 

Why a coordinating group? of police? 

State. Build hanging stand downtown Portland, drug dealer everyday 
if Set some examples of good law enforcement. 

Sheriff. sheriff the head who elected by 
the entire electorate of Multnomah County. 

State, Metro, Citizens. A committee selected by the Citizen 
Involvement Committee which includes representatives from the D.A., 
Justice Services, Sheriff, and under supervision and staff of the 
Sheriff. 

Metro. Know Metro not popular, but at some point counties must act as one 

Sheriff. I've always felt a county wide approach the best perspective. 

Interagency cooperation should exist with cities, State Police, and the 
nty's Justice Transfer of Sheriff's deputies to the City of 

Portland which have triggered by annexations should occur now. 

Metro Area Departments and Portland. Not METRO. 

Metro: NO! Sheriff. M appears to spend much of its time evading citizen 
input, unlike Portland and the county. 

Metro. By the combined forces focussing on working together to enhance 
their services with communities pitching together to better enforce 
togetherness. 

Sheriff. 
hiring. 

more more schooling, higher standards of 

Interagency cooperative agreements between sheriff, City of Portland 
Police Bureau and State Police. 

Get the county and council together and work to a 
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the 

Metro. 

I think 
one 

juri 

own thing. 

ns, State jurisdictions. A 
coordi ine 

someone , in on 

and be staffed do so. 

unincorporated areas of the county are 
fair 

with all to follow suit. Stop the 
many chiefs and no Indians. 

work with county. 

of county sheriff and the main city 

and M County Sheriff ld merge into 
way all efforts of the police would be coordinated rather 

by problem my concern due to 
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Set up a separate county police planning committee. Include citizens, 
business Non-political, red by county sheriff, 
maybe. 

State: No. Metro: Absol not. 
whatever process - of all cu 
specifics; eliminating dupl 
them with more 

Sheriff: No. CONSOLIDATION - By 
jurisdictions inputting territorial 

administrative services and replace 

Metro. Central computer. Most of the crime affects the city. There are 
more police and support in the city keeps annexing and that 
makes confusion during the takeover periods takes a while to decide if 
complaint located city or across the 

Sheriff. To coordi 

Set up a 
and local 

Portland Police 

My answer was not 
question. 

planning not providing direct services. 

masterplan and pay it through a combination of 

with of Multnomah County. 

, but the choices given illustrate the fallacy of 

State: Only on capital Metro: Never. Sheriff: Please do not 
ability to handle its involve Metro in any way that could further dilute 

current charges. 

You plan things to death and only come out with lost revenues and another 
big mess. 

Metro. Not MSD. Metro out of this! Police chiefs (cities) and county 
sheriff. Let them jointly decide how to avoid overlapping areas of 
responsibil 

City of Portland -
change. 

Metro. J Pact type 

have potential to absorb and facilitate 
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Sheriff. 

:No. 

of 

Metro 

Portland Police 

more leeway 
the offender. 

getting criminal - Have 

ing cannot be done in isolation. 

sheriff to involve. 

should be a comprehensive plan 
leave them of planning. 

population in the city. 

discontinued. It an unnecessary cost. 

Portland Police Bureau the largest law 

County and police forces (Fairview, 
should have been combined and taken out 

Sheriff. 
m as 

Negotiate with Portland and contract for (also Gresham) 
10 with Fire Bureau. 
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Sheriff. All plan be cooperative with all jurisdictions in value. 
PLUS 

nty level with of all having policing. 

Metro. for county [sic]. 

City 

J Services Department or Both the Board and the 
Sheriff are accountab to the public. To try and make the Sheriff 
accountable the doesn't work. 

county should this themselves. 

Sheriff. Should have more police protection in East County. 

Sheriff. Our police under Multnomah County were great - under 
City of Portland they are almost non-existent. 

Sheriff. No military, no National Guard should do any police work! 

State. There should only one police agency - the state police. Then the 
jurisdictional lines and politics would be cut down and remove the 
duplications. 

Blue Ribbon Joint and County Commission. 

Coordination/planning should be done by reps from all cities in the county, 
school police, police and sheriff's office. 

State. We should one police department for Multnomah County. 

No. Metro: not qualified to do 
Other: Consolidate police departments. 

Metro. Yes - not 
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With 

Jointly. 

it with ALL YOUR MEANS. Do a good job with 

for all of Multnomah county should be adequate 
abandonment of the Multnomah County Sheriff's 

and Portland city cou th 

ington. 

planning. 

ng. Metro nty) to do tactical 

State. Do away with intercounty and intercity red tape. 

not get the job done. 

A combined effort from all should be reps. 

s 
entity. 

Multnomah nty 

the input of each agency involved. Planning 
coordinated by the Multnomah County 

Multnomah a ngle police 

support from the of Multnomah County. 

city should be consolidated into one jurisdiction. 
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Definitely Metro - Metro one more layer of government. 

Metro and In cooperation - city and county. 

State. Metro: - No -

Portland 

Sheriff. Doing away with many county jobs put the burden on city police 
making the too thin and the area too large to cover. 

Metro. We should move toward a Metro police force. 

All Law enforcement agencies. Coordinate all police services to the point 
that all citizens get equal response and equal treatment. 

82. Since policing {patrol and investigations) and 
corrections {jails, probation, alternative programs, 
etc.) are services with different responsibilities, 
should there be a separate County Department 
for each? 

No. It should under the Sheriff. 

Yes. There should be Rehabilitation in the jails - teach them a trade so 
they can support themselves. If no work, they get into trouble! 

No. More overhead - coordination. 

No. It all rolls together. 

No. There should a each. 

No. They many now. 

Undecided. Both ld run properly whether they are separate or one. 
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No. are same be coordinated to be 
ive. 

to aware and con nc::tcted to 

No. more. 

No. 

No. They can be under [illegible] with a ..,...,. ..... ,., for 
as are - - no sense confusing the 

or no communication. 

No. in Metro. 

No. Too many bureaus and departments already in all phases of 
government Bulk of go administration and no end to bickering. 

No. There are many departments with too many supervisors that do 

No. are related. One department limits disputes of 
responsibility. 

Should be well 

should be somewhat open to public 
early 

should be incorporated with counties for 

No. All areas and therefore should be coordinated by 
one 

No. Just add a bureaucracy for two departments. 
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Yes. part Human Services Department. 

No. be divisions in 

No. Money Information wasted. 

branches. 

No. Sheriff needs to quit building up policing, hold to resolution A, phase 
out of all rural. Cities provide urban level of patrol. 

No. It can be 
department. 

from with by the elected head of the Sheriff's 

a way better [illegible] services and 
maximum services and not over work 

No. more departments, the more department heads. 

Yes. Age 

u (elected). 

No. These services all should be under one overall head, responsible 
directly 

No. Put one department in don't their hands - have a trial 
and a hanging the same day [sic]. 

Still 

No. Why more more rental offices[?] 

No. care that with city police. 
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Work 

No. 

versa. 

We are 
disappointed when 
p 

No. Don't see a 
perpetuating. If 81 

moot. 

No. Too 

I would 

law enforcement and jails due to 
I need 

with Multnomah County Sheriff's Department. Was 
area closer to their own 

new wh to 
[should there be a comp plan] then this 

link corrections more 

by county except in truly 
should annex to cities to receive 

and police services 
policed by county. 

No. of resources makes coordination of arrest and jailing important. 

Why bureaucracy? 

No. We without adding a new 
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No. 
served. 

Yes. feel it 
department 

more 

"policing". should be funded by people 

utmost importance keep the Justice Services 
and providing justice services other than jaiL In 

be there. 

With publ control. We have tried legislating laws for 
control - look what a mess we now have - criminals have more right than 
the honest citizen. The courts are a laugh for real justice - the police 
could care no for right or wrong/ just "bust 'em." The D.A. only wants 

work for me." a thing to laugh at - nobody cares. No 
wonder our young people gang up top protect themselves from the police 
looking for "my bust " 

Policing 
for their own 

Eliminate patrol 

No. sheriff 

phased out as an urban service. Let rural areas pay 

investigation Resolution A. 

an excellent job when not restricted by the policy 
makers. He elected the People of entire county. 

No. Since one cause and the other effect there needs to be full 
cooperation and coordination and eliminate the politicking for funds of one 
department over another. 

Yes. ning different so hiring requirements must be different. 

No. They may different responsibilities but each must work with the 
other - too many th lost the uffle. 

No. I am agai 
department that 

No. 
program 

If necessary, enlarge a 

responsibilities, but should be part of policing 
not competing with each other. 
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No. 
be more 

we 

No. 

are 

No. 

No. 

we 

are now 

for 

right hand was doing. It would 

now record and track then 

(more overhead, 

ld remain under sheriff and 
and alternative programs under 

County should get out 

Community corrections should be in 

nected and need be done under the same 

should in charge of both 

should be in charge of all with cooperative 

apportion $ regularly. 
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No. 

No. 

lost in a tug of war. 

the coordination and enforcement that will benefit the outcomes, 
one should be 

No. If too 
overhead. 

individual departments, all money would be spent for 

No. Let the Multnomah County coordinate the various programs. 

What do you want by expanding bureaus? 

No. The potential ngs of ngular administration outweigh any 
potential benefits dual management teams. 

I would 
surface it seems a good 
of the funding needs for 
u policing 

more for a firm opinion, but on the 
It would enable a more rational evaluation 

countywide corrections function, and the non-

Undecided. Traffic practically uncontrolled including interstate trucks 
going the county. 

No. A regulatory 
should watch over 

No. The reality 
only a large payroll 

professionals from each area 
one area. 

any extra service delivery -

No. Then the right hand 
consistency. 

know what the left hand doing! Lose 

Don't both downtown. Get into of city. Easier to 
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and 

and build up of little kingdoms, overhead 

Gresham own jail? Fourth 

could be soma division labor between the 
city responsibilities (example - county patrol - city 

No. - too much management - too many 

No. They can run one department which can support two units. 

3. Who should provide policing service In unincorporated 
areas of the county? 

Regional 
but it should 
rules. 

Sheriff. 
n 

seem to the 

be fulfilled on the basis of par capita needs. 
uniformly, according to a region wide sat of 

[City of Wood Village - Mayor and 

aware about overall problems. 

Shariff. Keep it all under one heading. Too many departments don't know 
are doing. 

Sheriff. Multnomah county should have one police department for all 
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no good. 

State. Too much being spent on jails and criminals. They are treated 
much the taxpayers too! 

s that the budget was drastically cut 
leaving us with far 
as and 

sheriff protection I We taxpayers are entitled to 
protection as anyone else and we aren't getting 

Sheriff. Because they have been doing it for decades, and doing a good job 
I they were financially 

with city area. 

have enough funds. 

Sheriff. The sheriff's department used to protect this area but with all 
the annexing back and forth we have been left very short in Centennial 
district. 

Metro and Sheriff. We pay to both; so both should be available to 
help and not draw boundaries. We've been incorporated into Gresham and 
they appear weak. Gresham OUTLOOK list of vandalism and crime grows 

no reported or beefed-up patrols. 

Sheriff. If there were a comprehensive, coordinated plan, it would not 
make much difference who covered what area. If there was such a plan, 
why not have just one metro police force. 

Who does it now? Why change? 

Contract with city in the area. 

Do it on a contract with bureau racy and money. 

on a with owners paying for 
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ntract with area. 

future. 

an 

ju will provide it the 

Why have another? 

people expect for their county tax dollar. 
to immediate community needs. 

Who a Multnomah county survey! 

We pay tax for police protection and the county should 
provide of police protection. 

Sheriff. ld cities and then cities would 

area. 

areas can tax themselves and contract for 

M 
effective 

unit 

There are two many 
one unit 

to 

divisions now. 
of admin ........... .... 
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City, county and state 
and under state civil 



Sheriff. Until a 
agreed on. 

Metro. rrently 

Ribbon Joint and County planning team] plan is 

Winner of question b [Metro sponsored planning task force] They're 
going to go over all budgets, all requirements, all trends, and reach 
workable, non-redundant, affordable conclusions. 

Sheriff. Maintains responsibility for jails, but negotiate with Portland 
for policing in joi jurisdictions. 

Sheriff. Metro: should not have 
expense for things that should have 

Sheriff. Obvious. 

Metro: No. 

It is a monster and extra 
handled by existing governments. 

Metro: No. Never. Getting too much power. 

Sheriff. At rural levels of 
cit s. 

i.e. not as much per thousand as in 

of Also would stop jurisdictional confusion. 

This should be merged into Clackamas County and/or Hood River County. 
More efficient 

Sheriff. Where the county provide a service? What are our taxes 
paying r now? 

S sheriff already familiar with the special needs of these 
areas, e.g. Corbett, but currently lacks adequate funding. Metro 
coordination would overlooking needs of unincorporated county. 

State. It's so political, maybe a central area could at least try for 
uniformity. 

Sheriff. Seems to 

49 



department to recognize 
and not The sheriff's 

diminished by over 50o/o due annexations. 
the annexations to get the sheriff out of the 

County" Aside from coordination with the 
the county's Why should I, as a 

police and both providing 

provide or cover county on 
scenic highway. 

Sheriff. level and paid for by county taxpayers. 

in place. 

s been this and 
seems to be doing year. 

Sheriff. OSP not the requisite manpower: Metro lacks skills and 
public suppo Additionally state politics would not allow state control 
which was widely practiced in the USA until the 1930's and proved a 
di r. 

a 

They 

Shariff. Included as 

Metro. Metro wide. 

Shariff. The 
county. 

nty 

pay for 

of county 

should be 
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should do 

Why not? 

highest pol officer in the 

providing human services. 
law enforcement, especially in 



mostly cou Multnomah. 

Tax area. 

are paying for such services. 

Sheriff. Keep 

Very ! If areas want more policing than now 
getting from they probably ought to contract for it, i.e. pay extra. 

Sheriff. If area a part of Multnomah county incorporated or 
unincorporated policing should be provided. 

Sheriff. mited - city police do not go into 
unincorporated area. 

If they are part a city - county. 

By having a unified force, the problem goes away. 

If these people are not paying into the system, they should not receive 
from the County should provide if they pay in. 

I do not have an answer, however, the consolidation effort [earlier answer] 
should another bureaucracy. 

Metro. If you borders. We were part of the 
hostile years ago. It was ridiculous. We are 

When called, they would decide which 
we were on (city or county). Police seems to be the 

carrot in annexing. We almost had traffic jams of them at the business, 
then they disappeared. Two weeks we received our welcome to 
Portland dated 1-1/2 weeks earlier. It confusing for citizens as 
well as when that game played. 
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Sheriff, with 
cou 

riff. 

n Portland Police and other surrounding 

directly or by contract with available city 
a county responsibility, un agreement has 

cities on a rational annexation policy and on 
urban which not submitted to 

on state highway patrols 
support that unty sheriff's 

m. The county can reallocate within 
to respond changes in patrol or investigative 
waiting for external agencies to respond. 

Sheriff: alone. people it and no one else. We Portlanders are 
of bearing money burdens poured on us by hair-brained schemes. 
my lips NO MORE MONEY! 

Sheriff. Most of Multnomah county will be incorporate in the near future. 
Cities take of their area. County be responsible for their area. Keep 
Metro (MSD) out of this. 

Sheriff. The metropolitan area [city governments] already has a large 
responsibility in metro area, the county sheriff should be responsible 
for the unincorporated areas, even if they need to expand their staffing, 
giving in responsibility and "size" of staff. 

people 

c 

duty 

1. city have 
have a single force for the 
No county or 

the 

Multnomah county? 

the 

Areas outside of cities should 
N.W. USA should a regional force. 

the county by law. 
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Sheriff. The sheriff 
local government of 
lowest bidder or 

the 

the law officer of the county. 
the areas. The policing should 
rned over some external ju 

for 

unincorporated area 

of Multnomah county. 

The county is the 
not be let to the 

iction with no 

with patrols in unincorporated areas. 

Sheriff 

State and Metro. responsibility areas. 

Sheriff's organization is in place. 

State. Let act as base operation for whomever they choose to 
investigate 

Sheriff. il with area. Knowledge of resources needed, local 
commissioners may be held accountable. 

Not Metro. I don't want them involved in anything more 
than is 

Shouldn't be any unincorporated areas. Government should be city-county 
Don't separate - too much duplication of services in a small geographical 
area. 

Sheriff. ould have jurisdiction outside of their city and 
counties vary in many ways from the coast to eastern Oregon. 

Sheriff. Why else do we pay taxes for a sheriff? 

While we move toward a metro police, city forces should be expanded to 
cover logical areas and the should "shrunk" to deal with what 
can't logically be covered by cities. 

Sheriff. we, by God, pay for In 1983 there was a concentrated 
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the Sandy in particular and 
all unincorporated areas in general, we were not paying our fair 

- absolute - all the timber tax that our area (east of Sandy 
nor·~Tl:U:~ and generated went to Multnomah county General Fund by 

We prepaid! 

should provide police countywide. 

Or co 

Metro to serve a broader area than Multnomah county and the 
from local control. 

Sheriff. Could be by unincorporated service 

be level. that sheriff 

Sheriff. What else would the sheriff do? What do residents of 
unincorporated Multnomah county pay property taxes for? Now if you cut 
property taxes, cost shift to the and make the Multnomah county 

small, then a state role would be fine. 

The prov1s1on of Resolution A, adopted in about 1983 should be strictly 
followed. I'm becoming damned sick and tired of being taxed twice for the 
same I It appears that Multnomah county dragging its feet 

A 

Th is an urban service and should be provided by the cities only. 
Citizens of the cities are also citizens of the county. We are being taxed 
twice for pol - by city and by the county. Since the 

patrol the we are paying for something 
This an urban subsidy and it must stop. 

Resolution A was agreed to to do just that. Multnomah county must start 
living up to its' end of the agreement. 

Metro. a one force. 
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Current policing r unincorporated 
nearby local ju re City of 
should of policing 

areas should be contracted out to 
Portland, Oregon City, etc. County 

It duplicative, inefficient and 
would bring the policy munity policing" closer to the community 
with th ng activity. 

If you have a comprehensive plan then there shouldn't be a need for 
d rent d 

Sheriff. Multnomah county sheriff has authority to patrol all areas of the 
county and need not receive authority to patrol outside of a jurisdiction 

as a city agency. The educational requirements of Multnomah county 
sheriff (4 yrs college) provides citizens with an officer who definitely 
provides a more professional service needs of people. 

Sheriff. Your service level is too high and costing all of us, not just 
unincorporated, much. 

r the present until defin steps are concluded for merging the 
polyglot [sic] police services and departments. 

Sheriff. I feel they are suited to do the job and would probably do the 
best job. 

Sheriff. Multnomah equipped to handle such problems. 

They should know what has to done. 

Sheriff. Why not when we have a good thing? If its not broke why fix it 
into a larger government agency? 

u have yet with cities to do it. 

State. ities and county do not resources or people with enough 
gumption to job done. 

Sheriff. The sheriff is the only policing agency directly elected and 
to 

only elected police official in the county. 
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a county 

Metro. All police in the metro area should come together and 
work more [uniformly] with information, etc. 

worth Multnomah county began. 
Education seems to take 

do a better job. 

each head can appropriate to 

county. 

Metro. move toward coordinated policing service with 

Road user should defray the cost of policing roads. 

One police force for entire area to eliminate jurisdictional problems in 
same small county areas. 

Sheriff. Because that the job of the sheriff. His department is the 
log one. 

Metro. Metro 

riff. 
there. 

true also. 

providing the service. 

ly it was county responsibility and so should remain 

Sheriff. presently organized the county sheriff. If you're thinking 
[consolidated force] then it should be a single force - state or Metro! 

access 

County provide of kind to those who don't pay. 

Should locally 
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State. State police would do a better job. 

Metro, 

Sheriff. These areas are rapidly becoming extension of the urban context. 

Sheriff. Because it their responsibility. 

Metro. Tri-county. 

Consolidated police force. 

Sheriff. City would not have jurisdiction in county. Actually, we should 
have city-county consolidated police - as witness the pawn shops just 
outside Portland lim 

C. PLANNING 

1 a. Since Strategic plans are being developed at the 
county and city levels should these plans be centrally 
coordinated and related to one another? 

Undecided. I do know enough about legal bounds - I would have to have 
these explained to me. 

No. But to communicate their efforts. 

Yes. No need to duplicate plans! 

Yes. City boundaries are changing so fast in Washington and Multnomah 
counties, that it impossible to maintain appropriate staffing levels for 
city and county agencies. 

Yes. If not they will continue to bungle around. 

Bound to be overlap and possible sharing of ideas. 

Yes [Coordinated]. 
should coordinate. 

city and county should be independent but they 
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Yes. Move toward of government, forcing 
between 

[Centrally No. [Related another] should be 
developed in tandem with cooperation between the two but separate 

ity for 

City and county should communicate and coordinate strategic plans 
as in comp from county to city of Portland. 

, city, county, and the citizens who are the real 
ones 

This response what I have been talking about in all my other 
- one statement of comments [sic]. 

No. Plans of the county should be for the entire county. City plans are by 
nature narrower in scope. The city and county should be made aware of 
each other's plans. After the plans have been developed they should be 
reviewed for conflicts. 

Yes. Multnomah county should be doing planning for the entire county, 
with input m and cities. 

County and 
[sic]. 

can't wipe their own noses with lots of delays and 

why the county and city police should work together. 

have their own "strategic plan." 

. Would need to review plan. Especially after reading your 
definition ['"Strateg Plan' defined as a 'disciplined effort to produce 
fundamental and actions shaping the nature and direction of a 

within legal bounds.'" Textbook definition from 
cou 
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Yes. These should definitely be carried forward. 

No. 
poorly 

implies one agency controls. Your question so 
an answer. 

Yes. Putting it very 
doing and needs. 

right hand better know what the left hand 

of the concerns is that much planning urban in natu 
what about the rural of Multnomah county? These aspects tend to 
be treated in an urban way which is not always the best for those who live 
in rural areas. 

County did not get very far; too much control by budget office over 
the process - suggest county work with CMSI or some other consultant on 
planning and management. 

Multnomah county a history of not coordinating with the cities --
construction during the Mt. Hood Jazz Festival. 

Yes. Very important!!! [sic]. 

Yes. How else? Consolidation of planning at least is essential. 

No reasonable, clear-thinking 
question. How about a regional plan? 

should answer no to this 

No. But they ought to get together to make sure their separate plans do 
not overlap. 

No. not best. 

Yes. County and/or Metro should adjust their plans to city plans. 

nty should develop plan with input from all cities considered 
as well as input from 

Yes. Absolutely. 

a lot of words. 
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considered the strategic plans as overall frameworks 

choices [all 
as an option? 

cou es. 
u 

This should be the 

MUST include goal setting. 

biased. Why don't you show 
option with room 

as providers]. 

now, particularly between city economic and 

one dictating another. 

no for co-op between 

Yes. Standardized guidelines and format for use by all governmental units 
could be adopted so that jurisdiction can compare "apples to apples" 
in their respective plans. The old state A-95 process of the 
intergovernmental relations division was a good guide. 

Undecided. Probably under the current status of city/county 
relations. Th a silly question. The definition is simplistic, and 
impossible to relate to the various ways in which strategic planning 
needed different situations. 

duplicating of ""'""'...,"'"'"'""' Spread them (offices) 
out downtown. 

Yes. Strategic planning should be coordinated the state level with 
Metro and M board being eliminated due to 
duplication or coordinated with other entities. 

Probably - am about much power concentration, 
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however. 

Where 
to duplicate 

and county can work together to serve there 

Undecided. "centrally coordinated" a different matter. 

No. Thought out with the resources" planning. 

Yes. Too much bureaucratese! 

no need 

No. Central coordination is a euphemism for Portland control. True 
regional government would handle all these problems but this city/county 
approach would not. 

Undecided. Dependent on cities and county cooperation. 

No. Probably not. There has already been much discussion about the 
relevant and appropriate roles for cities and the county. Each needs to 
develop their own strategic plan for their respective services. 

The City of Portland is doing it's own strategic plan. Systematic 
joint budget planning should occur between city and county. The city will 
pursue its planning of urban services. 

Must be coordinated to be effective. 

If they are not coordinated, what kind of planning can there be? Such 
a question of thought. 

Along with all the other public and private sector plans done in the 
tri-county plus Clark county area. 

City of Portland logical choice as largest entity (population, etc.) 

No ed out ly']. county mission and the cities' 
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are 

No. 

No. 

u 

They should 

In a 

Terwilliger mess 
to Terwill to skip 

Capitol Highway past 
h 

aware of one 

a thorough 

objectively. 

, no. 

They should inform 

during afterwards! 

ld have ultimate authority. 

city-county agreement. 

community 
affects all. 

both sides of a street 

but how and who applies the where 

? Look 
Oswego 

Mou n Portland 
to avoid Terwilliger. 

doesn't connect to 
(county 
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up Boone's 

sends traffic south 
The result that 

Oswego's lane 
Powell -



Yes. It would help if all plann was done with a common goal and 
mi 

No. A lot money spent planning and none of them are ever 
imp I 

in a vacuum. Crossing the boundary can mean crossing 
the 

plan should be developed by a committee of all concerned. 

Yes. as the planets revolve around the sun, so all the entities must 
work in harmony. 

Yes. Of 

But only if driven by the City of Portland. 

C1 b. If you answered "yes", who should be responsible for 
review and coordination of strategic plans? 

Metro. With input from state and county. 

Metro. Only advisory. 

County. All counties should then be coordinated then all states - but isn't 
that what's supposed happening? 

State. Anything done in the and county will somewhere affect other 
cities and and certainly go to level at some point. 

County. The common goal and direction should be complimentary to that of 
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sewer 

to "our job." 

Vague and 

Coordinate 
when 

City of Portland. 

of Oregon 

We 
of what MSD 

many governments. Multnomah county 
now - all except UGB and maybe 

Get off "my job" and on 
together 

Again, you include the city in the question and 
[All included 

Read the Charter and the Constitution. 

state only to break review only 
and cou the 

with local people. 

State, Metro, County. Representatives of each, no duplication! Who is paid 
now do it? unit must be working and getting paid. 
It a joint of each. 

Metro: conform to County: conform to state. 

of Portland. entity should review separately and then coordinate 
and evaluate together. Why was City of Portland not given an option in 

[No was an option other than the word "Other" in 

Metro, from 

Metro - land use planning coordination • but not "strategic" planning. 

County. The county the countywide government. 
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State: I. 

Create volunteer committees representing many groups. Certain county 
and city's officials can sit on committees as well. 

State. Would give unbiased - "out of the fire" opinion and advice. 

My answer was not 
the question. 

, but the choices given illustrate the futility of 

State. A-95 process. Metro: No! 

State: no. Metro: certainly not. County: straighten up county business -
and keep your noses out of everything else! 

State, Metro, County. All of the above - depending on the particular action 
or subject 

. No. Metro: No. County: No. Willamette Valley or Portland-Metro 
area county coalition. 

Cooperative, coordinated effort not one jurisdiction over another - equal 
representation. 

Joint and cooperative effort of all jurisdictions in the county. No one 
should dictate to another. 

State. Assuming you're talking about land use planning, i.e. LCDC. Not 
public service plans. 

Metro a big boondoggle. Should be done away with. 

County. Ultimate responsibility lies with county commission. 

Metro. Again, only in cooperation with city plans - Metro should not 
di 
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and Metro. urban area bigger than Portland City and 
Multnomah nty. And the will probably be needed to coordinate 
with Clark Washington. 

M 
bou 

County. 

County. M 

City. be 

over all planning within 

major and renewal in data base 
ld be directly linked to the planning 

county more in tune with the needs of the entire 

option. You're biased. This a horrible very partial 

Multnomah county. Probably legislation, etc. will be 
sources and perhaps oversig 

County. 
com 

one can each other's plans giving 

County. police [sic]. 

County. CIC 

itizen Involvement Committee could be one of the organizations to 

you're going in. 

county. 
from end 

County. 

Coordinating all groups and department heads and 
and to better understand which direction 

Mainly people. pay the 

their 
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County and City. 
county who 

should be headed by one person each at city and 
..a,..'l'a.... to work 

coordination by to those affected. 

Multnomah county and all cities should do the coordination - not the state 
and not Metro. 

Both 

not sure - haven't thought about this very much. 

Both county as a team. 

Metro. 
part 

Metro includes Clackamas and Washington areas which are 
Portland metropolitan area. 

Multnomah county and other counties of which parts are included in metro 
service district. 

Teams with from city and county - no faith in Metro. 

State and county and people. Need more citizen involvement in everything. 

City-county negotiations. 

Metro. Metro should be responsible for coordination only, i.e. the bringing 
together of all the parties and ensuring that information is distributed 
fully to all 

Definitely not state or Metro. City-county government should be 
consolidated into one governing body. 

Metro and County: joint effort It's important that groups work together. 
(Left hand knowing what the right hand is doing). 

State, Metro, County. All coordinating efforts to one bureau. All working 
to one accord. 
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County 

nty. Ideally it would Metro but let's face it, we're a long way from 
kind 

Metro and County. If Tn.c•~ct. plans are created the county and city levels, 
for coordination. 

plans be subject to review and 
groups such as neighborhood groups. 

you are deali with different government offices - elected - you 
may have trouble having one in control, however, it would be to their 

to 

Metro, County. Probably a segment of all three should cooperate. 

Why a panel of all 

Metro. Hopefully Metro would able to look at the overall picture. 

Metro: No. too much power. 

Metro: 

Metro, a plan that can endorse. 

Metro: county and city. 

Cou Metro forum. 

Joint city/county committee. 

Metro would planning, but they 
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have not yet proven 
involve me 

accountable and committed to citizen 

. Where City Portland in survey? 

plan. 

City of Portland. Where the City of Portland in this survey? 

City of Portland. 

Metro and Both work together. 

City of Portland. 

City Portland. 

State, Metro, County. Metro really is an excessive burden - commissions 
could appoint to deal with what they are responsible for and save much 
money - the professionals of each area should help decide. 

County and cities. Cooperation and coordination should be augmented and 
developed by Multnomah county and all municipalities therein. 

Metro, County. All - do a good job together - planning helps. 

with of police or sheriff from each area as planners [sic]. 

State. The 
and nit for 

obvious authority. The county and city would argue 
without someone to kick butts and get the job done. 

Multnomah. 

Metro. away with Metro. 

County. And as your questions - should follow state guidelines. 

Both city 

69 



ity. 

of city and 

input and make decisions and 

Metro area NOT METRO (MSD). 

effective area The people in a given area 
development should be a[n] they have to 

Metro County. Both - as long as there strategic planning, that 

An elected representative from the group [sic]. 

Metro, Interest to all living in the state, or should be. 

from all three of 

2 a). Should all land use plans in Multnomah County be 
coordinated? 

b). Who should coordinate these plans? 

Land use are coordinated at Metro so why are you asking this 
q n? 

No. political entity 

How about a combined 
City 

own goals, needs, etc. 
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Yes. Form a joint committee with representing metro, and 
county land use plans. 

Yes. County. Metro one big mess already. Why give them more ? Use 
wasting more money and personnel [sic] . 

... ,. .. ~,.o should work closer with Metro, county. 

Yes. Metro. 
city -

an airplane, the growth of the Portland Metro area is one 
ing has to be coordinated. 

Yes. State. land use in one county often affects other counties 
and for the benefit of all citizens of the state we need unified laws that 
cover at least the entire of Oregon. Anything less will create an 
unacceptable patchwork. 

County. Local control 
problems. 

almost always the most effective solution 

Metro and county. should work together. 

Metro. Also beyond county borders. 

What happens in one county can affect an entire state. 

Yes. State. In the county we should have more representation from people 
who are not environmentalists. If I hear that word one more time, I'll 
scream. 

Yes. With some by state, e.g. LCDC. 

Yes. LUBA. 

Yes. State, Metro, County. State, county and city must plan together the 
agriculture land, fo land, highway system, industrial land, rail 
transportation and economic development areas. 
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the standards and requires the various 
directives (plans) for approval. Yes. 

not doing a good job - we are losing all 
save some food production. 

by governor as Metro boundary 

have an equal according to population. 

work together to be together. 

County. "big brother" approach has yielded greater 
anxiety and concern residents. We feel that the land use concerns 
were being adequately prior to the federal "land grab" that has 
taken place gorge bill has been passed. 

No. Metro. city cares for the city and county the county. 

No. Each 

Metro. 

No. I've 
vote on any 

area squabbling. 

County. lack of a workable LCDC body - the state is less 
effective in this county. Multnomah county could better address its own 

use than 

Yes. a for th and it should be fully used. 
Both county and city should totally cooperate withe land use planning 
process under of Oregon law. 

Include 
committees 

police, 
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Yes. State and 
popu 

Yes. County leader 

We need a stronger effort to control the sprawling 
rural-agricultural portions of the county. 

countywide initiatives]. 

Reps from each area. 

No. City of Portland. The County has not had the responsibility for land 
use plans for over 7 years. 90°/o of the county is in cities who are 
responsible for their own land use plans. 

Yes. County in conjunction with state overview. 

County. It in the county and county taxes are paying for it. Each 
city should not do a separate plan. 

Yes. State and Metro. Plus Clark County, Washington. So it will include 
total areas that are to be developed. Multnomah county is almost 
irrelevant I 

Yes. City of Portland. 

No. County. Only coordinate new plans, don't get involved where things 
are fairly straight forward. 

No. Check the Charters and State Constitution. Most of these questions 
are answered. 

Yes. State Land Use Office. 

To 
fall?" [sic]. 

job done. Who wrote/said, "Together we stand, apart we 

County. Should do most of what MSD does now except UGB, sewers 
and water. 

Yes. County. The land use plan for the whole county needs to be under the 
coordination of the county and under a larger focus of the state. 
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No. 

No. 

Metro: already responsibilities. 

Metro Washington, Clark 

owner 

Land use planning out control. There no input from citizens -

State. 
leadi 

what already been decided. 
le family units only bring about 

TI""'AI!"A are outlying areas that we in the city and local areas 
(the local needs and desires). 

now. Plans are coordinated. Question is 

County. 
unincorporated. 
not directly 

of control 1) state, 2) county, 3) city, 4) 
Multnomah county should be coordinated with state, but 

policy areas. 

it. 

My located planning for any of 
agencies would cut the operation and the people may know who 
they are dealing with and what to expect of elected officials - now we 

no 

No. urban and rural components. Values and 
of the two groups would destro)' 

controlling the rura~ for example, 
Gorge are firmly controlled by urban 

resources. what are being 
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Yes. By having a centralized state planning agency, the people would know 
more about who was deciding what land use planned for what land. 

No. There poi in concern of plans for instance of 
Corbett, or Island. Portland's inner city plan should have little 

on county ng for U renewal areas that remove 
property from the tax rolls. 

County. 
unincorporated 

P we have with differing plans, i.e. 
nty, Portland, Gresham and small cities. 

No. The people own the land. The people who own the land should have 
say what goes on around or on their property. 

Cou Multnomah county their own coordinators and they can 
for advice, "if " 

County. All over the county - we are legal on one side of the street -
subject arrest on the other - regardless of activity - building -
developing - planning future land - future services: i.e. sewers -
water - power - transportation modes - etc. 

County and No one should rule. 

or a now - whoever jumps in first. 

Yes. Metro should have authority over all planning within its boundaries. 

Yes. State. The 
transportation 

No. Presently we 
planning. 

bears a large 
etc. 

the infrastructure costs for 

far too much political manipulation of land use 

Yes. Thought were. Whatever happened to 100? County 
zoning should implement state "approved" plans. 

Yes. Joint effort of all planning jurisdictions (cities and county). To 
avoid conflicting uses JU No one should dictate 
to the 
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no 

Coalition. 

areas. 

board - interjurisdictional, cooperative and 
powers over another. 

be eliminated to a greater degree. 

Both same as above. I can't see the need of two 
or planning bodies - but long as there then 

Yes. Metro 
affected, with 

county. Nbhd assoc. A coalition of people around the area 
help of the county and city planners. 

County and Portland. 

County and City Portland. 

Yes. 

should a wide plan, not just cities and 
cou 

a lot of on our neighbors and they 
should have a 

Land use worst rip-off if the people (landowners) in Oregon in the 
USA! 60 Minutes wouldn't touch it. If the U knew what was 

going on in Oregon, they would be worried.! And should bel 

By both Multnomah county and cities therein. Coordination and 
cooperation vital for functions of all governments involved. 
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n> 
City of Portland. 

City 

Yes. City Portland. 

Yes. City Portland. 

City of Portland. 

Yes. County. If plan at the county level county should coordinate it. 

Yes. City of Portland. 

Yes. State, Metro, County. For different reasons. 

Yes. Again, a body made up of representatives from Metro, county, and 
city. 

Yes, Same as above, a panel of all related to develop one standard for all 
affected people. 

Yes. Metro. Each county should make its own plan but they should be 
coordinated by Metro. 

Yes. County and citizens. Keep the people involved at the grass roots 
local level. The bureaucrats are not in touch with the citizens at the local 
level. 

Yes. Metro and county. For continuity in citizens' use [sic]. 

City of Portland. 

County with help of city. Cooperative effort will get the job done. 

Undecided. County. Don't really understand the question. How can land use 
planning in the gorge be "coordinated: with Gresham? 

State and County. And cities. 
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the down, it all uniform. 

Joint 

A ........ L ....... city-county government eliminating Metro. 

Metro. ld play a neutral facilitating role in ensuring 
use planning are coordinated. 

No. Negotiations - Planning summit. 

Yes. Participating 
Metro area. 

county. Keep Metro out - no faith in them. 

and counties and parts of connected counties in 

Yes. State. Land use planning should only be allowed to exist in a program 
that mburses the property owner when restrictions are applied which 
limit usefulness of the property. 

Both city and county as a 

Metro. They regional abilities. 

Undecided. Combination county and local area. One local area may well 
have qu but with larities as another local 
area. 

Yes. County. 
or Metro. 

county should do their own coordinating - not the state 

I don't know - the neighborhoods MUST have more sa)' 
over the political power of the builders/developers, land zoning. 

Metro. M with surrounding counties. 

City, money. 
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Yes. State LCDC. 

No. County. Each area each neighborhood has different needs. 
It ail looks on paper and then do not work. We are thinking, alive 
human beings. considerate toward landowners who pay and pay 
the bil for the of the steam roller technique. Wipe out 
families' homes forever. [Sic]. 

your skills, knowledge and soon, be 
more liberal your sharing of ideal etc. 

D. ROADS/STREETS 

1) Should the county be responsible for overall 
Planning and maintenance of au county arterials, 
roads and bridges inside incorporated city limits? 
2) Only roads, arterials and bridges in unincorporated 
areas? 

1- Again maximize your having county put in funds to assist 
with matters. 

1-City pay, they use 2-lf the county owns them, take care of them out 
in the unincorporated area. City uses them, they pay. 

1-Coordi 

1-consolidation and responsibility in one department. 

2-in consultation with incorporated cities which may later annex the 
areas in question. 

Needs a comprehensive state plan. 

Neither! One agency should be responsible for roads and streets in an area, 
and should be decided by population. 

2-both [city and county] pay their own. 
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A 

as 

no 

1-according 
ng 

private 
hours 

1-County 
handle the 

for 

could be contracted if cities ok'd it. 

nsibility to the cities would overwhelm 

unty government. Until that type of government 
ld be better cooperation between county and city 

one source. 

had well better be responsible. 

County and city must cooperate in this service 
jurisdiction. 

have personally seen county road crews 

up now done a fair job. Cities are not up to 

with responsibility should go to the city. 

2-Bridges. City responsible. 

with Po 

Portland. 

with rtland. 

know to comment. 
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3-Should be one state agency for all roads, bridges, etc. - cities and 
cou from for other programs. 

continue to 
county. 

for one body - Planning and Maintenance in 

1 would like to see a clear definition of a system of roads (city, county, 
state). 

1-question not too clear. 

1-county should responsible for county roads, in and out of cities, 

This looks like an question. Overall planning should be done at 
the county level for all arterials, etc. City have responsibility for 
maintenance inside city. Standardize pavement striping. 

1-Shou maintain city bridges. 

But must transferred to the cities to cover the costs of 
assuming those responsibilities. 

2-Transportation planning must be larger scale than Multnomah county. 
Tri-county and Vancouver at least, or state of Oregon. Maintenance should 
go to the lowest government entity. 

2-Roads are an urban service and must be administered by the cities. 

1-county should seek resources from inside incorporated areas for special 
projects (those which [are considered] of high priority - those should pay 
for fixing first). 

Cities. 

1-as now operated City Portland and will drain the county area 
and cities. 

1 they took care it and did ok. 

ld be the city if it is in the city. 
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No-bridges 

county. 

1-county 
bou 

maintained by cities. 
should be cared 

Arterials 
by 

for all roads that cross jurisdictional 
Bridges totally inside city boundaries should be city 

n ity un over I for I 
within the city. 

1-By eliminating Metro Multnomah boards or coordinating them with 
city better planning could be done. For example, paving the street then 

it a by the company. 

1 most if all county will be city soon, why not! [sic]. 

1-unified agency will be powerful enough to keep DOT's attention. 

1 owner ld be body charged with maintenance responsibility. 

2-the county uld quit trying to be hypocritical - encouraging 
annexation but maintaining control to maintain bureaucratic kingdoms. 

1-the road doesn't end the city line. 

1-not maintain bridges and 10 or 12 important 
through streets - Burnside, Sandy, etc. - streets that serve several areas 

[illegible] - not neighborhood 

Pick 

ld 

Should be 

examine all items to be done - make a list of 
bottom, or bottom to top. Start foundation -
monies are available. {Sic]. 

care of bridges of cities. 

to Metro or State. 
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Should care of those that taxes are being paid for. 

2-if you contract with city and complete transfers as the annexations 
occur, you will able to diminish staff and Transportation budget. You 
have maintained a steady department original transfers to the city. 

1-the county road system is the best around and shouldn't be messed with. 
The are throughout the entire county. Leave them alone. 

If #1, then they should control and have jurisdiction over all city road 
maintenance shops and work. 

1-cities should pay county to do this. County should consult with 
volunteer committees on new planning work. 

2-th question can probably be answered only in the historical context, 
and in the light of a comprehensive, rational allocation of all 
governmental responsibilities between county and city (or cities). 

1-AII Willamette River bridges (except 1-5 and 405) and all other county 
roads that pass through cities should receive county planning and 
maintenance. The county should then bill the local city for a share of the 
costs. 

1 and Those persons pay Multnomah county taxes - you have their money 
so put it [in] roads. 

2-easier to define this way. 

1-cities help pay but one organized effort. 

We cannot! Southeast is a mess- look at Division - our "Mt. Hood Freeway" 
until it comes in to 82nd Avenue - then the City of Portland says, "We 
don't want you." 

2-State. 

2-cities should be the provider of urban services as much as possible to 
avoid duplication of effort. 
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government) Under a county government all would 

Why 

fall in an incorporated area - they should 

1 of county roads to cities and roads can 
be maintained better. 

Work should be put to bid to private business. 

1-For 
as a super block. 
retrograded into a 

2-the cities are to 

- between SE 136th and 140th originally planned 
planned as a superblock 10 years ago, it has 

own planning! 

1-communication and coordination are (the Jazz Festival and road 
of both). was a definite 

1 they should get some benefit. 

1 case for 

as 1 and 2 

3-M 

r own. 

2-and keep the city out from altering roads without knowledge. 

84 



of the 

pay own way. 

2-Multnomah 
within a city. 

only urban county that insists on doing roads 

1 with 

Again, the county has no business providing municipal services. 

1-1 believe th should [have] been combined for orderly safe roads long 
ago - piecemeal doesn't work. 

2-lt seems as if the county and cities involved aren't able to coordinate 
very well. 

1 cooperation. City streets need repair. 

2-Providing they are getting funding only for what they repair and that the 
cities get whatever funding for bridges, etc. that the county is getting 
now that they would help to maintain. 

Not sure what #1 describes. The areas city has surrounded but can't get 
annexed? I'm inclined to say yes, but understand your view also. After 
our experience with annexing - you catch more flies with honey - fix 
them, with saying city doing the work. 

County roads" are no longer as significant given pattern of 
development Responsibility and appropriate funds should go to the 
appropriate for roads in their jurisdiction. 

1 one group responsible for all planning and maintenance and 
cut down some duplication and develop some standardization. 

should maintain their own. 

with 
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bridges Metro or State responsibility. 

protection, why should we pay for 

and incorporated cooperation and 

E. PARKS 

Should the county plan and develop neighborhood parks 
in the unincorporated areas? 

No. one of living in the city. Regional parks are ok. 

Areas available for recreational use for all county residents paid by 
county 

Park space should be distributed as nearly as possible in response to 
population and developed only minimally. People who want more than that 
can park districts and charge user fees. 

Would much rather see current parks maintained! Don't use the threat for 
more money to not take care of what we have! Don't know who's in charge 
now - but would to park the Columbia shore before it all 
com 

not city, 

on 

No. They need 
county. 

No. Maintain ones 

county. 

density of the area. 

annex. No urban services should be provided by the 
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No. Part of our the rationale for incorporating is that you pay for and then 
receive as parks, police, streets, etc. If you don't pay, you 
don't 

With help- and labor plan. 

Blue Lake and Oxbow are probably enough - too expensive to develop 
neighborhood parks in unincorporated areas and unfair, I suspect, to those 
of us in incorporated 

No. 
distri 

don't want to for county parks; ok if done as separate service 

Yes. If 
them. 

hborhood encourage and volunteer to monitor/help maintain 

No. Neighborhood parks are an urban service. Give that money to the 
cities. 

Undecided. Need more info. Who currently has that responsibility? 
There's no doubt that the city does a better job. 

No. Annexation will soon be complete. 

Parks are important to the quality of life. 

Very important to keep "green areas" there. 

No. Parks are a disgrace - booze - undesirable[s] - dope - prevail -
citizens who pay the bills can't even enjoy the park. 

Yes. Livability of Multnomah county incorporated areas and otherwise 
depends in part upon park systems. The cities could again be "billed" for a 
share of the costs based upon origins of the Multnomah county park users 
(i.e. the vast majority of users of the rural parks come from Portland and 
therefore it should help fund the county parks that alleviate stress on the 
Portland city parks. 

Undecided. Probably, but funding priorities would have to govern this 
after the appropriate allocation of all responsibilities between county and 
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cities. 

No. 
areas to 
to occur 

If 
own! 

No. 

if areas 

annexations of unincorporated 
for the park maintenance and improvements 

Your responsibility only countywide parks, 

a or organize and pay for their 

it 

No. an urban service. County should not tax residents of 
incorporated areas for programs and projects that primarily benefit those 
in unincorporated areas! 

should allow users of parks, by permit to 
How can non-profit organizations pay the new 

dollars for sponsorships only go so far .... you 
expect to eat your cake [sic]. 
too. 

are logical! 

With the population growing, more parks are needed to let 

Only to the extent that either necessary or desired by the 
neighborhood. Most neighborhoods I think would wish for the neighborhood 
park to be mostly left natural. 

No. 
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For people [to] to go and relax and enjoy themselves. 

We are 
Lake). 

our slowly reservations and have to pay (Blue 

Yes. Until a Metropolitan Area Park department can and is formed. This 
should include the marine type parks - launches - docks, etc. for 

on. 

Yes. Parks land may disappear quickly with more urban growth. County 
can be a participant and work with other groups and potentially use 
annexation power to develop parks belts, etc. 

No. Remember Resolution A? Parks are an urban service and are to be 
funded by the county only funds regional parks such as Blue 
Lake and Oxbow. 

Yes. Perhaps unincorporated "neighborhood associations" could provide 
some planning structure and labor. 

Only if no neighboring city will do 

No. County should only maintain neighborhood parks. 

county is the local government of the areas and should provide 
to enhance livability. Annexation of the whole county is not 

the answer to every fiscal problem. 

government responsible for unincorporated areas. 

Do it now before the land lost development. 

No. with Portland. 

No. with Portland. 

Contract with Portland. 
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No. 

No. with Portland. 

No. 

by planning with the 

would be if money were available. 

- but eventually the unincorporated area must be incorporated -
r.a.c::nnnsibility the municipalities. 

No. develop these. 

No. 

Yes. In consultation with incorporated cities to do so which may later 
annex the areas in question. 

Undecided. an object [sic]. Planning should be 
of unincorporated areas can change). 

and no. the people living in the questioned area. 

No. Only in existence. 

Only of Portland Urban Service Boundary. 

if they want these services. 

on funds, need, 
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Yes. And maintain. 

No. 
not 

only by resources available. 

all areas of county ~ 

areas. 

Yes. Parks are a vital need for kids and families. Blue Lake Park is an 
excellent Beautiful 

No. Those of us outside city areas do not have the population 
concentrations utilize park facilities efficiently, particularly 
considering the urban growth boundaries. 

Yes. for them. 

Undecided. Who will pay. 

More these are 

Yes. Open spaces are essential with continued rapid development. 

to the 

No. Neighborhood parks are a city service. 

No. Parks to preserve and enhance resources for entire county are ok -
there should not even be "unincorporated neighborhoods." 

Yes. Here maybe volunteer groups could be used. 

No. Your Been poorly maintained. Get out of the business. 

No. City parks are fairly well planned and maintained. 

No. In 
now, as 

If a this area -

of where they live - so do we elderly. 

county over 1 of the land space is in public hands 
area unincorporated county area, why have a 
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No. 

No. 

leveL 

regional) are urban services and 

ones you now have. 

over. 

areas 5 to 10 

neighborhood develop. County should coordinate. 

And 

F. AGING 

Should the cities and county share cost for 
providing services to seniors? 

are be provided by the county under Resolution A. 

with city limits or county-city boundaries. 

needy sen On balance there are more teenagers in poverty 

be handled at that 

more 

No. County in area. 

entity provide that are not state 
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supported (Med School) etc. or federally supported. 

upon 

No. County Resolution 

No. Already state and federally funded. 
No. Federal or state funds, administered by counties and apportioned 
according to population of elderly and disabled. Length of residency 

extent of services. 

No. and state care of that. Now doing fine. 

No. Eventually that cost should shift to the county while policing costs 
shift to the cities as the unincorporated areas become incorporated. 

No. Neither should in the welfare business. 

No. This should be a county function. Cities have enough problems to 
solve now! 

Until HB955 resolved by city and county. 

No. funds should pay. 

No. County funds should pay. 

No. County funds should pay. 

No. pay. 

No. County fu should pay. 

No. They so many services. If they frittered away their money 
when they were young, why ld people other than their children support 

now? 

Yes. If are not satisfied with a service, must provide for 
more/better service. 
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If not jointly funded, the level of service will be lower. If the cities 
(the admin are with then a county service from 
county 

No. Th 

No. 
serv 

n 

federally funded. 

ly the county to pay for these 

Undecided. Someone to decide what the county property tax should 
go for, and perhaps lower the rate for residents of cities with tax bases 
of th r own. 

No. Once again we are back to resolution AI In that agreement, Multnomah 
county agreed to fund human and the cities to fund urban 

Th a human and must be funded solely by the county. 

Yes. Cities host senior centers for the "young-elderly" or the healthy old. 
County has primary nsibility for the old-old, Medicaid, etc. - long-

rm care programs. ities should be assessed for foster home 
care/nursing home care inspections which county provides. Trade-offs in 

uld be monitored so dollar values can be tracked between 
jurisdictions. be allowed to "end" senior service programs. 

No. County should pay. 

Again - I are county all should be treated equally. 

Some ru and regu take care of cities. County takes 
care of the county. 

senior earned their rights to 

No. should be and federal. 

Undecided. Most funding for aging federal so who captures the 
min percentage academic. 

More duplication of services (hopefully). 
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Yes. They are in 
incomes are h 

Yes. Unified agency 

- use your resources. These citizens on fixed 

more clout. 

No. Senior services are a social service responsibility. Such 
responsibilities are the county's. 

No. A county concern. 

No. Whomever provides the service should pay for it - but only one 
government provide the service. 

Undecided. What services? Should be coordinated with City of Portland 
Another good job for the county. 

No. County responsible for senior services. Since again 90°/o of the 
county in the and your role is county wide senior services, you 
should pay alone. 

No. People receive human services, not cities. The costs should be met 
out of the tax base levy of the responsible governmental activity. I feel 
this should be Multnomah county. 

Yes. Only for those seniors in unincorporated areas should Multnomah 
county decide to participate.. Its Aging Services Division is less suited in 
incorporated areas manage. Cities and state should pay heavily for 
senior 

No. Again human services should be provided by the county. 

Majority of seniors live in city, pay for services to the city. 

Undecided. Again what kind of money are we talking? Why not also 
include the federal and governments, tool 

No. Isn't 
county. 

a county-wide human service? Should be provided by the 
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commun - cut out political b.s. 

No. city 

should pay for those senior 

it can 

No. [I 

can be provided. 

base - the cities expand on that if they No. 
wish. funding should be distributed accordingly. 

The 
like a trap. 

Undecided. 
them to give 

are not 

No. a 

were one so open ended as to 

tried to cut funding for senior services - who 
a helping hand? 

limited in either city or county, they are in both. 

priority "human . the county provides. 

No. This county's responsiblity according to Resolution A. 

Unified with Area Agency on Aging. 

No. Frankly, I think too much time, money and bureaucracy spent on 
sen - they abdicated responsibility for themselves because of 
this. 

- no 

No. This comes under the human heading assumed by the county 
under the 

Where money from!? 
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No. one source whether 

all concerned. 

Consolidate and let one budget serve all. 

given - and continue to 
as they are able. [Sic]. 

or federal. 

be an asset in general for 

- valuable services as long 

No. county should provide as of human resources. 

No. Let each group care for their own area. 

Let each take care of their own. 

No. Soma churches could do a better job on a more individual basis. They 
also could fund raising to support 

Yes. We must all contribute to the welfare of our seniors. They deserve 
it! 

No. the handle 

Yes. They paid 
them. 

dues to both, so both should share in taking care of 

No. All people in the U>S> have an opportunity to prepare for old age. If fad 
money is not enough, families of same should coma up with needed help. 
We must start making all people more responsible and self-sufficient. 

No. Countywide service from countywide taxes. 

Yes. Definitely!!! transferred responsibility a few years ago and not 
want to transfer all financial liability - not part of the bargain!! {Sic]. 

Yes. Until stable funding source is secured. 

Yes. provide ; counties pay for the rest. 
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G. In your opinion, where might the county 
save $$$? 

in for 
work from 

Portland. 

, I see one man working and 

1. 
Metro 

as legally possible: all programs, agencies, etc. into 
duplication. 2. Reduce the number of 

Do away with Metro MSD combine some departments. There are too 

some to control costs at a 

by reporting directly to county commissioners. 

see that a full day's pay is actually 
for a full day's work. County road crew is too lax in work efforts, crews 
seem (and when a job 
done Stark Street Bridge). 

it to states and 2. Tum roads 
over to your staff needs in transportation as well as 

areas. 3. Let and ESD provide 
your $ on fewer, better funded 
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priorities. Don't try to be everything. Learn to "no." 

and 

Coordinated 
dupli n. 

to take in all basic police 
and stop the piecemeal overlapping of services. 

county and the 

planni 
assure staying in 

people as a private industry would to 

all property and dollars wherever possible and legal from drug 
"Joh of the bu never seems to 

improve. It get bigger and bigger. 

more to Metro. 

Put road maintenance work and repairs up for public bid. 

I do a lot of volunteering and you can't expect us to do more - paying upper 
administration too much for work they do. 

We think 
are trying 
up after 

""""'"'T"" too much 
support many 

and money on the human services. You 
You even pay people to clean 

Watch for plicating of services with cities, but let final decisions be 
by county for county, not the that ignore the 

unincorporated areas. 

Hard to Should independent study to evaluate efficiency, 
work being done necessary? Overlap, extra paperwork. 
should be able to manage the money efficiently. 

End du n of Contract out for services too spendy in-
house. rid of most administrative positions - we're too top-heavy. 

coordinate restitution of law breakers. Keep retirees working part 
time, but with pension, Give to businesses who "loan" 
professionals (like United Way does) who can plan, create new methods 
and Let people make more by vote and eliminate a 
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lot bu 

- as 

consolidation - try 
day anyhow. 

Multnomah 

requirements for county citizen 
a good 

load of a state wide program. Why should the county pay 
for problems that came into our area from outside the county, put in some 

up the criminals and bring back mandatory sentences 
- we law and order. 

to 3. duplication of services 

Road 

When and city cooperate as if they were 
payi the bill, we will save money. Example - putting in 
services in proper order like Burnside sewer before paving - before light 
rail. 

nate 

stated, cut frivolous expenditu apparent overmanning of 

Human are a need, not a local problem. They should be 
ly funded to the local area administration on the basis of total 

people served locally as a percentage of the national problem. That way 

Admin 
(taking 

ld get equal benefit and no local taxing body 
fl 

and supplies, travel and use of county cars 
and doing all other driving). 

woman 
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don't waste any more than a snap decision would! {Sic]. 

Get rid of waste! And corruption. Too many relatives on the take. Example 
-e new methods of building are ignored because some political 
figures' relatives own the gravel pits. Etc. [Sic]. 

Reduce the county commissioners to 3 people/3 days per week or merge 
with county completely. 

duplication and provided by other jurisdictions. 

hten our belts. So many people should be supporting 
themselves. It's a shame able bodied people sit and take help - I'm 70 -
work 3-4 a week - volunteer - I was left a widow at age 23 - a baby 
3 months and a three-year old - but I went to work - supported them and 
myself and have money in the bank. I'll never need anyone to support me. 
That was during the Depression, too. 

bureaucracy. 

Eliminate about 90o/o of the bureaus and any operations that overlap each 
authority (or would like to) [sic]. Quit paying out thousands of 

dollars to outside firms for planning and studies. Certainly there are 
people right here in Oregon who are just as capable and also would have 
first hand knowledge [of] a given situation. 

Metro services appear to be another layer of government that could be 
handled by the county and thereby eliminate the duplication. 

one of your jobs? 

Social 

Workfare (like the old WPA, etc.) people who receive monies for 
themselves from tax coffers do work for municipal improvements and 
such. County saves money, recipients have pride (not just a handout) and 
taxpayers money better 

City and county should - have only one government. 
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Before handing over recipients should clean litter or do 
rm of commun wh m up some u 

to there of small 
all out and wonder how much they 

on or them 
out. 

idate 

between Metro and county. 

to work like 
Seattle 

n/ our city 
Too many chiefs. 

in departments. If the director and supervisors can't 
witho , you be looki the 

you Most are incompetent. [Sic]. 

out the deadwood. 

more efficient personnel. 

course. Coordinate the services/committees we 
more efficiently. Stop forming new committees which duplicate 

or 

from people convicted of misdemeanors, drug 
driving, public etc. 

held by county or wherever funds 
reaches 

regional government and/or 

- kids do not all the frills that they have 
who can afford them for frills. In 

for their uniforms and accessories. The 
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kids should taught the basics: reading, writing and arithmetic - not golf 
and weaving. 

More 

to 

If the county were run like a private I'm quite sure it would be 
r commissioners are not business more costly. 

people. 

City/county consolidation. Intergovernmental reements. Restructuring. 

Cut your staff and your outlay for every little thing. Put more welfare 
to work at wage, help wanted signs are all over town with no 

takers. 

I don't think the county does an effective job of getting and using 
If my own personal is indicative of how it is done, 

probably terrible. (11 years ago I applied to serve on some 
volunteer boards - 3 times as I recall - I have never been asked to serve 
on any board except a few months ago I was asked to work on some kind of 
board for aging. Does the county want volunteers? I don't think so). 

Find ways for recipients to give back services to the county [sic]. 

1. Work with churches. Work with high schools in putting our youth to 
work. 3. Most important put people jail to work, use 
their labor for road work, maintenance of parks, etc. 

Avoid turf battles, duplication of services, fraud by recipients, high 
standard of performance by employees, reasonable user fees. 

Vol 
views. 

with n and staffing with long term 

Keep fringe benefits within reason for employees, they are out of line. 
Really watch where money is being spent on Human Services. 

Coordinate according to input factors, i.e. location, income, age, 
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Avoid 

overlap with oversight of independent planner -

now will save money 

i.e. city pol - co 

produce. 

consolidation of planning, consolidation 
providing services. 

on land only u;<!.A'I;;;..., on buildings). Th 
reduce urban sprawl, land property 

and , and 
department! 

Avoid d with the state and city or divide responsibility 
in a coordinated effort to duplication. 

ink county 

Tough 
I 

some of 

already amputated 

- all cities, county have perks not 
low them to escape IRS, that the working 

men where 2 would do - like one grader or 
- dumb, dumb, dumb. You sitters could get up and 

of the property tax isn't all that big. You now have 
[i 

and their 

Do more contracting out of evaluation and accountability 
for private 
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Health No deductible rd th day and age. No private 
afford 

Better Reduce 

Demanding a maximum performance level from all employees with 

use consultants of every issue - county employees should have 
knowledge and ability to plan - they are being paid enough! 

If our representatives in Salem were more creative they would just look 
across the river to see the advantages brought forth by Washington's 
system of and thereby gaining valuable insight as to the funding 
problems. 

Those who are su to ng time in jail could be under 
supervision and working in place of being out on bail. 

Through attrition reduce your employees by 50°/o. 

Get rid of D and it under districts. 

bu 

Elimination of redundancies and establishing "responsibility assistance" 
temporary 

Quit wasting taxpayer money trying to do something for people that do not 
want help. {Sic]. 

Have pie race ng unemployment or on welfare work for the 
city/county/state each week for at least one day. 

The county should either disband the county commissioners and most 
county agencies and the cities handle government or have one 
county/city government. For starters, the county commissioners should 
be on a voluntary basis such as school boards presently are. 
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who use pay 

If save county money. If 
a few dollars. 

work project - mentally ill: use volunteers. 

in 
and 

by eliminating the department of justice services administration 

office where they 

could use 

old 
opportunity for too much 
day, I a crew 

sitting or standing! 

We are 
method 

if work 

under the D.A. office and Sheriff's 
presented at Charter Review 

would save $400,000 - why 

of retired people volunteers. 

inefficiency, the larger the entity the more 
management, paper work, slow action, etc. One 
7 near home, two working, two moving, and 

If crews could be honest, they could tell you they 

would be much of a money saver, but 
enhanced There's already lots of good 

of benefitted areas. 

It can only spend dollars as 
and logic dictate. 

to be. Many times the only 
by hiring and ing. 

or Reduce commissioner 
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staff. Make sheriff appointed. Reduce services provided in unincorporated 
areas ru 

Would 
budget, I some 

Use those people on work 
youth, like 

If more people 

the county reviewing 

programs - provide work programs for 

organizations, some county 

An office countywide whose primary function was to solicit and involve 
citizens in their local areas for work in the county departments that serve 
that hborhood. Our retirement and professional population as well as 
county youth are underutilized as volunteers in routine county operations. 
Th office ld name local volu coordi within identifiable 

volu to 

Based upon admittedly incomplete information, believe the county could 
save substantial money in its Sheriff operation and road operation, and 
any other operations where the county clinging to providing urban-type 

uni areas. , I county could have 
money in assumption of library , but instead to 

the into other program areas. Ultimately, if services were 
rationally allocated between the county and the cities, the tax bases of 
each entity might need adjustment. This may only happen in the 
millennium, or, rt of that, under a radical restructuring of existing 

unty/reg nal govern 

Stop building up patrol and out of the urban services 
business. r county-wide are: human services including health, 
youth, seniors; and corrections; taxes and assessments; animal 
control; I 

bet - disband; over to city of Portland for 
in n. city of Portland and 

Multnomah cou who's ng to do what so that operations are not 
duplicated. Do not allow Metro's hands on anything! Unless City of 
Portland and Multnomah County both disband, then give them control of all 
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of it. 4. rid of both Multnomah county government and Metro; have 
City of Portland admin entire Metro area! 

Try to get out of where they don't belong - have the 
responsibilities, i.e. policing, parks, roads. 

answer without budget 

Cut down on the number of management positions. Try to lessen the 
influence of lobbying and the political climate. Cut the tremendous waste 
of taxpayers' $ on and mismanagement = probably corruption! 

Eliminate studies where previous studies have already been done and more 
citizens vote referendums on matters where large expenditures are 
needed. Also by coordinating with the state and city so we may operate 
Oregon one large city through cooperation with all people involved. 

Multnomah county presently must be one of the largest land holders in the 
county. Over seventy buildings are maintained for various departments. 

in my opinion for a government facing a budgetary shortfall. 

Every bureau of county should be evaluated by an expert efficiency 
organization to recommend savings. 

By taking free lu from the commissioners and those who work for 
the city [sic]. Such as free stamps and free stationery and pay their own 

All non-profit groups need to be notified with info on what they can do. 
Someone should be assigned to work on this - mail copies to all granges in 
Multnomah county - will pass info. 

If question was p [aging - as an example -
millions of dollars. 
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commissioner's 
level of in 

work release. 
juveniles. 

Lower police staffing. Stop providing an urban 
unincorporated. More use of state-match strategy. 
a fee for be paid after release, or with 

more property with drug offenses, i.e. parents of 

county must live up to its agreement in resolution A and cut urban 
services. The county commission should also cut their staffs and 
themselves become either part-time or unpaid. 

Contract out park and road maintenance. Structure county civil service 
for short-term employment, especially for salaried planners, clerical and 
manageriaL Service at one level government should not be a career. 

The county 
Resolution 

ouid stop activities it is supposed to be out of per 

Multnomah county should close 50o/o of its' buildings, consolidate services 
and reduce costs initially this way. Next county should hire an efficiency 
(industrial Engineer) to find and cut the areas of waste, by first finding 
the problem areas, then ask citizens if they agree. 

administrative staff. Increase efficiency by less hiring of 
inefficient cronies to head departments and other major organizations. 
Less subsidy of Portland urban services. Expend county funds on county 
s 

Less political appointments and more hiring of efficient qualified 
personnel. Administrative staff is too large. 

Consolidate police and fire departments. Levy fines and confiscate 
property until fines are paid. 

sheriff office. Contract with 

with 

109 



In 

Demand a private business that wants to compete 
have enough waste and 

Now the time has come to work 

of 

sure what 

own add up big 

property taxed proportion to value conferred upon it by 
of roadways, but that money should not for public roads. 

All of should borne by users. 

Hire an efficiency 
elimi 

power pressures. 

to study each job for time studies. If job not 
One that can not be bribed or allergic to high 

rid of coffee pots in offices. 

sheriff's patrol budget unincorporated area to only rural patrol. 

difficult most of us do not know what available. 

provided or the urban area. For 
deal primarily with citizenry of urban 

have the to support them. 

never seen an growth expenditures over timG 
per unit or No government agency 

for some mysterious reason. 

question. 

law services, 
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most other health and human services should be handled by the state for 
broader 

County should focus on countywide services that benefit all taxpayers and 
eliminate services that benefit only people in unincorporated areas. End 
the urban tax 

Quit wasti $ on classification studies and the like! 

By eliminating city type services in the unincorporated area. 

Eliminate all services which are not desired by a majority of people or 
that are 

1. Show us your budget, in depth, specifically, and we'll tell you. 2. 
Convince us you have our best interest at heart. 3. Those that are not 
productive are gone. 4. Address manhours/service and go from there. 

Make all unincorporated areas part of the nearest city and do away with 
county government altogether. 

In church groups - asking local business men to support fund ra1smg - In 
scouts, Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts and Camp could help with some of 
the senior 

We you people to do a good job. includes taking care of the tax 
payers money in every respect. Treat our money as if it was your own. 

1. out of abortion business. 2. Cut way back on animal control. 

Cut the urban levels of services to the unincorporated areas. 

Avoid duplication all down the line. Do efficiency checks on 
administrators and rks. 

Productivity and manpower audits by outside professionals. 

By having volunteer services. It would allow people to gain experience, 
plus qualified to have on the job training which would better equip them in 
the job market, etc. 
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Consolidating government would cut costs. Taxes are higher each year for 
Why pay and volunteer service at same 

ing lly. All 
overall planning as to dollars and priority. 
- city and 

with city and 

as 

highway in the unincorporated 

No until a job 
duplication of services. Stop travel trips. 

and not a favored company or relative. 
you wish to don't 

Unknown budget 

Beyond just volunteer the county can save money by involving 
in and other 

thi s. 

I'm sure. 

money forth for ADC and welfare while retaining senior help. Cut 
down number people who move here because Multnomah 
cou 

the graft of ment. 

ubling. "Welcome to phone book 
I'd with that, pare it down. The city should provide 

parks - infrastructure things • 
a chance) Police #1 and keep the dogs 

and The county should see to welfare (list names in paper) jails .. 
Boy, th tough. you provide 

they feel things from the 
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system and use their money to buy their "wants" instead. Need tends to 
teach what really important in life. Getting most of your wants tends 
to make us and dissatisfied, wanting more. State oversee or 
guidelines 

Unacceptable overhead - 5 men watching a man work on crews. Making 
prisoners pay their own way in every way feasible. Tearing up a street 
and ng it 3 times instead of doing it all at once. Coordinating. 
Revolving door law - paying to the same person picked 
up time and again. 

I would assume the county attempting to do everything as cost 
effective as so there probably isn't a great amount of money to 
saved. 

Work harder. to. If I could work, I sure would. 

Ill. TIME FRAME 

If the results of this survey indicate new service 
directions for the County, should these be started 
in the 1991 budget? 

If possible. 

At least enough money to put the plans together. 

Yes. If you have the time. 

No. Planning should started for this. 

Why wait? 

Undecided. Please allow enough time to think through all the 
ramifications before putting any budget. 

Planning. 

No. soon and 1 
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No. the planning time should be extended until the 1992~93 

We 

areas 
continues. 

No. soon -

No. on 

No. As before -

u 

we need adequately administered old 

the longer the 
and the longer the waste of taxpayer money 

time for further input (1992). 

government, not more. 

the bottom line. 

No. Probably too soon. 

plan. If 1991 good - then, 

Undecided. The 1 budget would probably be more realistic. 

what doing now - then move on to new agendas. 

if they money or 

given to the overall impact. Enough 

city-county renegotiated enough to include any 
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Yes. One year planning and getting input from citizens should be 
[plentiful], which enable to [a] 

Unless it causes changes that are too complicated in the time 
span. 

Yes. Oregon 
be. 

already second in all states in taxes - this should not 

No. Do away with more government - we can't afford it. 

But don't plan on coming to the people for more $. Your house in 
order, of you still need funding go to the state surplus. 

Start cutting back on sheriff patrols and shift $ to human services. 

Multnomah county needs to encourage annexations and hold the Resolution 
A line to complete new city boundaries to urban services boundary both on 
the westside and eastside per agreement. 

Soon as possible with efficiency expert in each bureau. 

Yes. After public on survey findings. 

Yes. Sure. 

No. What "new services"? Something else to line bureaucrats' pockets? 

Yes. Only the services of the Ind. Engineer to find areas of wasteful 
expenses. 

Undecided. I would need to see the results before I could decide. 

Undecided. Clearly planning and [illegible] in new programs takes time; 
county should lobby and work closely with elected state 
senators/representatives to get maximum revenues from the state. If 
revenues appear to be a problem for next year now, county should act to 
restrict current spending, institute a hiring freeze (or require top 
management approval for vacancies) - the final quarter of the current 
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No. No 

over those programs 
spending should 

year a 

- wh will 

so. 

time that the county inform the people of the 
The people may not perceived 

1991 budget 
plan. [Sic]. 

be decided on and 

can work and do it right. 

Probably 

ld reflect the county re-commitment to 
and fulfilling your county-wide service 

As explained 
of a reliable for 

my cover letter, I 
of any action. 

never be delayed. Even if only on a pilot or 
should be given consideration this year. 

were 

Yes. It's about time to implement efficiency resource allocation between 
county. 

but I a how 

116 



th survey will to sound, enlightened budget ideas. This survey is 
too mpl point of being difficult to intelligently answer. 
wonder if those might find it to respond to are aware of such 
thing as rporated," "unincorporated", that all pay county taxes while 
those in the also pay city taxes, that most human services are 
directed toward who are lower income and that much of the $$ 
for comes from the and feds, , etc. 

better. 

That on it 

More time needed to plan. 

No. Th survey ht have been sent with position papers for more 
informed decisions. 

An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure. 

If new are considered they should be subject to approval of 
voter with clear information as to how they will be taxed for it. 

No. Don't 
ic]. 

on "new" 

sooner 

County population growth does justify it 

Undecided. When the services can started without raising taxes then 
and only then should they be 

Before you even any answers you are already trying to find out how 
you can more money! 
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Multnomah county 
on 

survey are biased and all survey are 
survey. you resign having 

Only elected, paid representatives. 

IV. HAVE WE LEFT ANYTHING OUT? 

Additional comments, suggestions, concerns: 

but there virtually nothing for mentally 
ill 

are already too high. I think too much money 
and too much graft. 

don't have any confidence that 

should be expanded! 

absolutely 

No more 
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Stop dupl of where possible. 

Contract with of 

duplication of Contract (where possible) with cities. 

Stop duplication of Contract with where possible. 

Stop duplication of services. Contract with cities where possible. 

This survey so poorly designed you will not get any useful information 
from it. 

You people really should be ashamed. I have never seen anything quite so 
self-serving purporting to be an objective questionnaire. For shame, 

shame. 

How the provision of ambulance transport by Metro, servicing the tri 
county area. 

This ambiguous and political and a waste of citizens' money. You are 
going do what you want anyway. 

Too many committees to study problems before they begin to solve them. 

Control over destructive children in district. 

I would like to see a metropolitan government covering the whole area to 
prevent duplication police, social services and firemen. 

You sure did! You left out or omitted any referral to Resolution A. 

What about 
elections? 

of for 

eliminated duplication. Operate 

Keep the before people. 
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a 

I am low 

Thank 

If 
[In 

my 

on my utility without my !! 

hborhood ns for distribution? 

even input well r 

nity an 

k Howatt letter - in attached 

instrument ever 

then answer questions. 

carry out Resolution A avo duplication of 

- property payers 

toward regional government. 

us nd, the reply envelope? 
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Yes, the county should be looking at 
police business - concentrating on 

role - getting out of the road and 
- charter reform to pay 

we can attract good people. commissioners a I"O'.:llen 

County services and operating expenses need to be drastically reduced. 
Lack of management has made the county a pitiful excuse of government 
as well as a waste of taxpayer money. I believe incorporated cities are 
doing a much better job for the money county does. 

Stop telling us what we can or can't do with our property. We moved to 
the country to get away from all th regimentation. The LCDC is an 
economic for the State of Oregon. And take the spotted owl and 
stuff it. 

County should follow through on resolution "A'. If county areas want 
services like those provided in incorporated urban areas, and are willing 
to tax to provide those I would not oppose providing 

At one I worked for both city and county. When I worked for city 
health department there was waste in money and time and materials 

politics involved. When county took over the health department, 
there was good nursing and health teaching and more emphasis on 
bookwork, goals brown and time spent in meetings. 

The problems of county/Portland city/other cities/public services need to 
coordi and planned as one unit with one governing 

authoritative/administrative agency. Duplication of se confused 
boundaries and the like need to be eliminated. Promises made by the 
county are being ignored as Portland/Gresham extend their limits. 
Agreements be kept by new coordinating units. This a serious 
matter - one that alienating many citizens and groups. The biggest 
confusion is that no one wants more and new services won't come 
without new Please consider moving to a unified county/city unit 
that covers I Multnomah county and that currently have their 
government in Multnomah county. what Indianapolis did 
fifteen years ago. 

I would 
look 

city threats in an process. Also 
instead of drooling over the new tax 
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ordinance only 
city anyway. 
"Wilkes.'' - Letter 

believe 
of 

We could 

could 

If the offender 

us - what 
you do it 

legislation 

county!!! reduced in the 
considered moving to Vancouver and 

Portland. If we 

closing hospitals, requiring ~ 

more to have 
that instead!!! The city 
property prostitution, 

be cut down so and sales of 
the prog If parks are 

We have them at Blue Lake and 
will kill other with rocks, 

ways kill someone. The gun 
from the lawful. That's not a job for the 

of comments included in exhibits entitled 
you for letting us blow off steam and tell 

we want - - etc. Hope we don't 
!II] 

ld only pertain to county issues and not 
as gun control. 

if we had a death sentence for 
should be shot here and now. Plus we 

a hard look at 

are not taking care of their children by 
rnu.llnl"'l concern in this area [Centennial]. 

held out hope for more steamlined 
it been a and a fraud. 

and 

live than the people who do not break 
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the law, people are going to quit caring. People live more crowded, have 
less food, no entertainment on the outside than our offenders do -
something to be done. We jail the anti-abortion people 
(in jail) but not drug pushers, etc. Somewhere the law has broken down. I 
work to help people but sometimes, when I can see the abuse of the 
system, I wonder, people who are proud and most in need get no help while 
the users get everything. Because I belong to a volunteer group some of 
the paid groups are too slow to respond with answers to questions we ask. 
I know they are busy but then so are we [sic]. 

county should explain to its why it should continue to exist. 
a. Just to serve the unincorporated areas? b. Just for nostalgia? c. Just 
for land-related services, including all roads, zoning and sewers? Choose 
a role, negotiate it with cities and Metro and sell it to the citizens. 

"County Visions" covers this same general area of county services and 
should not be put on the shelf, but used. Citizen participation was county­
wide and comprehensive in the "County Visions" process. 

See Resolution A before next survey. City-county consolidation maybe 
answer to future growth problems. 

The primary to Multnomah county of schools which have 
been disregarded in th survey. Money saved from discontinuing urban 
services might be directed to expanding and improving educational 
systems. Much as I like Dennis Buchanan, his urban subsidy was a myth 
and the economical PSA survey he used to support the myth was academic 
cretinism. The true subsidy goes from unincorporated county to the urban 
areas. 

Use interstate computers. Get adequate computer control of car license 
numbers. The police need to control traffic, trucks, improper equipment 
on car thefts, hit and run, running red lights, pedestrian safety. 

It would be nice if there could be a Tri-Met community evening door-to­
door van so many of us could attend cultural, political, community 
sponsored hearings and events. It, of course, would have a fare schedule. 
You would have a crowd. 

nk we and by the 
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Many of 

determine 

We live in 
us about 1 

ht we 
on us. 

be are not aware of 
And they are paying more for them than 

in the family 
lowered by 

to handle additional 
I can see 

as area and not 

on human road repair/maintenance. 
protection are in city 

unincorporated areas. 

outside a tri-met 
butt into the 

stop and fine each 
we would have 

hinge on the of urban services of a few 
How you answer the question of what urban services will 

what Multnomah county will do. 

Multnomah county and are going on sewer which will cost 
5 thousand much as our first house). We don't think it's 

pay for the industrial area and they make the money 

More coordination ill, old poor, homeless, etc. by: 1. 
Working with 

A more 

It 

Vincent de Paul, Goodwill, 
in working with juveniles. 

follow the line of 
the more we 

No amount ever enough, 

Over the last 40 
on poverty, the more 

the freeloaders keep crying 
we 

poverty we 
for more! more. Stick original government. 

stupidly 
uns). What kind 

No more .,..,T&, .. , 

now only 

people office. 
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It is interesting that Gladys McCoy form completed and yet she 
will not with the Sheriff's CBAC committee even after them 
spending many hours on county business. 

There are areas such as youth (others) causing problems for property 
owners (others) and very little being done to stop or control Another 
area that of gangs and the control of them. 

Why has it taken so long to find a place to lock up criminals in this state? 
Surely we don't need new prisons with tv's and better living quarters than 
many people, who pay the bills, are enjoying. Criminals need punishment, 
not rewards for what they are doing. We need swift action to show the 
crimi we will not tolerate their bad behavior in our society. 

We need a central city-county government to eliminate service 
duplication. The rural area would need to be represented better. 
Assurance of meaningful say in matter would need to be worked out. 

The Multnomah county sheriff's office needs to be expanded to provide 
interjurisdictional services such as narcotics and other sting operations, 
community policing, etc. 

Police and jails should be emphasized over human services. If you 
don't soon protect your citizens they won't have any money or property to 
tax or any life to live and to vote for you. It like living in a war zone. 
No one needs human services if they don't or can't live like a normal human 
being in their home and neighborhoods. 

You'll never get the truth you're looking for because too many people run 
scared. My husband works for (or is a "friend of") some ("crook") and I 
don't dare tell you my feelings and concerns for fear it will hurt my 
husband - or his job! Good luck - someone trying. 

The special needs of no Multnomah county for additional police 
patrols must be considered, since this becoming a heavy use area with 
the Columbia Gorge Scenic area legislation. Special concern should be 
given to restricting development of Sandy River. 

don't that the urban subsidy 
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very 
to be ignored. 

a complete of 
ing in 

out forms or talk to elected officials 
anything to be elected and elected, have 

taxpayer for everything 

document I have ever seen. The average 
enough info to answer this properly, so you will get 

Those with a interest and some knowledge can 

I co the effort 
seems the government 

Quit wasting 
problem. 

those with little knowledge or 

the county for opening an ear a time when it 
doing what it thinks the people want. 

and that have no real impact on 
cr..-."'"'"'T ordinance - standing garbage - a 

The various departments should come together, and stop going off on an 
ego trip, which some department heads over middle management do. If 
only humans would combine their effects [sic] collectively, we could be 
far and 

A dedicated survival of the un-fittest guarantees that it will 
become a society of the unfit. this really the legacy we want to leave 
to 

I forgot county commissioners - vote three in. 
large. new blood. Do away with county executive. 

everything - why we need [sic] executives? 

From county at 
County's giving 

Stop I'm tired of paying 
corrections are a rn<:><:!C' 

my county for yow 
back sliding. you need to fix it 

County ld do everything it can to get annexations done. I'm tired of 
having my county pay for for only a few people. End the 
urban subsidy. 
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are 
and higher 
for the 

having more government employees. 
you more ment 

If you don't stop th nonsense, we will all 
with no one to pay for 

What you 
employees 

working 

We in Argay were annexed into the city. We should have been 
lowed to vote on that. This was definitely an action without 

representation people. I feel it was to push the sewers through. 

All county commissioners should be elected county-wide - with district 
residence requi Citizen Involvement Committee: Multnomah 
county has been converting focus from public safety to human services, 
and giving money to Portland and Gresham to promote annexation. This 
effort to reduce county by taking money away from the sheriff 
has created an in crime accompanied by an increased demand for 
human Or: increased services for a few, a growing number, 
caused many. All nee citizens started 
electing our sheriff - countywide. 

Th questionnaire very misleading in it never mentions Resolution 
A, nor does it mention the cities in the county as service deliverers. To 
use questionnaire legi[ti]mately [sic], you needed to list all service 
options, not the ones given. 

The proposals - and question answers are - in many instances - decades 
downstream. New ones will come forth from day to day to be tied in if and 
when serving ry comes about. 

We need a shelter for our homeless so we can continue supporting th 
project. We were working out a rustic inn. [W]ith all the bad publicity 
given, it so nations: food, clothing, It broke our 

[T]he hurt the most, are people with nothing. I pray this 
does not become policy. 

The people will refute the 
in [one] way or another, 
clean city and govern 

on this But it will catch everybody 
fair. We have [to] pay some if we want a 

Multnomah county 
roads, etc. to 

been short-changing citizens since gtvmg away 
City of Portland, and giving money to the cities to 
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promote annexation. 

Multnomah county was considered at the least "good" by residents just a 
few years Since going into an aggressive annexation mode the 
perception eroded considerably I believe. I think about time that 
the Multnomah County Commissioners take a look where they been 
and determine whether they wish to continue on the present path toward 

, into ultimate dissolution, as an effective entity. 

One year term for board members (state, city, county). This way the 
people elected will do their very because of limited time. Also, the 
long range will be considered more because the elected officials know 

they are only for a short time. Also, inefficient people will not be 
,....,.,~,t"t to do too much damage in the short time allotted to them. 

Further examination of the city/county of Indianapolis Plan should be 
undertaken. 

The role of the City of Portland . streets and other public ways; sanitary 
and stormwater sewers; police protection; parks and recreation; water 
supply; planning and zoning; building and subdivision control; nuisance 
control and abatement. 

We need more jails, for both adults and juveniles and more drug treatment 
centers. We also need more police officers and prosecutors. For far too 
long you have neglected the criminal justice system, the expense of 
county residents. 

This a poorly designed, misleading survey whose results should be 
disqualified and not used for the of a survey. 

The need for cooperation and foresight, one person (e.g. McCoy) could see 
restricted by others without courage, vision, etc. 

We the following: 1. Police head for city county. One road 
department under one director. 3. One county board of directors for city 

county. One purchasing department in county and city. 

Taxpayers are not getting their money's worth out of a lot of departments 
because there too much doubletalk and dilly dallying around - instead of 
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getting rid 
a bunch of 

running government like a 
people 

instead of 

1 am concerned over the civil pensions for top management; there 
should be a limit on some of these. Recently the ity of Portland will 
have to pay firemen and police $40,0000 a year. I say a $25,000 limit 
should apply. 

and animal control. Are agencies (and other 
important ones) receiving enough funds to do the job? 

Restructure Metro area governments with strong metro government with 
10-20 cities of approximately equal size that combine the functions of 
city, county and school district supported by taxes on land only! 

Inadequate housing, housing assistance for low income people. Need more 
HUD and PHA assistance funds - change current rules to meet the need 

on income, disability, etc. 

Multnomah county needs to focus on mandated services and not try to be 
the repository for all human services needs, especially those not met by 
surrounding counties and 

older people in Multnomah county are having a tough time surviving in 
times. They higher property like they need holes in their 

heads. 

An type survey an imposition on citizens. 1. it takes time 
to answer and 2. It requires that the citizen pay 25 cents for a stamp! 
Now don't laugh as I'm 

Consider increased county tax on pu of gas, oil, lotto tickets, 
tobacco and alcoholic beverages to raise funds for libraries and other 
countywide Also consider on guns and ammunition to pay for 
fire arms safety and 

Be aware of the unincorporated areas of the county and their needs. There 
is more to the county than Portland and Gresham. This remembered at 
tax time but not when it to to these areas. 
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planning 
be done through 
I think it vitally important to 

on par with the sheriff 
operated through j 

departments. 

to 
of 
I think 

I of my 
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maintain a 
and D.A. 
ld not 

destroyed one of the most professional 
the country. You do not see any corruption in 
you your trust your law enforcement 

agency, you the most powerful and supportive requirement a 
county or city can provide. We need ti strengthen and add more officers to 
our I "Columbia because I wanted my 
law the Multnomah Cou office, 
not Portland police. 

Quit 

down as an 

county, and state problems and 
the and they cannot be 

order all of the 
to a must be responsible 

are a part. By the same token, all counties to 
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the Portland City Commission. None of us can function completely 
alone. We need other! Otherwise, it won't work. 

Focus on the use of civic groups that sometimes search for a worthy 
project. Challenge them to each adopt an otherwise county funded project 
and make it their priority project (i.e. a Lion's Club for one park's 
maintenance, an American Legion Post for baseball, etc.) The number of 
non-profit groups staggering and their resources phenomenal. A 
personal note anyone who can help, County Bridge maintenance: The 
Sauvie Island bridge rapidly deteriorating! Its end by Highway 30 is 
crumbling daily. Stranding the Islanders, although a major inconvenience 
and economic hardship, will be only one side effect of further neglect. 
The 300,000 other county residents that tour the island annually will also 
lose a valuable source of recreation areas. Help! 

County should consider options to contract out certain services - i.e. data 
processing, telecommunications if these offer a less expensive and more 

way do business. Developing more efficient organizations -
greater spans of control, examining retirement and attrition and 
developing apprenticeship and career ladders to cover. 

I had an occasion call human services on a child abuse case and 
certainly was given a royal run around. Only advice I got was from the 
sheriff's office. I don't think much of an agency who says we can't do 
anything about that, call someone and "some one else" says the same 
thing. 

Metro been several times. There should not be a Metro. This is 
unnecessary. Cost is overlapping and duplicate operations, counties, 
cities should be able to handle all issues with the state if necessary to 
resolve what they can't at a charge (incentive). Overall cost of 
government too high. Be efficient, reduce overhead, reduce paid sick 
leave unless validated as a major , accident, etc. and vacation. 
Taxpayers are "overtaxed", now. 

, the basics, roads, education, police protection. I feel that special 
interest has drawn local government attention away from the original 
responsibilities of a local government. In my work and neighborhood I 
hear talk of taking the law into one's own hands. With our t.v.'movies, 
wild Rambo ity you might course that might take. 
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broken every three or four 
ly take your report, period. 

Not fault, 

unincorporated areas of the county. We 
none 

mal that come are 
be done for me. I have to defend 

in security lights, etc. I 
could sure use more input from police, they are so they 
do I think the parks in our area are well for but I 
away to enjoy them due to harassment. The road department crew 
and works to keep our area paved, patched, shoulders cared for. We 

wo [Boring/Corbett 

Association of Oregon counties should have a larger fraction of 
road user distributed to counties maintenance and repair, 
rather than being spent by DOT to widen roads or build new ones. Road 
user charges should include component to paid into county general 
funds, equivalent to real property on space which road rights-of-way 
occupy. That would substantially diminish the burden of which 
private owners complain. value alone should determine for 
general fund including education. Burden on drainage flood control 

uld determine tax for sewers, flood protection, etc. Risk of fire or 
explosion should determine for protective measures. 

and of to be placed high on any 
list for help. 

1. We need to this together. If 
one 

county, 
attitude. 

it together 
use it or it 

No body considered taking away a income for 
People may go for that. But you people want all three. 3. 
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it on golf, just because you're the father? Because you are the father, you 
are responsible to take care of the kids. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter of Designation of 
for Publicat of 

of Foreclosure Tax 
as Shown on the Multnomah 

County 1989 Foreclosure List 

ORDER 

Page 1 of 1 

It appears that the Multnomah County Assessor and Tax 
Collector, with the assistance of the county Counsel for 
Multnomah County, Oregon, has prepared for filing in the 
Circuit Court of the State of Oregon for Multnomah County, an 
application for the foreclosure of liens for delinquent taxes 
as shown by the Multnomah County 1989 List, and 
that it is required by law that this Board des a 
newspaper of general circulation published in the county in 
which notice of such foreclosure shall be publ ; it is, 

, hereby 

ORDERED that the Daily Journal of Commerce, a of 
circulation, published in this county and state be, and 

the same hereby designated as the newspaper in which shall 
be published notice of foreclosure of tax liens as shown by the 
Multnomah County 1989 Foreclosure List. 

ADOPTED 2nd day of 

(SEAL) 

By 

Multnomah County, Oregon 

REVIEWED: 

07/20/90:1 

3ATTY.215jmw 
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ORDINANCE FACT SHEET 

e: 

Give a brief statement of the purpose of the ordinance (include the 
ionale for adoption of ordinance, of ons 

benefited, other alternatives explored): 

This ordinance r s Charter 
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Committee 1 t measures to 
1 election. 

What other local jurisdictions in the metropol area have 
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N/A 
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N/A 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. 

# 

An ordinance submitting proposed County Home Rule Charter 

amendments to the voters at the general election to be held 

November 6, 1990; and declaring an emergency. 

Multnomah County ordains as follows: 

Section I. 

A. The Multnomah County Home Rule Charter creates a Charter 

Review Committee and directs the Committee to make its report to 

the Board, including any amendments proposed to the charter, at 

least ninety-five (95) days prior to the 1990 primary or general 

election. 

B. The Committee has concluded its review and has submitted 

its report to the board. The Committee recommends that seven (7) 

separate measures containing amendments to the Charter be submitted 

to the voters at the 1990 general election. 

c. The Charter that amendments proposed by the 

Committee be submitted to the voters at the 1990 primary or 1 

election or both. 

II. 

A. There shall be submitted to the voters of Multnomah 

County at the election to be held November 6, 1990, seven (7) 

measures containing amendments to Multnomah County 
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The 

Page # 

shall be held concurrently with the statewide 

election and notice thereof shall be given as required by law. 

B. Exhibit A, attached hereto and by this 

incorporated herein, contains the proposed measures, proposed 

ballot titles and explanatory statements. 

1 

c. The Clerk of the Board shall promptly certify the 

proposed measures, ballot titles and explanatory statements to the 

Director of the Elections Division who shall publish the notice 

required by the county code. 

D. The Board hereby determines that the aforementioned 

measures, ballot titles and explanatory statements shall be 

included in the state voters' pamphlet for the November, 1990 

election. T~e Director of Elections shall file them with the 

Secretary of state as required by law. 

Section III. 

This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and 

welfare of the people Multnomah County, an emergency 

declared and the Ordinance shall take effect upon i 

the County Chair, pursuant to 

Multnomah County. 

5.50 of the 

execution by 

of 
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2 ADOPTED this ___ day of 

Page # 

, 1990 being the date of 

3 reading before the Board of County Commissioners of 

4 Multnomah County, Oregon. 
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By 

Kressel, County Counsel 

Multnomah County, Oregon. 

GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

08/02/90 



EXHIBIT A 

BALLOT MEASURE NO. 1 

Multnomah County Charter 
ons: Cha , county Manager 

Shall the Board of County Commissioners appoint a 
ional County Manager to perform the admini functions 

of the County? 

If this measure is approved: The County Charter 
will be amended to transfer administrative functions of the Chair 

the Board to a professional County Manager who shall be 
appointed by the Board. The Chair of the Board will retain non­
administrative functions and will be the chief spokesperson for 
the Board. The Charter will also be amended to reduce by 10% the 
total budget for the Chair, Commission and the County Manager for 
next year. amendment would be effective July 1, 1991. 



6.10 

TEXT OF AMENDMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 1 

CHAIR OF THE BOARD. ~==~~~~~~~~~[T] 
of ssioners: 

( 1) (shall be 
fice of 

ficer and 

( 2) and 

[ ( 3 ) , order, and 
and empl 
staff, empl or 

offices. intment of 
sub to consent of a 

[(4) 11 execute policies of the Board and 
of the ;] 

[(5)] shall sign all contracts, bonds and other instruments 
requiring county consent[;]~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

the county budget submission to 

[(7) s or her admini powers but 1 
respons lity for the acts of his or her 
; and] 

[(8) shall perform 1 functions assigned 
Charter to the county The 
the same sa as County Execut 

accordance with 4.30 of this 
Charter may be by the office of 
to replace all references to the County with 
references to the Commissioners.] 
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EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 1 

This measure amends the county 
Multnomah County Chair. 

sions 

The measure transfers the administrative functions of the chair of 
the board to a professional county manager who shall be appointed 
by the board. The chair of the board will retain non­
administrative functions and will remain the chief spokesperson for 
the board. 

This measure also reduces the total budget for the chair of the 
board, the board of county commissioners and the newly created 
office of the county manager for fiscal year 1991-92 to no more 
than 90% funds budgeted for the chair and board of commiss 
for fiscal year 1990-91. 

The measure provides an effective date of July 1, 1991. 

The Charter Review Committee found that county government is not 
currently as effective as it would be if legislative/policy 
functions were separate from day-to-day administration of the 
county. 

The Committee also found that the county has the potential to be 
run more efficiently, and in a more cost-effective manner, if a 
professional county manager administers the day-to-day operations 
of the county. 

The Committee further found that the current structure of 
government causes a conflict because the chair is both a policy­
maker and the elected official responsible for putting that policy 
into effect. For example, the chair is the elected official 
responsible for preparing the county budget and then also presents 
that budget to the entire board, including the chair, for approval. 

Finally, the Committee found that the hiring of a county manager 
will result in the need for fewer administrative personnel in the 

slative branch of county government. 

In terms of cost savings, the Committee found that the potent 1 
savings in reducing by 10% the budget for the chair, the board 
commissioners and the county manager is approximately $180,000. 

The concluded that the conflict of should be 
reduced by eliminating the dual role of the county cha 

The Committee further concluded that county government would be 
more cost-effective if administrative tasks were performed by a 
professional county manager together with the imposition of a cap 
on the budgets the board chair, board of county 
commiss and the county manager. 
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TEXT OF AMENDMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 2 

6.50 SHERIFF--[PAID LOBBYIST) The e of 
Multnomah County shall elect: 

(1) A county Sheriff for the function of office as 
prescribed by State Law and he or she shall have sole 
administration of all county jails and correctional 
institutions located in Multnomah County. 

(2) (This section was led in 1984). 

((3) Multnomah County shall not employ or hire a paid 
lobbyist.] 

fective January 1, 1985, no incumbent or future 
elected officer of the county shall be eligible to serve 
more than two full consecutive four-year terms in any one 
elective county office within any twelve-year period. 
If an officer of the County is elected or appointed to 
an elective county office for a term of less than four 

, the time so served shall not be counted against 
the limitation on terms within any twelve-year period. 

No elected official of Multnomah County may run for 
another office in mid-term. ling for another office 
in mid-term shall be the same as a resignation, effective 
as of date of filing. "Midterm" does not include the 
final year of an elected official's term. Filing for 
another o=fice in the last year of an el term 11 
not a resignation. 

NOTE: type indicates new language; [bracketed and 
i icized] words are del ons or comments. 



EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 2 
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BALLOT MEASURE NO. 3 

Multnomah county 
Recommendations: ff's 

that 
Shall the 

other member 

Charter Review Committee's 

salary be set at not less than 
ff 1 s Off ? 

If this measure is approved: the County Charter 
will be amended to conform with current state law for counties 
without charters. The Board of County Commissioners would set the 
salary of the Sheriff in an amount which not less than for 
any other member the Sheriff's Off 



TEXT OF AMENDMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 3 

6.50 SHERIFF--PAID LOBBYIST. e of Mul 
11 elect: 

NOTE: 

( 1 ) said office as 
shall have e 

and correctional 

(a) 

( 2) ( s in 1984) . 

(3) Multnomah 
lobbyist. 

shall or a id 

(4) Effective January 1, 1985, no incumbent or future 
elected officer of the County 1 be eli to serve 
more than two 1 terms in any one 
el county off twelve-year od. 
If an off of the County is or to 
an elective county office for a term of less than four 

, the so 1 not be county against the 
limitation on terms within any od. 

(5) No elected of Multnomah County may 
another off in mid-term. 1 
in mid-term shall be the same as a res 

of ling. "Mid-term" does not 
of term. 

f an 

[ and 
i z 

new 1 
ons or comments. 



EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 3 

This measure amends the county charter provision concerning 
the Multnomah County iff's salary. 

The measure would require the board of commissioners to set the 
of the ff an amount which is not less than the 
of any other member of the sheriff's off 

The Charter Review found that the position of sheriff is 
the highest position in the ff's off and is a professional 

on. 

The committee also found that the current salary for the ff's 
position is $15,000 less than the highest paid employee in the 
Sheriff's Office. 

The Committee further found that if the board of commissioners sets 
the sheriff's salary in an amount which not less than the salary 
of any other member of the ff's office, that salary would be 
set in accordance with current procedures for exempt personnel. 

Finally, the committee found that if this measure is approved, 
county charter will be amended to comply with current state law for 
counties without charters. 

The Committee concluded that since the position of sheriff is a 
professional/managerial position, the board of commissioners should 

required to set the sheriff's salary in an amount not less than 
the salary of any other member of the sheriff's off in 
accordance with law for counties without 



BALLOT 

on: 

Shall 

If 

of 
es not 

would re the 
commission whi would be 
Board would be allowed to 

sioners, but only 
recommendation. No sal 
by the sa commission. 

NO. 4 

Review 
es. 

ttee's 

the County Ch 
to appoint a sal 
to the Board. The 

of Board Chair and 
ary commission 



TEXT OF AMENDMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 4 

4.30 COMPENSATION[.] [Except 
as provided in on 8.10(2), the compensation of holders of 

office of Multnomah County 11 fixed by 
voters of Mul tnomah County at a primary or 1 

election only.] The auditor shall appoint a five member salary 
commission, composed of qualified e with personnel experience, 
by January 1, 1986, and by January each even year 
The commi on's ad if 
[el officials] 

are 
appointed Multnomah 
from serving on the commission. 

NOTE: type 
icized] words are 

indicates new language; 
etions or comments. 

[bracketed and 
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EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 4 
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BALLOT MEASURE NO. 5 

Multnomah 
Recommendation: 1997 

county Charter Review 
ew Committee. 

Commi 's 

Shall a Charter Review committee be convened to 
recommend County Charter to the voters at 1998 

? 

If this measure is approved: the County Charter 
will be amended to provide for the appointment of another Charter 

Committee in 1997 which will prepare recommendations to be 
to the voters at the 1998 primary or general election. 



12.40 

12.60 

TEXT OF AMENDMENT FOR BALLOT HEASURE NO. 5 

APPOINTMENT OF COMHITTEE HEMBERS. The ew 
1 as fol 

(1) two electors 
majority of its 
shall have 

al distr 

from among 
establish 

(2) the two state 
residents each state Senate 

Multnomah county shall the electors 
di Appointees in the str and 
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to committee: the state senators and state 
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new 1 
or comments. 

. , and 



EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 5 

This measure amends cou sion concerning the 
review committee. 

The measure provides for appointment of another charter review 
committee 1997 which will recommendations to be 

to voters at 1998 or general on. 

The Charter Review Committee found that a charter ew is a 
and valuable process ensuring that the charter 

for the most ef governing structure for the county. 

The Committee also found that an eight year interval between 
charter ews would provide the optimal between necess 
for a regular review and lity in county government. 

The Committee concluded that the charter should be formally 
rev-Gwed again and a report issued to people and to the board 
of commissioners to the 1998 primary or election. 



BALLOT MEASURE NO. 6 
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If s measure 
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the County 
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6.50 

TEXT OF AMENDMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 6 

SHERIFF--PAID LOBBYIST. e of County 
1 e 

(1) A County for the function of said office as 
prescribed by state Law and he or shall have sole 
administration of all county j ls and onal 
institutions located in Multnomah County. 

(2) (This section was repealed in 1984.) 

(3) Multnomah County 
lobbyist. 

11 not employ or hire a id 

(4) fective January 1, 1985, no incumbent or future 
elected officer of the County shall be eligible to serve 
more than two full consecutive four-year terms in any one 

ective county off within any twelve-year period. 
If an off of the County is elected or appointed to 
an elective county office for a term of less than four 

, the time so served shall not be counted against 
the limitation on terms within any twelve-year period. 

(5) No elected official of Multnomah county may run for 
another of in mid-term. Filing for another office 
in mid-term shall be the same as a resignation, effective 
as of date of filing. "Midterm" does not include the 
final [year] of an elected official's 
term. Filing for another office in the last [year) 
eighteen months of an term 1 not constitute 
a resignation. 

NOTE: type indicates new language; [bracketed and 
italicized] words are del or comments. 



EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 6 
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BALLOT MEASURE NO. 7 

Multnomah county ew Committee's 
Recommendations: on Terms. 

Shall the county Charter limi on serving two 
consecutive four-year in any one el County off be 
repealed? 

If this measure is approved: the County Charter 
will be amended to repeal the existing prohibition of elected 
offi als from serving more than two consecutive four-year terms 

any one County off 
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EXPLANATORY STATEMENT FOR BALLOT MEASURE NO. 7 

amends the county charter provision concerning 
terms of f for el officials. 

measure repeals the current charter 
officials of the county from 

four-year terms in any one e 

sion which prohibits 
serving more than two 

office within any 
twelve year od. 

The Charter Review Committee found that the two-term 1 t 
ficial whom the udes the voters from retaining an elected 

voters would otherwise retain. 

The Committee also found that the current provision deprives the 
public of desirable se in county government by forcing 
elected offici s to after two terms. 

Committee concluded that the provision cting el 
officials to two terms should be led. 
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a f statement of the purpose of the ordinance (include 
ionale for adoption of ordinance, description of persons 

benefited, other alternat explored): 

Audit Committee established to serve as liaison between County 
Commissioners, the external auditors and management. Comprehensive 
Annual Audit, Single Audit and Report to Management are with Board of County 
Commissioners. This type of policy recommended by Government Finance Officers 
Association and has been reviewed by the Chair's Office, Planning and Budget. 
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s lar islation? 

City of Portland 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. 

An Ordinance establishing an Audit Commi 

Multnomah County ordains as follows: 

and Financial Audit Policy. 

SECTION I. This ordinance shall be known as the Multnomah County Audit 
Committee ordinance. 

SECTION II. FINDINGS 

(A) The Board of Commissioners has the responsibility for reviewing the 
fiscal activities of the County. 

(B) The Board of County Commissioners and/or the executive officer of the 
County has the responsibility to ensure the County's financial 
records are audited on an annual basis pursuant to Oregon Revised 
Statues <ORS) 294 and 297. 

SECTION I II. 

(A) The Audit Committee is to serve as a 1 i a i son between the Board of 
County Commissioners, the independent external auditor, and 
management, as their duties relate to financial accounting, 
reporting, and internal controls and compliance. The Audit Committee 
is to assist the Board of County Commissioners in reviewing 
accounting policies and reporting practices of Multnomah County as 
they relate to the County's Comprehensive Annual Financial Report. 
The Committee is to be the County's agent in assuring the 
independence of the County's external auditors, the integrity of 
management, and the adequacy of disclosures to the public. The 
Committee shall partici with management during the selection 
process of the auditors. 

(B) The Audit Committee is to meet at least annually and as many times as 
the Committee deems necessary. 

SECTION IV. 

<A> "Agency" means the entity being audited. This can be the County 
overall, or a department, division, program, or fund. In certain 
cases, it can also include reporting entities operated solely outside 
of a County organization. 
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(B) "External Auditor" means the Certified Public Accountant <CPA) or 
accounting firm in charge of conducting the audit. 

(C) "Audit" means the ex ami nation and eva 1 uation of an agency's 
activities by the auditor to determine that financial operations are 
properly conducted, that financial reports are presented in 
accordance with generally accepted accounting pri nci pl es, and that 
the agency is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 
Additionally, audits may include the examination and evaluation of 
the overall adequacy of internal financial controls. 

<D) "Exception" means any audit finding requiring corrective action 
received as part of a final audit report, as well as any written 
recommendations and suggestions received from an auditor as the 
result of an audit. 

(E) "Management" means Department or Division Manager. 

SECTION V. AUDIT COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP 

<A> The membership of the Audit Committee shall be the following: 

(1) County Chair or designee. 

(2) One County Commissioner appointed by Chair. 

(3) County Auditor. 
' ' 

(4) Department Director, Department of General Services. 

(5) Independent citizen who is a CPA appointed by the Chair and who 
shall serve a three year term. 

SECTION VI. DUTIES 

(A) The Audit Committee shall: 

(1) Review, prior to the annual audit, the scope and general extent 
of the external auditor's planned examination, including their 
engagement letter. 

(2) Review with management and the external auditor, upon completion 
of ir audit, financial results for the year prior to the 
presentation to the Board of County Commissioners. This review 
is to encompass: 

(a) The County's Comprehensive Annual 
Supplemental Disclosures required 
Accounting Principles <GAAP). 

Financial Report and 
by Generally Accepted 

<b) Significant transactions not a norma 1 part of the County's 
operations. 
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{c) Selection of and changes, if any during the year, in the 
County's accounting principles or their appli ion. 

(d) Significant adjustments proposed by the ex rnal audi 

{e) Any disagreements between the external auditor and 
management about matters that could be significant to the 
County's financial statements or the auditor's report. 

(f) Difficulties encountered in performance of the audit. 

(g) Violations of Federal and State law, County Ordinance, and 
contractual agreements reported by the auditor. 

(3) Request comments from management regarding the responsiveness of 
the externa 1 auditor to the County's needs. Inquire of the 
auditor whether there have been any disagreements with 
management that, if not satisfactorily resolved, would have 
caused them to issue a nonstandard report on the County's 
financial statements. 

(4) Review with the external auditor the performance of the County's 
financial and accounting personnel and any recommendations that 
the externa 1 auditor may have. Topics to be considered during 
this discussion include improving internal financial controls, 
controls over compliance, the selection accounting 
principles, and financial reporting systems. 

(5) Review written responses of management to "letter of comments 
and recommendations" from the externa 1 auditor and discuss with 
management the status of implementation of prior period 
recommendations and corrective action plans. 

(6) Recommend to Board of County Commissioners revisions that should 
be made to the County's financial policies or internal controls. 

(7) Recommend to the Board of County Commissioners appropriate 
extensions or changes in the duties of the committee. 

SECTION VII. AUDIT POLICY 

(A Audit Initiation: 

(1) A comprehensive financial audit shall be conducted yearly, shall 
include all Multnomah County funds, departments, divisions, and 
programs, and sha 11 meet the 1 ega 1 requirements of a Genera 1 
Annual Audit as specified in ORS 297, an investment audit as 
required in ORS 294, and the single audit requirements of the 
Feder a 1 Government. This audit sha 11 be conducted by an 
external auditor. This audit shall result in a Comprehensive 
Annual Financial Report for Multnomah County. 
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<B) Selection of External Auditor: 

(1) The selection of the external auditor shall be made according to 
Oregon Revised Statutes <ORS) and Mul tnomah County purchasing 
procedures, rules, and regulations concerning proper selection 
procedures. 

(2) The Audit Committee shall procure a request for proposals for 
the external auditor at least every five years for the County's 
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report. 

(3) The Audit Committee shall review the responses to the RFP and 
make a recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners on 
the selection of the external auditor. 

(C) Audit Methodology: 

<1> All financial audits shall be conducted in accordance with 
Generally Accepted Auditing Standards <GAAS), Government 
Accounting Auditing and Financial Reporting Requirements 
<GAAFR), state and federal rules and regulations, and Audits of 
State and Local Government Units requirements established by the 
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. The audit 
shall report that it was done in accordance with at least one of 
the above. 

(2) Where a financial compliance audit is performed, the audit shall 
state that the books and records were or were not kept in 
accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles <GAAP). 

(D) Department Responsibilities: 

(1) When notified by the Finance Division, Department of General 
Services, that an audit has been initiated, the agency being 
audited shall make available all books and records requested by 
the external auditor. The agency shall cooperate with the 
external auditor to the fullest extent possible so that the 
audit may be completed as quickly and prudently as possible. 

(E) Finance Division Responsibilities: 

( 1) The Finance Director is res pons i bl e for managing the contract 
with the externa 1 auditor selected pursuant to Section VII of 
this ordinance and is responsible for ensuring that the County's 
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report is published. 

(F) Submission: 

< 1) Fi na 1 financial and audit reports sha 11 be submitted to the 
Audit Committee for review. Appropriate department managers 
shall invited to participate in the review and to respond to 
any exceptions noted in the audit. If further response is 
desired by the committee, the it sha 11 be referred the 
department with a request for the additional response. 
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(2) Within 90 days of completion of the audit, the Audit Commi 
shall ensure that the final report is the Board of 
County Commissioners. 

(3) Upon presentation to the Board 
audit will be considered complete. 

County Commissioners, the 

ADOPTED this ______ day of -----------• 1 

adys McCoy, Chair 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ence Kressel, County Counsel 
County, Oregon 
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mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 

GLADYS McCOY • CHAIR • 248-3308 
PAULINE ANDERSON " DISTRICT 1 • 248-5220 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 • 248-5219 
RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT 3 • 248-5217 

SHARRON KELLEY " DISTRICT 4 • 248-5213 
JANE McGARVIN • Clerk • 248-3277 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, sitting as the 
Public Contract Review Board, will consider an application on 
Thursday, August 2, 1990, at 9:30 A.M. in Room 602 of the 
Multnomah County Courthouse, 1021 s.w. Fourth, Portland, Oregon, in 
the Matter of an Exemption to Waive 10 Day Period Required for 
Receipt of Prequalification Applications for Sellwood Bridge Overlay. 

A copy of the application is enclosed. 

For additional information, contact Lillie Walker, 
Purchasing Director at 248-5111, or the Clerk's Office at 248-3277. 

enclosure 
0516C/38jcap 
7/27/90 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONER 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

Office the Board Clerk 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ACTING AS PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

In the Matter of an Exemption to) 
Waive 10 Day Period Required for) 
Receipt of Prequalification ) 
Applications for Sellwood Bridge) 
Overlay ) 

A P P L I C A T I 0 N 

Application to the Public Contract Review Board on behalf of a request from DES, 
Transportation Division, is hereby made pursuant to the Board's Administrative 
Rules AR 10.130, and AR 40.030, adopted under the provisions of ORS 279.015 and 
279.047, for an order of exemption to waive the 10 day period prior to bid 
opening date required under AR 40.030 for receipt of Prequalification 
Applications in order to award a contract for the Sellwood Bridge Overlay. The 
bid amount is $378,445. 

This Exemption Request is due to the following facts: 

1. Bid B61 250-4686, Sellwood Bridge Overlay Project, was issued and 
advertised with a bid opening date of July 19, 1990. Only one bid was 
received. The bid amount was $378,445, which is within the engineer's 
estimate and acceptable for award. 

2. The bid received was from K-2 Construction Company. The Prequalification 
for this firm expired on May 11, 1990. K-2 Construction Company is 
currently prequal ified with the State of Oregon Department of 
Transportation (ODOT) for the same classes of work required for Bid 
B61-250-4686. Pursuant to ORS. 279.047, bidders prequalified with ODOT 
are presumed prequalified with all other public agencies. 

3. Currently the existing wearing surface of the Sellwood Bridge has zero 
service life, exposed concrete deck damaged, and deck expansion joints are 
leaking and not functioning. To avoid major damage in the future, repairs 
need to be completed this construction season. Due to weather constraints 
and overlay placement requirements, the new wearing surface must be 
completed by September 17, 1990. There is insufficient time to re-bid 
this project with a completion date this season. 

The DES, Transportation Division has adequate funds to cover the cost of the 
Change Order in the FY 1990-91 budget. 

Dated this 24th day of July, 1990. 

205PUR 



mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
ROOM COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
1021 S.W. AVENUE 

OREGON 97204 

GLADYS McCOY" CHAIR "248-3308 
PAULINE ANDERSON " DISTRICT 1 • 248-5220 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2" 248-5219 
RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT 3 • 248-5217 

SHARRON KELLEY " DISTRICT 4 " 248-5213 
JANE McGARVIN • Clerk • 248-3277 

NOTICE OF APPROVAL 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, sitting as the 
Public Contract Review Board, considered an application on Thrusday, 
August 2, 1990) , and approved Order 90-115 In the Matter of an 
Exemption to Waive 10 Day Period Required for Receipt of 
Prequalification Applications for Sellwood Bridge Overlay. 

A copy of the order is attached. 

enclosure 
0516C/39/cap 
7/27/90 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONER 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

Office of the Board Clerk 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ACTING AS THE PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD 

In the Matter of an Exemption to Waive ) 
the 10 Day Prequalification Application ) 
Requirement to Contract with Sole Bidder) 

lwood Bri Overlay Proj ) 
0 R D E R 

The above enti ed matter is before the Board of County Commissioners, ing in 
its capacity as the Multnomah County Public Contract Review Board, to consider 
a request from the DES, Transporation Division, to waive the 10 day period for 
receipt of Prequalificatio Applications prior to bid opening required under 
Multnomah County PCRB Rule AR 40.030 to award a contract to the sole bidder of 
the Sellwood Bridge Overlay project. 

It appearing to the Board that the recommendation for exemption, as it appears 
in the appl i ion, is based upon the fact that the Sellwood Bridge wearing 
surface currently has zero service life; exposed concrete deck is damaged and 
deck expansion joints are leaking and not functioning. Repairs need to be made 
this construction season in order to avoid major damage in the future. There is 
insufficient time to rebid and award this proj prior to mid-September which 
is estimated to be the last date that the project can be safely completed. 

The granting of this exemption does not encourage favoritism because the proj 
was advertised in the trade papers in accordance to Multnomah County policy and 
will result in cost savings by making necessary repairs prior to major d 
next year. 

It appearing to the Board that this request for an exemption is in accord with 
the requirements of the Multnomah County Public Contract Review Board 
Administrative Rules AR 10.100, and ORS 279.015; it is, therefore, 

ORDERED that the 10 day requirement in AR 40.030 be waived to complete necessary 
irs on the Sellwood Bridge. 

Dated this 2nd day of 

REVIEWED: 

LAURENCE KRESSELL, County Counsel 
a County, Oregon 

By: -::---:;-r~----=-=L~~t-:::::;;..~~-
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SUBJECT: 

BCC Informal 

3 0 

Meeti ng Date ----,.L-----­

Agenda No.: 

(Above space for Clerk's Office Use) 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 
(For Non-Budgetary Items} 

BCC Formal August 9. 1990 
(date) 

DEPARTMENT ___ E...,.n.!.-!.v_,_i _,_,ro"-'-n=m=e n'-'-'t"""a,_,_l -'S,_,e<..!.r...!..v.!..:i c,._,e'-"'s __ _ DIVISION Transportation Division 

CONTACT 

PERSON ( S) MAKING PRESENTATION ----""-~--'-'-"~'-"<----------------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

1_1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY L_l POLICY DIRECTION IX/ APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: ---"'--'-"-'-!.!.>!...!1'-"'--"-----------­

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: 

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, as well as 
personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable}: 

This is a resolution proposing vacation of right-of-way made surplus by relocation 
of NH Reeder Road at Dairy Creek, and setting a time and date for a hearing. 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL 

(All accompanying must have required signatures) 
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Board of County Commissioners 
606 Courthouse 
1021 SW Fourth Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

RE: Resolution in the Matter of Proposed Vacation 
of Excess Right-of-Way for NW Reeder Road No. 4980 

Dear Commissioners: 

We are in possession of certain right-of-way which is surplus to our needs for the 
road system. 

Therefore. we recommend that a Resolution be adopted by the Board proposing 
vacation of the unneeded right-of-way, setting a time and date for public hearing 
on the matter. and directing that appropriate notice be given as provided by Oregon 
law. 

Environmental Services 

PY/RTH/js 

1709W 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter of the Vacation of a 
Portion of NW Reeder Road, known as 

) 
) 
) 

90-116 

RESOLUTION NO. 4980 

WHER , that portion of the said road hereinafter described is useless as a 
part of the general road system, burdensome to main in, and the public will be 
benefitted by its vacation; 

NON, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners does hereby resolve to 
institute proceedings for the vacation of that portion of NW Reeder Road, described 
as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the easterly right-of-way line of Reeder Road, County 
Road No. 1888, said point being 25.00 feet easterly of, when measured at right 
angles, engineers centerline Station 72+44.94 P.O.T.; thence southwesterly 
along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius of 725.00 feet, the chord 
of which bears S 1"25'51" W, 269.26 feet, an arc distance of 270.83 feet to a 
point in the westerly right-of-way line of said Reeder Road; thence 
S 9°16'15" E along said westerly right-of-way line, a distance of 109.70 fe 
thence southwesterly along said wes rly right-of-way line along a tangent 
curve to the right, having a radius of 154.05 feet, the chord of which bears 
S 12"57'45" N, 116.58 feet, an arc distance of 119.56 et; thence 
S "11 '45" W along said westerly right-of-way line .66 feet to a point 
which is 25.00 et northwesterly of, when measured at right angles, engineer's 
centerline Station 65+01 .04, P.O.T.; said Reeder Road, County Road No. 1888; 
thence southwes ly along a non-tangent curve to the left having a ius of 
675.00 fe , the chord of which bearsS 5"45'31" W, 240.99 , an arc 
distance of 242. fe ; thence S 4"31'28" E, a distance of 248.50 feet; thence 
southeasterly along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius of 741.20 

et, the chord of which bears S 0"55'52" E, 92.90 feet, an arc distance of 
92.97 feet to a point on the easterly right-of-way line of said Reeder Road, 
said point being 25.00 feet easterly of, when measured at right angles, 
engineer's cen rline Station 59+22.21 E.C.; thence N 2°39'45" E along said 
easterly right-of-way line, a distance of 135.71 feet; thence northwesterly 
along s d easterly right-of-way line along a tangent curve to the left having 
a radius of 1, 934.86 feet, the chord of which bears N 1 "04' 45" W, 252. feet, 
an arc distance of 252.71 feet; thence N 4"49'15" W along said eas rly 
right-of-way line, a distance of 49.64 feet; thence northeasterly along s d 
easterly right-of-way line along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius 

118.24 feet, the chord of which bears N 15"11 '15" E, 80.91 feet, an arc 
distance of 82.58 feet; thence N "11"45" E along s d easterly right-of-way 
line, a distance of 274.66 feet; thence northeasterly along said eas rly 
right-of-way line along a tangent curve to the left having a radius of 204. 
feet, the chord of which bears N 12°57'45" E, 154.42 et, an arc distance of 
158.36 ; thence N 9"16'15" W along said easterly right-of-way line, a 
distance of 374.28 feet to the point of beginning. 



Board of County Commissioners 
Resolution 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners that the legal 
description and recorded owners of the lands adjacent to the portion of said road 
to be vacated are as llows: 

Tax Lot 5/Section 26/T3N RlW W.M. James E. Reeder/Trustee 
Earl L. Reeder and Ida M. Reeder 
26048 NW Reeder Road 
Portland, Oregon 97231 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the 30th day of August, 1990, at the hour of 
9:30a.m., in Room 602, Multnomah County Courthouse, Portland, Oregon, be fixed as 
the time and place for the hearing in the matter of the vacation of said portion of 
NW Reeder Road, herein described; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Engineer or his designee be notified of 
this resolution, and be hereby directed to give notice of such hearing in 
accordance with the provisions of ORS 368.411 and 368.416, and to examine said road 
and file a report with this Board, stating his opinion as to whether the road 
should be vacated. 

REVIEWED: 

LAURENCE KRESS 
County Counsel 

Multnomah County, Oregon 

unse 1 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter the Vacation of a 
Portion of N~ Reeder Road, known as 

) 
) 
) 

NOT! 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN th on the 30th day of August, 1990, at the hour of 
9:30 a.m., in Room 602, Multnomah County Courthouse, in the city of Portland, 
county of Multnomah, state of Oregon, the Board of County Commissioners will hold a 
hearing on the report of the County Engineer, recommending the vacation of that 
portion of said N~ Reeder Road, described as follows: 

A parcel of land in ction 26, T3N, R1~. ~.M., in Multnomah County, Oregon, 
described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the easterly right-of-way line of Reeder Road, County 
Road No. 1888, said point being 25.00 feet easterly of, when measured at right 
angles, engineers centerline Station 72+44.94 P.O.T.; thence southwesterly 
along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius of 725.00 feet, the chord 
of which bears S 1"25'5P ~. 269.26 feet, an arc distance of 270.83 et to a 
point in the westerly right-of-way line of said Reeder Road; thence 
S 9"16'15" E along said westerly right-of-way line, a distance of 109.70 feet; 
thence southwesterly along said westerly right-of-way line along a tangent 
curve to the right, having a radius of 154.05 fe , the chord of which bears 
S 12"57'45" ~. 116.58 feet, an arc distance of 119.56 feet; thence 
S 35"11 '45" ~along said westerly right-of-way line 230.66 feet to a point 
which is 25.00 feet northwesterly of, when measured at right angles, engineer's 
centerline Station 65+01 .04, P.O.T.; said Reeder Road, County Road No. 1888; 
thence southwesterly along a non-tangent curve to the left having a radius of 
675.00 feet, the chord of which bears S 5"45'31" ~. 240.99 feet, an arc 
distance of 242.29 feet; thence S 4"31 '28" E, a distance of 248.50 feet; thence 
southeasterly along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius of 741.20 

, the chord of which bears S 0"55'52" E, 92.90 feet, an arc distance of 
92.97 feet to a point on the easterly right-of-way line of said Reeder Road, 
said point being 25.00 feet easterly of, when measured at right angles, 
engineer's centerline ion 59+22.21 E.C.; thence N 2"39'45" E along said 
easterly right-of-way line, a distance of 1 .71 feet; thence northwesterly 
along said easterly right-of-way line along a tangent curve to the left having 
a radius of 1,934.86 feet, the chord of which bears N 1"04'45" ~. 252.53 feet, 
an arc distance of 252.71 feet; thence N 4"49'15 11 ~along said easterly 
right-of-way line, a distance of 49.64 feet; thence northeasterly along said 
easterly right-of-way line along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius 
of 118.24 feet, the chord of which bears N 15"11 '15" E, 80.91 , an arc 
distance of 82.58 feet; thence N 35°11"45'' E along said easterly right-of-way 
line, a distance of 274.66 feet; thence northeasterly along s d easterly 
right-of-way line along a tangent curve to the left having a radius of 204.05 
feet, the chord of which bears N 12° '45" E, 154.42 feet, an arc dis e of 
158.36 feet; thence N 9"16'15" ~along said easterly right-of-way lin , a 
distance of 374.28 t to the point of beginning. 



Board of County Commissioners 
NW Reeder Road Vacation/Notice No. 4980 

and will consider said report, together with the Resolution of the Board County 
Commissioners, instituting said proceedings for the vacation of said portion of 
said road, hear any objections to the vacation, and d rmine whether or not said 
portion of said road shall be vacated. 

REVIEWED: 

LAURENCE KRESSEL 
County Counsel 
for Multnomah County, Oregon 

I 
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Meeting Date _______ _ 

Agenda No.: -----"-"----'----­

<Above space for Clerk's Office Use) 

AGENDA PLACEMtNT FORM 
<For Non-Budgetary Items) 

BCC Informal _____________ _ BCC Formal 7119/90 
<date> <date) 

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVIS ION _ ____!_Tl..Cr a!elnL>ls~p~orut~ac.~ct..ui O.a.nt___ __ _ 

CONTACT TELEPHONE _---'!<L3l.L!8388~------

PERSON($) MAKING PRESENTATION --~~~~~-------------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

1_1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY 1_1 POLICY DIRECTION IX/ APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: YES 

BRIEF SUMMARY <include statement of rationale for action requested, as well as 
personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

An Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Gresham for the installation of 
sanitary sewer in conjunction with the planned intersection improvement of 202nd 
and Glisan. 

is inadequate, please use other side) 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL 

DEPARTMENT 

<All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 
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A CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
Administrative Procedure #21 06) Contract 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON Amendment # _____ _ 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

0 Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $10,000 [!)( Intergovernmental Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption) RATIFiED 0 PCRB Contract 

0 Maintenance Agreement ~ultnomah County Boord 
0 Licensing Agreement of Commr~s1oners 
0 Construction 

i?- 7 R-r2-fl? 0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

Phone ---"'""'"""""-'--

RFP/BID 

ORS/AR 

Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ____ _ 

Contractor is 0 MBE 

Mailing 

Phone -------------------------­

Employer ID #or SS # ------------

Effective Date ---"-~'-'--'"-l...;il-'-'-'-'-"""l..I..-.W-------­

T ermination Date -------:1Lf+l.Lm4+f.rt-4~fl-~frii"'t'-'f':---

AmountofAmendmentT ____________ _ 

Total Amount of A 

REQUIRED SIG 

OWBE OORF 

Payment Term 

0 Lump Sum "'----------

0 Monthly 

0 Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed ... _________ _ 

Department Manage Date----"'-------''-----------------· 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME I TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT ~ rEPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 
NO. ORG DEC 

IND 

01. 150 Q3Q 6110 4929 
02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 
WHITE· PURCHASING CANARY INITIATOR PINK- CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN FINANCE 



AGREEMENT BETWEEN MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND TY OF GRESHAM, OREGON 
202ND AVENUE AND GLISAN STREET SANITARY SEWER 

PROJ NO. 3063 

JUNE 1990 

A. The ty Gresham <City/herein) wishes to incorporate the construction 
of needed public improvements for the 202nd Avenue and Glisan Street 
Sanitary Sewer, Project No. 3063, with street improvements planned by 
Multnomah County, Department of Environmental Services, Transportation 
Division (County/herein). The construction shall be in accordance with 
plans and specifications furnished by the City to the County. The City of 
Gresham DIVISION 2 - GENERAL TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS, DIVISION 3 SEWER 
TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS, and City of Gresham STANDARD DRAWINGS for sewer 
work will also be included. 

B. The County will prepare contract and bidding documents, including the City 
of Gresham prepared plans and specifications, and call for bids from 
contractors who have been previously qualified by Multnomah County. The 
County will award the contract, and contract for construction of the 
project. The City shall have the right to cancel their portion of the 
work prior to award of the contract. The City shall be given a maximum of 
72 hours to review the bid prices following the bid opening. The County 
will supervise the construction. The County's Project Engineer shall 
confer with the City on a regular basis. The City will participate in the 
inspection and construction supervision to the extent agreed by County and 
City. After final inspection and approval by the County and the City, the 
City will accept the sanitary sewer improvements and assume maintenance, 
operation, and ownership responsibilities for the improvements. The 
two-year warranty period for materials and workmanship will begin this 
time. Multnomah County will endeavor in every way to carry out the 
specifications and see that the sanitary sewerage facilities are built in 
a satisfactory workman-like manner. 

C. The City of Gresham shall approve all change orders for the sanitary sewer 
work prior to having the work done. 

D. The City shall pay County based on actual bid price per items of work 
involved including any necessary change orders plus an appropriate amount 
for project management, inspection, and administration, not to exceed 10% 

the total bid price. The County will bill the City periodically 
<monthly) based on estimated costs. The final billing will reconcile 
actual costs and will be sent to the City after work is completed and 
accepted. The City agrees to pay the County within forty-five days of a 
billing. 



E. The City shall hold Multnomah County, the County Director of Environmen 
rvices, the Transportation Division, and each and all of the officials 

of said County, e and harmless from any and all claims caused by the 
errors, omissions, faults, or negligence of the City or any subcontrac 

The County shall hold the City, its officers and employees, free and 
harmless from any and all claims caused by the errors, omissions, faults 
or negligence of the County or any subcontractor. 

Dated this 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMI lONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

' RATIFIED 
Huhnomah County Boaril 

REVIEWED: 

LAURENCE KRESSEL, County Counsel 

FOR THE CITY OF GRESHAM 

BY: -------------------------------

Dated th i s ___ day of ____ , 1990. 

for Mul tnomah County, Oregon BY: _________________ _ 

Dated this __ day of ____ , 1990. 
LAURENCE KRESSEL 

J n DuBay 
ssistant County Co~ 

7819V 



DATE SUP.MITIED -------- (For 

REQUEST FOR PLACE!-'..ENT ON THE AGENDA 

Informal Formal 

Da 
No. 

----'-::.:!>.-~----

Justice 

TELEPHONE --~2~4~8~-~3~7~8~2~--------------------

*NAHE(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO Duane 

Should in~lude other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-
-----::----:--

for the action requested. 

on 1990 ballot the of the County 
bonds in the amount of 3.8 million dollars to finance 

construction of a new Juvenile Justice Center and Detention 

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS W-EDED, PLEASE USE R..."VERSE SIDE) 

A.CI'ION 

0 PRELIMINARY .APPROV .AL 0 POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL 

IMPACT: 

PERSONNEL 

0 
0 General Fund 

Other -----------------
SIGNATUR.ES: 

COUh~ COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, 

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the matter of Calling an ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
} 
) 

RESOLUTION AND ORDER 
to ze Multnomah County, Oregon 
to Issue and Sell up to 23.8 Mill 
Dollars ($23,800,000) in General 
Obl Bonds to Finance 

of ·a new Juvenile 
Center and ; 

ing Publication of 
of Election; and Adopt 

and Voters' 

WHEREAS, the Donald E. ity, which houses the 
le Division, juvenile detention juvenile court, 

' and counselors' off 
40 years old; and 

WHEREAS, the physical condition of the has 
due to and hard use; and 

WHEREAS, the detention area is outmoded, with an 
and ; and 

WHEREAS, there also a current need for additional 
courtroom as well as additional the 
attorneys who work the ity; and 

WHEREAS, in the best of Multnomah 
construct a new Juvenile Justice Center to replace the 
Donald E. lity; and 

WHEREAS, architectural plans call for building the new 
ity on the current s at a cost not to exceed 23.8 

million dollars; and 

WHEREAS, state law, the County has the authority to 
issue and obligation bonds of Multnomah County in 

for the above mentioned; upon 
of legal voters of the County; and 

WHEREAS, on July 12, 1990 the Board declared 
to seek to the construction of the new the 
issuance and e of general obligation bonds of Multnomah 
County an amount not to exceed 23.8 1 dollars 
($23,800,000), called for a public 
the issuance and sale of bonds and 



1 

2 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 
\ , 
14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

25 

Page 

2 of 3 

in accordance with state law; and 

WHERE.AS, notices of the were publ 
was July 31, 1990; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds would be in the best 
of the people of Multnomah County to immediately to 
call ·for an election; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED, that: 

1. There shall be placed on the lot, 
ion whether Multnomah County shall issue and 

obligation bonds of the County in an amount not to 
exceed 23.8 million dollars, the bonds to mature during a 
period not to exceed 20 , and the to be used to 

of 

construction of a new Juvenile Center and 
facility; 

2. When and if 
and sold at such 

County 
.order; 

bonds are authorized, they shall be 
times and such amounts as the Board 
of Multnomah County shall from to 

3. Pursuant to Ordinance No. , the Board 
that a County voters' pamphlet be prepared for the 

18, 1990 election and to pay an apportioned 
share of the cost. Th request shall be promptly by the 
Clerk of the Board the of 

4. 
Voters' 
adopted; 

in the 

Title attached hereto as exhibit A and the 
statement attached hereto as exh~bit B are 

1 be ly the set 
exhibits; 

5. The Clerk of the Board 
and 



BALLOT TITLE 

CAPTION 

Exhibit A 

GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS FOR REPLACEMENT OF COUNTY JUVENILE 

DETENTION FACILITY 

QUESTION 

Shall County issue General Obligation Bonds for $23,800,000 

to replace its Juvenile Justice Center and Detention lity? 

SUMMARY 

Measure allows Multnomah County to $23,800,000 in 

general obligation bonds to replace Donald E. Long Home, 

county's juvenile detention facility. Existing building 

deteriorated and too small. It will be replaced on same site in 

northeast Portland by new building juvenile court judges, 

prosectors, counselors,probation and corrections 

up to 88 juveniles confined by court order. 

, and 

Bonds would mature over 20 Cost to taxpayer will be 

about $.13 per $1,000 of assessed property value ($7.38 per 

year for $60,000 home). 

1ATTY.204jmw 
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ET MODifiCATION NO. 

1. R 

*NAME(s 

(to assist 1n:1 eparing a 
Services Division's 

in state 
eluded under the Adult 

services and those new services 

e c anges 
Where does the money come 

Attach additional information if you need more space.) 
PERSONNEL IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHE 

revenue contract 
Transfer resolution 90-85. 

adds S 31,995 
The Adult Transfer resu 

Mater resources. 

Title III, Oregon 
for the purposes: 

l. Reflect shifts in the Titl III to 
elder 
Ti e III-D revenue for in-home services and increased Oregon 

revenue for services to Alzheimers clients and case 
matched Ti·tle XIX to support central office d 
clerical 

III D 
IIIB 
III C-1 
ect Ind 

XIX $387 I 551 
Service Reimbursement 

,327. 
($55,556 matched XIX, 

to $: 22 1 

31,995 
0 

ter this ification 

tched) . 



Increase ITION TITLE 
( 

<Compute on a full year bas1s even though this 
action cts only a part of fiscal ar.) 

Increase 
(Decrease). 

n n 

Increase 
(Decrease 

Inc rea 

TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZ 

6. 

s ons. 
Overtime, 

. 5 
1 

.92 
3.7 E"I'E 

(6.9) 
(4.14) 
3.68 

12.88 
5.52 FTE 
9.25 PrE 

052lB/6 85 

Explanat1on of 

Sr. 
1715 

<calculate cost~ or savings that 
seal year; these should explain t~e 

changed by this Bud Hod.) 

c u r r e n t F y 
BASE PAY FRINGE 

Change Increase Increase Increase 

5 

( rease) 

43,095 
,981 

(147,779) 
( 94,062) 

(Decrease 

FRG 

( crease) 

(207,386) 
(133,971) 
101,796 



EXPENDITL~ 

TRANSACn 

Document 
Number 

05438/317-85 

C:B [ J GH [ ) TRANSACTION 

Organi-
Action Fund Agency zation Act1vitJ 

010 1900 

OlO 0105 

-.REV. 

Object 

ING PERIOD ----

Current 
Amount 

Revised 
Amount 

BUDGET 
Change 
Increase Sub-
(Decrease) , Total , Description 

EXPENSE 

90,493 

24,207 

15 

1715 

39,213 

25,873 
Insurance 
Subtotal PS, ORG 1900 

11,774 Indirect Cost (XIX) 

224,312 Total, 

29,507 Pass 

207 

Subtotal, ORG 1750 

Total, ORG 1750 

3,846 

18,394 



Document 
Number 

05438/3/7-85 

EB [ GM [ J TRANSACTION DATE ______ _ 

Organ -
Agency zation Activity Rev. 

PERIOD---- BUDGET FY __ 
Change 
Increase Sub-
(Decrease) . Total , Description 

REVENUE 

'RP:venuP 



mullTnomRH counTY OREGon 
SEriVICES I 

AGING SERVICES DIVISION ' 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES 
421 S.W. 5TH, 3RD FLOOR 

GLADYS McCOY • CHAIR OF THE BOARD 
PAULINE ANDERSON • DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT 3 

SHARRON KELLEY • DISTRICT 4 248-3646 
248-3683 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Gladys McC,oy.~ Chair 
Board of Cb~nty Commissioners 

Duane , Director ~~~~- V'. · · .. ( tt0 
artment of Human Services ~~ -

Jim McConnell, Director tft_ 
Aging Services Division ~ 

July 19, 1990 

SUBJECT: FY90-91 State Revenue Contract Accompanying 
Modification, Aging Services Division 

Budget 

RETROACTIVE CONTRACT & BUDGET MODIFICATION: This revenue contract <& its 
accompanying t modification) are retroactive to July 1, 1990. 
Details relevant to the Adult Transfer were concluded Friday, July 13, 
1990 and are included in the attached contract & modification. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
revenue contract 
# 

That the 
DHS # 

Board of County Commissioners approve ASD 
and its accompanying t Modification DHS 

ANALYSIS: This revenue contract, covering federal/state revenues of 
$8,705,552, continues existing services ·to the frail elderly. It also 
adds $331,995 Title XIX to staff the new responsibilities related to the 
Adult Transfer. 

The accompanying t modification adds the $331,995 Adult Transfer 
revenue and an additional $85,063 in Title III, Oregon Project 
I <OPI>, and matched Title XIX dollars to the revenue in the 
FY90-91 Adopted The additional funding covers a shift in 
estimated revenues between Title 1118 and Title III-Cl; an increase in OPI 
as a result of carryover savings for in-home services and increased 
support for Alzheimer client programs; and matched Title XIX for Long Term 
Care program and clerical support. 

BACKGROUND: The Adult Transfer was authorized through Senate Bill 875 and 
Resolution 90-85, the latter approved by the BCC May 31, 1990. The Adult 
Transfer i tal between the State Senior & Disabled 
Services Division and Multnomah County is on the BCC for 
consideration the week of July 23, 1990. 



Informal Onl;-'" 

Mcc:ing [J.aCe 

Agcnaa /:Ia. 

REQUEST fOR PLACEHEI't'T ON Tii£ ACE~'DA 

Ratification of 
ub ccc with State Senior 

----------------------
(Dace 

TELEPHONE 248-3646 -------------------------------

Should include ocher Alternatives explored, and clear state-
for the action requested. This revenue 

modification DHS continue the State Senior Services and 
to Division's progriliuS for the frail 

The revenue contract includes $8,705,552 
elution 90-85 and the 
the week of 23, 1990. 

of which $331 1 995 the Adult Transfer res-
transfer to the Board 

17,058 of the contract to the revenues included 

in the FY 90-91 for the Transfer and ,063 f 

for continuation of current programs. 

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

ACTION 

0 INFOR..~ION ONLY 0 PRELIMINARY APPROVAL 0 PO~ICY DIRECTION APPROVAL 

INDICATE 1.::::..:. :::s:I.'il:JED TI~ NEEDED ON .M;ENDA ----------------------------
L~AC!:: 

PERSom;:r:::. 

0 

o:::ne.::- _________________ 

OTE:ER 

NOTE: If reques~ing unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency tion on back. 



FROM: Jim 
ing 

SUBJECT: FY90-91 

1990 

State 
Modification, 

Revenue Contract 
Services D is on 

ing 

RETROACTIVE CONTRACT BUDGET MODIFICATION: s revenue contract 
modif cat on are retroactive to Jul 

to Adult Transfer were concluded Fr , Jul 
and are included i attached contract & mod ication. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
revenue contract 
# 

That 
DHS 

the Board of Commissioners 
and ts accompanying Mod 

ANALYSIS: Th s revenue contract, 
$8,705,552, cant nues exist serv ces 
adds $331,995 t e XIX the new 
Adult 

The accompanying 
revenue and 

estimated 

modif cat adds 
tional $85,063 T tle 

matched t 

ts 
1990 

13, 

The add t 
revenues between Title I IB and 

of carryover savings 
zheimer c ient programs; 

n-home services and increased 
matched Ti 

cler 

y 



SDS 1373 (Rev, 10/89) 

• 

Department of Human Resources 

SENIOR AND DISABLED SERVICES DIVISION 
313 PUBLIC 

J y 17, 1990 

BUILDING, SALEM, OREGON 97310 PHONE 503-378-4728 (VoicejTDD) 

i -800-232-3020 

James McConnell, Director 
Aging ices Division 
421 S.W. Fifth, Third Floor- 8161 
Portl an)JS:~.~-~20-4 
Dear~l, 

cl are four copies of amendment #1 to your FY 91 AAA Area Plan. 

This amendment requires the signature of the person with the 
authority to enter into contracts. After you have obtai ned the 
necessary signature, p 1 ease return all four copies of the amendment 
to: 

Senior and Disabled Services Division 
Program Assistance Section 
313 Public Service Building 
Salem, OR 10 

Following sign ures by the Division, a copy of the amendment will 
be returned to you for your contract file. 

Be s, 

Harold . Evenson, Program Coordinator 
Program Assi ance S ion 

mult-1. L 

Enclosures 

PRIDE • DIGNITY • INDEPENDENCE 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



£ 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) Contract # ----=-/....,_0,'""-~..,.8:;_;5=-/.____ 

Amendment 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

Professional Services under $1 O,OCO 0 Professional Services over $10,000 (8 Intergovernmental Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption) 

Rti?rfMW 0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 

r~ultnomch Boar.d 0 Licensing Agreement County 
0 Construction of Commtss1oners 
0 Grant R-;o R-t2-'lo • Revenue 

Phone 248-3646 Date _ _,__1_6_,__1_9_9_0 __ _ 

Human Services 

Description of 
This contract continues from the State Senior and 

Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ____ _ 

ORS/AR Contractor is o MBE OWBE OORF 

Mailing 313 Public Service 

Salem, OR 97310 

Phone _________ 3_7_8_-_3_7_5_1 ________________ ___ Payment Term 

Employer ID #or SS # ------------ 0 Lump Sum "'----------
Effective Date _____ 1 _' _1_ 9_9_0 ________ _ 0 Monthly 

Termination Date June 30, l991 XX Other 

Original Contract Amount .,. ___________ _ 0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Amount of Amendment Purchase Order 

Total Amount of Agreement ., _____ 2 ____ _ 0 Requirements Not to Exceed"'----------·· 

REQUIRED SIGNAT)l,a_ES: ~ (' 

~apartment Manager ~ L u:) 
Purchasing DireciOr ~ 
(Class II Contracts 

Count~9ounsel Coun~~/S~~~~ 
Dme ______ ~~~~~~----------·-· 

Date------------------

Date ___ =----=-~~~----------
' Date ______ ~~----------------' 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME 
REV 

I TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

LINE FU NCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT SUB REPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 

oi 1 1700 
ORG OBJ ~6~ Title III D 15,088 DEC 

0 IND 

' <2 ~56 Q~~ 1700 206~ T~tle III B ~~~~t~~ - .., cr 1"7AA . '1 A C. 'T'-it-1n TTT r'-1 

-il 156 010 1700 2066 Title III C- 2 509 537 
o:Jf> 156 010 1700 2387 OPI 1,135,028 

6 156 010 1700 2609 Title XIX 5,82.6,$99 
INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

WHrrE- PURCHASING CANARY- INrriATOR PINK -CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN FINANCE 



Department of Human Resources 

SENIOR AND DISABLED SERVICES DIVISION 
cf' 

NEIL GOLDSCHMIDT 313 PUBLIC SERVICE BUILDING, SALEM, OREGON 97310 PHONE 503-378-4728 (VoicejTDD) 

Contract lf8q)b~~20 
\~;" SDS 1373 (Rev, 10/89) Amendment of Agreement 

The agreement effective July 1, 1990 through June 30, 1991 between the State of 
Oregon, Department of Human Resources, Senior and Disabled Services Division, and 

Multnomah County 
426 SW Stark, 5th Floor 

Portland, OR 97204 

A Type B, Area Agency on Aging is amended as follows: 

FY 1991 
Allocation 
Carryover 
Amount 

Transfers 
Total 
Funds 
Available 
Previous 
Total 
Contract 

[SSD Funds 
This Cont 
Amendment 

New Total 
Contract 

IBalal 
Available 

1. New funding amounts as of July 17, 1990 are as follows: 
(date amendment prepared) 

PARTB PART C-1 PART C-2 PARTD Oregon Project 
Social Congregate Home In- Home Independence 

Services Meals Del Meals Services Base Alzheimer's 

570,888 858,481 193,058 14,088 1,063,940 60,088 
v 

69,460 35,691 0 2,470 11 ,000 0 

113,770 (428,990) 316,479 0 0 0 

754,118 465,182 509,537 16,558 1,074,940 60,088 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

754,118 465,182 509,537 15,088 1,074,940 60,088 

754,118 465,182 509,537 15,088 1,074,940 60,088 

0 0 0 1,470 0 0 

( 

LTC Admin 
B 

A A As 

5,637,244 

189,355 

0 

5,826,599 

0 

5,826,599 

5,826,599 

0 

Total 
All 

Cateqories 

8,397,787 

307,976 

1,259 

8,707,022 

0 

8,705,552 

8,705,552 

1,470 



Contract# 00283 
Page 2 

2. Funding Changes: 
Title Ill B increased by allocation $570,888 
Title Ill B increased by transfer from Ill C-1 $113,770 
Title Ill B increased by estimated carry over $69,460 
Title Ill C-i increased by allocation $858,481 
Title Ill C-1 decreased by transfer to 111-B $113,770 
Title Ill C-1 decreased by transfer to Ill C-2 $316,479 
Title Ill C-1 increased by estimated carry over $35,691 
Title Ill C-2 increased by allocation $193,058 
Title Ill C-2 increased by transfer from Ill C-2 $316,479 
Title Ill D increased by allocation $14,088 
Title Ill D increased by estimated carry over $2,470 
OPI increased by allocation $1 ,063,940 
OPI increased by estimated carry over $11,000 
OPI Alzheimer increased by allocation $60,088 
LTC Admin increased by allocation $94,890 +$237 ,530 = $332,420 
LTC Admin increased by additional local funds $613,773 

3. This contract is subject to the following conditions: 
Carryover is subject to an acceptable audit. 
$2,417,630 of Administration is subject to receipt of local funds during the biennium. 

The Executive Department, State of Oregon, has delegated authority to the Division to enter into this 
agreement without approval of the Department. 

The effective date of this amendment shall be uopn signature by the Senior and Disabled 
of Oregon. 

Az:I:RE D: Are=A .. ging 

s·~.M~~ 
/ Authorized Signature 

AGREED: 

Title 

REVIEWED BY: REVIEWED BY: 
Fiscal Services SDSD 

REVIEWED BY: REVIEWED BY: 
SDSD Contracts Unit 

to: 

Division, 

Manager 



Contract # 00283 

3 

REVIEWED: 

Lau~ence B. Kressel 
Multnomah Counsel 

Multnomah 

Date 

RATIFIED 
Multnomah County Soard 

of Commissioners 



Contracl/100283 
E·1 Buclgal Objectives 

Date: July 17, 1990 
District Multnomah 2 

CASH Rl :sOURCES BUDGE OBJECTIVES 

·~~~ Cateaorv 

LTC I I 
I I l llncome

1

1 Match I Other l USDA 

Units Cost IP~~· o~jCost 

Service Unit Serve~1case Match Other Total 
1 Admin OAA 79. 163 94.63C 65,839 350,296 590,528 
1 Acmin OPJ 106,361 5.009 112,370 

2 Advocacv 7,666 99,337 
~6 Proteclive Services 0 

4,901,547 
10 Trainina 1,137 380 1.517 

51 :asa Mom! 203.222 17 .566 256,206 630,994 38,820 16.25 2.724 232 
51 Case Mamt Alz 9,402 9.402 579 16.24 14 82 

2 I&R 20.799 18.866 164,212 16.664 220.54 44.660 4.94 20.303 11 
12a Translation 1 .50C .SOC 0 0 
-13 b\JtieaCh 20.853 20,853 1!34 25.00 BOO 26 
13a ~Kooo rrna 5.474 5:414 ~ 15 730 
j,f:7:r~~~~::::::::::::J5~9.,1Ial7t:=4~co~oo::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::J1lh2D79~l:2::::::::::::::::::~ 95.79

0 
2.3 165 19c 

19 Resource File 0 0 

LQQal Services 33.928 15.250 49.178 2.297 21.4 1,220 40 
Meals 3 12 152 ·144:579 451 24 .39 .8! 4,655 98 

~a USDA Cushion -18.000 .0' 3 .5 675 2 
Senior Cntr Ooer 138,057 13< ;7 9 .431 

t4 Counsellnc 145.604 1,197 14 81l1 8,94 16.41 1,767 83 
28 Health o o o 

33 Volunteer Svcs 22,122 7.982 30.104 800 37.63 
34 Mental Health 48.882 48 882 8.553 -.5. 72 
34a "1.Ufs"OOClaiPro! 3.9o9 4,067 7.976 1,319 e>.o5 
37 Ctr. 18,000 18 1 18.000 

-37a tn.dtaooi"Burlal 2C.24C 2c 70 289 14 
38 Nutrition 40C ' 
41 Home DallvAred Meals 509,537 276,973 786, 495,087 .59 
41a XIX Home Delivered Meals 22.7'04 22 704 40,000 0.57 
~43 ROmecaii 7.544 475.4ss 483.ooc s1.3a3 9.4o 
46 Personal Care .544 263. 09 - - f 27C .653 2 ,029 12.87 
46 Personal Care Alz 10,000 10,000 777 12.87 • 
4s Chore 2.ass 2 ss5 2• .85 
6 Dav Care 15,000 15,000 645 23.26 
60 DavCareAJz 15,570 15.570 669 23.27 
~Wa"iPiiiCare 32.293 -32.29 3.653 8.84 
~~:--rt•oi camAfz 18, l7 18.0: -2.040 8.84 

;....--_ =H lcenslno 190.644 
~ ·emo Res. Care 

231,472 422.1 55( 76 '.48 
1,00 1,000 

94 520 

0 0 
70 289 

3.300 2:>8 
220 103 
780 619 
346 782 

12 833 
38 75 
12 1,250 
14 1,112 
44 734 
25 721 

~ ·amo. Res Care Alz 1,070 1.070 35 30.57 6 178 
M1scMed 7,300 ".30( 16( 45.6 15 49 

754,118 465,182 509,537 15,088 1.074,940 60,086 0 238,097 1,275,584 444,256 0 Q 1 I l'll'l:'t 4AC 1,092,153 9.76 38,782 275 



DATE SUBMIITEI:l 

Procedure # 1201 
Page 3 of 4 

(For Clerlc.' s 
Meeting Da 
Agenda No. 

REQUEST FOR PUC!MENT ON !HE AGENDA 

Sub Project 

For:nal 

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include ocher a.lternat:ives explored, if applicable, and clear st:ate­
menc of rationale for the ac:t.ioa. requested. 

is of a Notice of Intent regarding submission of an for 
a Homeless Youth Project to the office of Community Services (OCS) , 
Family Support Administration under the Demonstration Partnership Program. This 
demonstration pro was developed by Outside In, in with Portland 
Community Co , the Private Industry Council and the Tri-County Youth Services 
Consortium, with the of de:..nonstratinq a more effective model of 

self-sufficiency·fnr homeless youth.,. The grant must be submitted in 
conjuction with a local communi~y action program. 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

0 INFORMATION OHL! 

IMPACT: 

PERSONNEL 

(i] FISC..\L/BUDGEUB.! 

UJ · General Fund 

Other ----------------
SIGNATURES: 

POLICY DWCJ:ION 

DEP-Ul'MEN'I' HEAD, EUC'!ED OFFICIAL, or COUNTI COlili!SSIONER: 

NOTE: If requesting Wlani:mous consent, stat:e sit:uation requi 

1984 

0 



mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
AGING SERVICES DIVISION - 248-3646 
COMMUNITY ACTION - (503) 248-5464 
421 S.W. 5TH, 2ND FLOOR 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 
FAX# (503) 248-3332 

GLADYS McCOY e CHAIR OF THE BOARD 
PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER 
RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER 

SHARRON KELLEY • DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER 

VIA: 

f Commissi~~-~~ 

Duane Zussy, Director ~ ~- d. 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

of Human rvices 

Jim McConnell, Director 
ing Services Di sio 

July 12, 1990 

1 of No ice o Intent ng ral Grant 
a Homeless Youth f-Sufficiency ect 

ion 
communi action agencies 
for Demonstration 

Commissioners approve a 
of ication to 

istration 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



I is 
In s 
Consort um 
materials and s 

n 89 
Demonstration Partnership 

ficiency Pro ec 
Portland State Uni 

contracted 
f the Communit 

was awarded a the 
to ement a Home ess Famil 

wi Portland Impact the 
Research Ins itute. Outside 



MULTNO.~.H CC"lrmTY NOTICE OF H."!':::~ 

DATE: 10, 1990 
TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

DEPARTMENT AND CONTACT PERSON: of Human Services, Bill Thomas 

GRANTOR AGENCY: Office of Services, Administration, 
U.S. of Health and Human Services 

BEGINNING DATE OF GRANT: October 1, 1990 

PROJECT TITLE: Homeless Youth Project 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION/GOALS: 
This pro was Outside In, in with Community 
College and the Private Industry Council, with the goal of demonstrating a more 
effectivemodel of promotinq term self-suffic · for homeless The 
pr?ject is based on the current 90 day transitional housing program for homeless 
youth which the Action Office funds through Outside In. The Tri-
County Youth Consortium proposes to evaluate the effects of term 
subsidized housing (up to one year), intensive case management and counseling, 
vocational or education training, and employment on achievement of 
education, employment and Tuition waivers will be provided 

Portland Community College and the PIC will employment funds. 
Five will be served per year. 

PROJECT ESTIMATED BUDGET: 2 years 

$2,270 of indirect costs are 
recovered 

FEDERAL SHARE 

STATE SHARE 
PIC SHARE 
LOCAL SHARE 

TOTAL 

Direct/Indirect 

$259,947 I 2, 210 

$167,081 I local 
55,400 N/A 

$ 95,340 12,53! 

_ _....2~8 ..... .~...7 __ % 
9.5 

__ .;:::.10.::...:..0 __ % 

EXPLANATIO~ OF LOCAL SEARE: (explain indirect costs, hard-match, in-kine, 
Direct local share $83,500 General funds e-.::c ·) 
contracted to Outside In for case services over two years, and $11,840 
as 10% in-kind of Community Action Program Managerover two years, (as 
manager). Ind~rect local share represents $1755 indirect costs for 
funds and State Homeless Assistance Program funds contracted to outside In over two 

FINANCE 

7 indirect cost 
RTING A~:O/OR B 

DE:?.M.RTMENT -------
ly 

per grant 
and semi-annual fiscal 

G?..A-:-!TOR P..:D \·i:-10 REPORTS: 
REPORTS, r:;;:Jic.::..TE ?..:::.:..sm;s 

by DHS to 

GRA.l\!T DURATION AND F'C'TU?.E RATIO: ( INDICAT.:::: ;._:.:::n .. -xT OF COL"X':'Y 1-:.:;.TCH ?:::R YE.::..F 
Two years duration; reflects match over two 

ADVANCE TED __ ..:;.:_ ___ YES NO, IF NOT INDIC..::..TE REASO~\. ------



FULL TI 
e County 

th :rearly 

Contract for case 
Contr~ct for evaluation services to 
Travel to OCS conferences (4 over two years) 

Indirect 

VISION 

~INANCE DIVISION 

DIVISION 

lEPART~1ENT DIRECTOR 

TO"!'AL 

Outside In, 
Consortium 

$216,339 

this 

35,918 
3,690 
3,000 
1,000 
2,270 

source, 



\fo~ Cle~K's Use) 

Mee~lng Oete~~~--~~-­
hgenoa No. 

RtJUtST FOR PLA:tMENT ON THE AGENDA 
AMENDMENT TO Oregon Health Sciences 

ect:University Contract 

Informal Onl Formal Only 
1 Da u) (Date l 

DEPARTMENT ___ H_uma __ n_S_e_r_v_i_c_e_s ______ _ Sl Health Division 

CONTACT Scott Clement x3674 

•NAI'!:E:( s) OF PtRSON I'V.l:!NG PRtStNTh'J'lOt\ TO BOJ.RD Scott Clement/Duane Zussy 

Should include other alte~natives explored, i! applicable, and clear state-
ratlonale !or the action . The Oregon Health Sciences University (OHSU) 

has requested an amendment to the contract in which they provide physicians for 
each of the County's (11) half-day TB clinics. The amendment increases total 
compensation paid to (OHSU) from $1,300.00 to $1,800.00. This amendment will 
make it possible for the County to pay the state the $150.00 per half-day TB 
clinic that they require. 

'DR'=".!"",.!~ .. t')"* ''O't>~Q\P. 0 n, n~.Ir"'V ,...,. ... J. :::-.-_ ... ~":"'10"' • _.., ,.,_ ,,..,,_ ,.. ••• .r. "'"" . -- -. ..., • -- " 

5 minutes maximum 

?E:RSON!\tl.. 

OTHE:t:: -------

COUNT~ COUNSEL IO~dinances, Kesc!~ti 

NOTE: ":'I: -- •me=gency action on back. 



TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

McCoy, Multnomah County Chair 

Duane Zussy, Director 
Depart;:m~,nt of Human Services 

Bi 
He 

Director 

DATE: June 22, 1990 

SUBJECT: Amendment to Agreement With Oregon Health Sciences University 
(Chest Fellows) 

('1409K pJ 

The Oregon Health Sciences University (OHSU) has requested 
that they be reimbursed $150 for each of (11) half-day TB 
clinics. The original amount budgeted needs to be increased 
in order to meet (OHSU) needs. 

The Health Division and the Department of Human Services 
recommend County Chair approval and County Board ratification 
of this Amendment to this Intergovernmental Agreement 
ratified June 7, 1990 for the period July 1, 1990 to June 30, 
1991. 

The Amendment increases total compensation from $1,300 to 
$1,800. This $500 increase will allow Multnomah County to 
pay the state the $150 per half-day TB Clinic that they 

re. 

The contract has been renewed since FY 89/90. 



MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

CLASS I 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) 

CLASS II 

Contract 100051 90/91 ______ ...:..__ 

Amendment _1 ____ _ 

CLASS Ill I 
0 Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $1 0,000 ln~:&.vf1'P~~~I Agreement 

r~~..D (RFP, Exemption) 
0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement Multnomch County Board 

of mmt.sstoners 0 Licensing Agreement 

k-/;;:; 0 Construction P-D2 j?z) 0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

Contact Person __ B_r_a_m_e ___________ _ Phone x2670 

Description of 

RFP/BID Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption 

OWBE OQRF 

Date ______ _ 

OMBE 

Effective Date ----'-'-~r-'--'----'"""-"'------­

T e rmi nation Oat e ----'-'-.U.U.""--'""'-'...1-----..J"-"-'-'------­

Original Contract Amount ... -----'--------­

Amount of Amendment 

Total Amount of Agreement·=:..:::::..:-=-------­

REQUIRED 

{:·A Department 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME 

~FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT 
ORG 

01. 156 010 0700 6110 

02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

are 

Payment Term 

0 Lump Sum ... _________ _ 

0 Monthly 

GO Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed ""-------

Date ___ 7_;__ _ _:__U ______ _ 
Date _______________________ __ 

Date _____ ~---~~--------------

Date ____ ~~~----=---------------

I TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

SUB REPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 
OBJ ~ATEG DEC 

IND 

10399 ..500.00 

WHITE· PURCHASING CANARY· INITIATOR PINK· CLERK OF THE BOARD GRFFN • FINAI'¥":F 



AMENDMENT NO 1 TO 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY AGREEMENT 

THIS AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT made and entered into as of the day 
of , 1990, by and between MULTNOMAH COUNTY, (hereinafter "COUNTY"), 
and Oregon Health Sciences University, (hereinafter "CONTRACTOR"). 

W I T N E S S E T H: 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY and CONTRACTOR are to a certain 
dated June 25, 1990, and for the period July 1, 1990 to and including June 30, 
1991, entitled (TB) Clinic Agreement (hereinafter "Agreement"); and 

WHEREAS, the parties mutually desire to amend said Agreement in the manner 
hereinafter set forth; 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

Amend Sec. 3 
2) Payments to STATE shall not exceed ,800. This amendment 

a $500 increase in compensation. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Amendment to Agreement to 
be executed by their duly authorized officers the date first hereinabove 
written. 

OREGON HEALTH SCIENCES UNIVERSITY 

Date: 

Contractor I.D. Number 

REVIEWED: 
LAURENCE KRESSEL, Counsel 

fo~~ 

Date: ____ ~ __ ·_z __ o_. __ 7_o ____________ ___ 

HEALTH DIVISION 

By: 

Date: 

Muhnomch County Boarii 
c:d654om~piuioners 



DATE SU!H.ITTED (For Clerk's ----------------
Meeting Date ----~------­
Agenda No. 

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON TiiE AGENDA 

Subject: Ratification of an IGA contract amendment. 

Informal Only*------~----~------­
(D.a te) 

Formal 

DEPARTMENT Human Services DIVISION _____ s_o_c_l_·a_l __ s_e_r_v_i_c_e_s ____________________ _ 

CONTACT Kathy Tinkle TELEPHONE _______ 2_4_8_-_3_6_91--------------~----

*NA.H.E( s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Duane Zussy 

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

Ratification of amendment #l between ~ortland Employment Pcoject and the DD program office 
to decrease Supported Employment service element by ( $4, 562.80) due to a client transferring 
to another county provider. 

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

ACTION REQUESTED: 

D INFORMATION ONLY 0 PRELIMINARl' APPROVAL 0 POLICY DIB..ECTION 

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA -----------------------------
IMPACT: 

PERSONNEL 

~ FISCAL/BUDGETARY 

0 · General Fund 

Decreases Org. 1258 ($4,562.80). 

Other D'edera1/State 
----------------

SIGNATURES: 

DE.P ARTME.N'I' RE..AD, ELECTED OFFI CUI., or COUNTY OJMMI S SI ONER: 

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, 

Q RATIFICATION 

OTHER~~~~--~--~~~~~------------~---------------------------------------(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.) 

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



TO: 

VIA: 

Gladys McCoy 
Multnomah County 

Duane Zussy 

MEMORANDUM 

Director, Department of Human Services 

FROM: Gary Smith 
Director, 

DATE: July 12, 1990 

Services 

SUBJECT: Recommendation to Approve Portland Employment Project Amendment #1. 

RECOMMENDATION: Social Services Division recommends County Chair and Board 
approval of amendment #1 between the DD program office and Portland Employment 
Project for the period August 1 through June 30, 1991. 

ANALYSIS: Amendment #1 decreases Supported Employment (DD43) ($4,562.80) by 
the transfer of one client to another provider. The new contract total is 
$145,418.60. 

BACKGROUND: Client transfers between providers are a routine occurrence in 
the DD program. By transferring to the new provider, the client can receive 
services that are more individualized for her needs. 

[PDXEmpl] 



£ 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

CLASS I 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) 

CLASS II 

Contract 

Amendment 

CLASS Ill 

101241 

Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $1 0,000 IJ!l Intergovernmental Agreement 

Description of 

(RFP, Exemption) 
0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 

ultnomr..: 
ol C 

R-1.3 

IF'Z 
a 

7-12-90 

160/6 

RFP/BID 

ORS/AR 

Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ____ _ 

Contractor is 0 MBE 

Contractor Name-----~"----=------=---

Mailing 1-\ r lrH '"'''::> __ _=.:::..::_::....:..._.=..;..:.__:::c=-=..:.:.....:.;::_c_.:..:.:..:.;...:..._ ___ _ 

Phone ------~~~~------------­
Employer ID #or 

Effective Date ___ ...::..::.;::.;;z..:::;;::..;::.....:::.t.........:.=..::....::...::._ _____ _ 

Termination 

Original Contract Amount .,.--===-c._:=_;::..:::..c:....=..;:::........... ___ _ 

Amount of Amendment 

OWBE OQRF 

Payment Term 

0 Lump Sum ... _________ _ 

!Xl Monthly 

0 Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

Total Amount of Agreement"'-==~~~~---- 0 Requirements Not to Exceed .,. ________ _ 

REQUIRED SIGNATU~ES: 

~apartment Manager ;<JJ/.ki0<L. h, ffi} D~e-----~-+-~~~~---------· 
Date ______________________ _ 

Date ____ ~--~-----------------

D~e ___ ~---~-=--------------

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME I TOTALAMOUNT $ 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT SUB REPT lGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INc/ 
NO. ORG OOJ CATEG OEC 

IND 

01. 156 010 1258 ~D43 6060 1243 (4,562.80) 

02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 
WHrrE- PURCHASING CANARY- INITIATOR PINK· ClERK OF THE BOARD GREEN- FINAi'l::E 



1.) 

2.) 

3 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY SOCIAL SERVICES DIVISION 
CONTRACT AMENDMENT NUMBER 1 

DURATION FROM: 08/01/90 TO: 06/30/91 
CONTRACTOR NAME: PORTLAND EMPLOYMENT PROJECT - PCC 
CONTRACTOR ADDRESS: 12000 S.W. 49TH 

TELEPHONE: 244-6111 
IRS NO.: 93-0575187 

PORTLAND 

AMENDMENT to Contract 
The Multnomah County Social 
PORTLAND EMPLOYMENT PROJECT 

It is understood by the 
Contract not superseded by this 
AMENDMENT. 

PART I - Summary 

OR 97219 

Services Division, referred to as the COUNTY, and 
- PCC, referred to as the CONTRACTOR. 
that all conditions and in the original 
AMENDMENT are still in force and apply to this 

DATE: 

Service 
Element 

Funding 
Source 

Current 
Amount 

Increase 
(Decrease) Amount Payment Basis 

WAC - SMHD 
Work Activity Center 

SSP - SMHD 
Sheltered Services Program 

- SMHD 
Employment Program 

TOTALS: 

Contracted Slots 

Daily Utilization 

Enrolled Clients 

( 

Above amounts are subject to the Notes and Special Conditions in Part II below. 

Page 1 of 3 

per 

per 

per 



1 

CONTRACTOR: 

Multnomah County Social Services Division 
Contract AMENDMENT Number 1 

PORTLAND EMPLOYMENT PROJECT - PCC 

Part II - Notes 

Notes: 

DATE: 07j02j90 

3 ) DD43 SEP Supported Employment Program funding is DEcreased by the transfer of ONE person 
with a rate of $414.80/mo and CPMS Case Number 191764 effective 8/1/90. 

Special Conditions: 

Special Conditions remain in effect, and the following are added: 

NONE 

of 



CONTRACTOR:PORTLAND EMPLOYMENT PROJECT - PCC 
Ill 

In witness whereof, the hereto have caused this to be 
by their authorized officers. 

CONTRACTOR: 

YO 
Date 

Director 

REVIEWED: 

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel 

3 of 3 



RE~UEST F'OR PLACEHt~T ON THE .L.GtND.L. 
Oregon Health Sciences University 

SubJeCt: Contract 

ln!o:ma~ OnJy• -------------------- Formal Only 
(Date l 

OEPARTMEI\T Human Services VIS 

COt\TAC':' Scott Clement 

•NM!!:( s) OF Pl:RSDN ~l.AJ;lNG PRESI:NThTlDN TO Duane 

('fo: C:~e:Y.'s 

Mee~in£; Oat 
.L.9enoa No. 

(Date) 

Clement 

BRII:F SUMMARY Shoul~ include other alternatives e~plorcd, if applicable, and clear state­
ment of ratlonale fer the action requestec. 

The County treats patients in need of sigmoidoscopy examinations 

which the Oregon Health Sciences University, Department of Family 

Practice capable of providing at an advantageaus cost for the 

County. 

(IF' hDDITlONh~ SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE) 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

D ?R!Ll MI!\;..R;' ;t..??RDVJ..L 

INDIC;..Tt THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON 5 minutes maximum 

?ERSDNNEL 

GENERAL F'UND 

OTHEr:: -----------------

DE?ARTP.Et\T HE;..D, ELECT!:D OfFICI;..:.., cr COU!:TY CDM~::SSlO:\!:R:: 

COUNT:' COUNSEL (Ord~nences, Rescl~tions, ;..;reemen:s, Contracts) 



DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM 

[ 

DIVISION THE 
ANDERSON • DISTRICT 1 

KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 
RICK • DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER 

SHARRON KELLEY • DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER 

Duane Zussy, Director 
tment of Human Services 

Bi li , Director 
Health Services Division 

June 27, 1990 

The Health Division and Chair recommend and 
Board ratification of this agreement with 

Health Sciences Univers of Fami 
Practice for the 1, 1990 to June 30, 1991. 

rements contract 
pays state a fee 

if clients 
visit and fails to 

This year of the contract. out for 

and 

these services costs the less than them in-house. 



A 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) Contract #_---'-1 ...... 0....::2=...2t,...,_..l_ 

Amendment 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

Professional Services under $10,000 Professional Services over $1 0,000 
(RFP, Exemption) 

Intergovernmental Agreement 

""'"" 
0 PCRB Contract r 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 licensing Agreement 

Boa 

0 Construction 
0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

Contact Person Brame -------------------------------- Date __ -;.!....-..LJ/'2=--" ·--"·~....,_() __ Phone x2670 

Description of 

RFP/BID 

ORS/AR 

Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date _______ _ 

Contractor is 0 MBE 
Oregon Health Sciences Un1vers1t 

Contraator Name Department of Famj J y Pract j ce 

Mailing 3181 s.w. Sam Jackson Park Road 

Phone ------------~-------------­
Employer ID #or 

Effective Date ~Sf..:::O:.:l.~.-.:1:.::9:...:::9;.::::0-:------
Termination Date _ ___;:;ry~._,tJ..,.e:3=0L-, -=1=9:...:::9..=1 _____ _ 

Original Contract Amount "'----------­

Amount of Amendment 

Total Amount of Agreement ~ _ __Jie.e~..r:.e:men..t:.:s........ __ 

REQUIRED SIGNAT~flJES: / 

~epartment Manager~~~ 
Ph'D't ~ urc asmg tree or ...-2 L":l 

!!Contracts~~ v-
County EJunlt}_ 

County Ch~ir/Sheriff vr::::--; ~o () ~ .. ~: 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT 
NO. ORG 

01. 156 010 0700 6110 
02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

OWBE OQRF 

Payment Term 

0 Lump Sum ..,. _________ _ 

0 Monthly 

[XI Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed ... ______ _ 

Date----"--____.:;. __ ____.:;.......,.. ______ _ 

D t ae 

Date 7 ·g. ?'o 
l Date 6 2 -CJo 

I TOTAl Atv10UNT $ 

SUB REPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 
OOJ ~ATEG DEC 

IND 

0300 Reaui .eme1 ·~~ 

WHITE • PURCHASING CANARY· IN IT !A TOR PINK - CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN· FINA~ 



MULTIWMhH COUNTY 
1\.ND 

OREGON HEALTH SCIENCES UNIVERSITY 
SIGMOIDOSCOPY CONTRACT 

THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT s made and entered into this 
of and between MULTNOMJ\.H COUNTY, a itical subdivision 
of the State of (hereinafter referred as "COUNTY"), and the 
Health Sciences Univers of Fami Practice (hereinafter 
referred to as "STATE"), 

WHEREAS, COUNTY's health care need of 
s examinations which STATE , under terms 
and conditions hereinafter described, 

WHEREAS, can s examinations to COUNTY 

IN CONSIDERATION of those mutual ses and the terms and conditions set 
forth hereafter, the s agree as follows: 

1. 

The term of this shall be from 1, 1990, to and 
, 1991, unless sooner terminated under the sions hereof. 

2. 

h. COUNTY will as in schedul visits 
and s 

hi , obtain 

C. STATE wi the Fami 
Practice Center unles medical contraindications preclude thi • 

D. STATE wi 
A copy of 1 

Health Division 

wi r 
surgery 

A. STATE on the fol terms: 

sit 
and 

llK-p 



2) 100'\. of fees assessed the 
of at OHSU, when done. 

3 100'\. of a brief office visit, 
pre copy visit but fails to the 

4) No fee if at 
determined that the cannot be done 

5) STATE will submi an invoice for 

the 

visit it is 
Fami Practice 

B. COUNTY certifies that either federal, tate or local funds are 
able and authorized to finance the costs of this In the event 

that funds cease to be available to COUNTY in the , COUNTY 
may terminate or reduce acco COUNTY will noti 
SThTE as soon as it receives notification from source. Reduction or 
termination will not effect for accountable expenses to the 
effe tive date of such action. 

c. 
within thir 

affec 
after the end 

red or billed within this 
of STATE. 

A. STATE is an contractor and is 
the conduct of its programs. STATE, its and 
deemed or agents of COUNTY. 

must be received 

time period will be the 

responsible for 
shall not be 

B. STATE shall defend and hold and save harmless COUNTY, its 
ficers, agents, and out of the tortious acts 

of STATE. o its officers within the scope of 

and 
off 
and 

5. 

and s to the 
conditions 

i 

2 

number, as 



7. 

8. 

STATE shal neither 
herein, nor ass 

written 

subcontract with others for 
any of STATE'S 

from comrrY. 
to third persons for of any 

incurs 
herein 

A. STATE agrees to of COUNTY, 
and/or the icable Federal or agency to make such 
review of the records of the STATE as COUUTY or auditor may deem necessary to 
satis audit and/or program evaluation purposes. STATE shall 
authorized of COUNTY Health Division to site visit all 
programs covered costs disallowed as the result 
of such audits, review or site visits will be the sole responsibil of 
STATE. If cost s disallowed after reimbursement has occurred, 
STATE will of such costs. 

9. 

Waiver of a default shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any 
default. Waiver of breach of any of this shall 

not be deemed to be a waiver of ~ny other breach and shall not 
be construed to be a modification of the this 

10. 

A. STATE shall adhere icable laws its 
its but not limited to laws rules, 

workers' and minimum and 

B. STATE 
to hi terms, or 

, nor shal any person be excluded be denied 
the be ected to discrimination under any program or 

individual's race, color sex, national 
In that STATE th all 

Executive Order Number amended 
Order Number 11375 of the President of the United States dated 
1965, Title VI of the Civil Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 
84.4. STATE will also all 
orders of 
and the 

3 



11. 

A. In the event that 
federal or state initiated 
written notification of 
amendment and return to COUNTY within 
COUNTY's document. 

B. other amendments to the sions 
COUNTY or STATE shall be reduced to 

12. 

contains the entire 
written or oral discussions or 

13. 

of this 
and 

between the 

whether 
both 

and 

STATE agrees to all client records confidential in accordance 
with State and Federal statutes and rules 

14. 

A. Jiolation of any of the rules, , attachments, or 
conditions of this may, at the either be cause for 
termination of the and, unless and until corrected, of 

COUNTY and services STATE, or be cause 
and/or services, which 

of any violation of this 
the remedies of this 

violations of this 

B. This may be t.erminated either 
written notice to the other 

of the 

1 notice of denial, 
nonrenewal of license or certi 
held STATE 

date 
service for 

staff, or 

COUNTY deems 

[73 ] 

Waiver 
said 

(60 

under any 



to STATE will include all services 
and shall be in full satisfaction of 

COUNTY under this 

E. Termination under any sion of this section shall not affect 
any , obl or of STATE or COUNTY which accrued to 
such termination. 

15. 

A. STATE shall COUNTY immediate notice in of any action 
or suit filed or any claim made STATE or any subcontractor of which 
STATE may be aware of which may result in related in any way to 
this 

16. 

This shall be construed to the law of the state of 

of 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the have caused this Agreement to be 
executed by their duly officers the date first written above. 

OREGON HEALTH SCIENCES UNIVERSITY MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Multnomah County Chair 

Date Date 

Federal I.D. Number 

HEALTH DIVISION 

REVIEWED: 

6 of 6 
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REJUEST fOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA 

!Fe:; C~e:;Y.'s, 

~eetlng Date 
~penoa No. 

MULTNOMAH EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
ec t : CONTRACT 

Informal Only" 
--------------------- Formal Only 

(Date! I Date) 

DEP~RTMENT Human Services VIS Health 
----------------------------------

CONTACT Scott Clement x3674 

K0~ 1 2 
/<-16 

·N~l-!:.::1 s) Of PtRSON t-1Al~lNG PRI:StNTJ..TlOI\ TO BOJ..RD __ s_c_o_t_t_C_l_e_me_n_t_/_D_u_an_e_z_u_s_s...;y:,_ ______ _ 

' Should include other alte:cnatives orcc, i! e~plicable, end clear state-
ment ratlonale !cr the action requested. 
An Agreement supporting the efforts of Multnomah Education Service District to comply 
witHpRS 433 requiring the establishment of a system to identify, test, and track students 
born' in countries with high rates of tuberculosis. No funds are involved in the agree-
ment. etto(G.o -\o t\. 

(!f J..DD!TlON~L SPAC:.:: !S NEEDED, PLEASE US:.:: REVERSE SlDt) 

ACTlON REQUESTED: 

!ND!Ch.'TE. THE. EST!MAT::::D 'T!ME NEEDED ON hGEt\Dh_.:::;5_.:,::m::::i~n:::::U:.::t:.::e:::::s~ma=x:::.::i:::m::::um=----------------

PERSONNEL 

OTH!:R 
-----------------

S l G!~J. TU RES : 

unanimous consent, state situation requi:ins eme:gency action on bact. 



DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
HEALTH DIVISION 

BOARD 
PAULINE ANDERSON • COMMISSIONER 

426 S.W. STARK STREET, 2ND FLOOR 
PORTLAND, OREGON 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER 
RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT COMMISSIONER 

POLLY CASTERLINE • DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER (503) 248-3406 

~EM_OR_ANDU:t1 

TO: 

VIA: Duane Zussy, Director 
of Human Services 

FROM: Director 
Division 

DATE: May 3, 1990 

SUBJECT: Multnomah Education Service District Contract 

[7052K-P] 

The Health Division and the Department of Human Services 
recommend County Chair approval and County Board 
ratification of this intergovernmental agreement with 
Multnomah County Service District upon execution to 
June 30, 1991. 

This agreement supports the efforts 
Service District to comply with ORS 
establishment of a system to identi 
students born in countries with high 
tuberculosis. No funds are involved 

of Multnomah Education 
433 requiring the 

test, and track 
rates of 
in the agreement. 

The County has, since 1981, assisted Multnomah Education 
Service District in complying with various state laws. 



CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) Contract #_....,~"""£?~"'!.4~-L7L-J _ 

Amendment MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

0 Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $10,000 Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption) 

0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 

oa 

0 Construction 
0 Grant R-&:L-9o 
0 Revenue 

Phone -~;,;__ __ 

Bldg/Room,~l....,6..,_,0u..l_,2"-------

Description of 

RFP/BID 

ORS/AR 

Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ------­

OWBE OORF Contractor is 0 MBE 

Contractor Name Mu1 tnomah Education Service Dis ict 

Mailing 

ne ------~~~~=-----------------
Employer ID #or SS # __,_~,._____ ________ _ 

Effective Date -~~~~"""""u.....o."-'U------­

Termination 

Original Contract Amount ~----------­

Amount of Amendment 

Total Amount of Agreement T __ _,_._ ______ _ 

REQUIRED SIGNAT~~ES: 

Mepartment Manager /-f;A.<.~~(/!<:J 
Purchasing Director ____ ~,_...._ ____ ti_...,..:;..+--
(Ciass II ContractsO =~--

County 8fnsel ~-~--~-F-~~..,._---;f-'-::>"-,....;..;;..:=-­

County Chai~heriff"-.L....-::::.~~:::.!::::~=...::::s~~~~ 
VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME 

liNE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT 
NO. ORG 

01. 156 010 0717 6110 
02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

Payment Term 

0 Lump Sum "'----------

0 Monthly 

0 Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed ,.. ________ _ 

Date _____ ~~~~~~~--------------
Date ______________________________ _ 

Date ____ ~~-----~~----------------· 
Drue _____ ~~~--~~---------------

I TOTAL Atv10UNT $ 

sua REPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 
ffiJ pATEG DEC 

IND 

-0-

WHffE • PURCHASING CANARY· INffiA TOR PINK • CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN· FINAI\CE 



EXCHANGE OF SERVICES 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the 
of , 1990, by and between MULTNOMAH COUNTY a home rule 
subdivision of the State of (hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY"), and 
Multnomah Education Services District (hereinafter referred to as "DISTRICT"). 

W I T N E S S E T H 

WHEREAS, COUNTY'S Health Division res services which DISTRICT is 
of , under terms and conditions hereinafter described, and 

WHEREAS, DISTRICT is able and to such services as COUNTY 
does hereinaft.er 
therefore, 

, under those terms and conditions set forth; now, 

WHEREAS, DISTRICT services which COUNTY is of 
under terms and conditions hereinafter and 

WHEREAS, COUNTY'S Health Division is able and to such 
services as DISTRICT does hereinafter 
conditions set forth; now, therefore, 

re, under those terms and 

WHEREAS, it is mutual beneficial to both to enter into an 
under those terms and conditions forth, now, therefore, 

IN CONSIDERATION of those ses the conditions set forth 
hereafter, the 

2. 

shal be and The term of this 
June 30, 1991, earlier termination under Section 5 hereof. 

A. COUNTY's services upon DISTRICT shall consist of the 
fol 
1. ician review and authorization of 

orders/nurs 
2) Consultation to nurse staff. 
3) of DISTRICT staff in 

instruction 

4) Review of material • 

1 of 4 

sessment 
ician or 



fol 

the 

3. 

4. 

B. DISTRICT'S services upon COUNTY shall consist of the 

1) Process tuberculosis documentation submitted to clari 
and medical information. 

2) 
3) 

and distribute exclusion orders to schools and students. 
Monitor exclusion orders and students' lance with such orders. 

A. There will be no 

A. DISTRICT is an 
of services as 
shall not be considered 

of funds for the of services between 

contractor and is sole responsible for the 
this DISTRICT, its , and 

of COUNTY for any purpose. 

B. COUNTY is an contractor and is sol responsible for the 
sian of service as under this COUNTY, its , and 

s shall not be considered of DISTRICT for any purpose. 

C. DISTRICT shall hold and save harmless COUNTY, its officers, , and 

, and 
in performance 

Tort Claims Act, ORS 
of the Constitution. 

the tortious acts of DISTRICT, or its 
within the scope of their and 

ect to the limitations and conditions 
30.300, and any icable 

D. COUNTY shall hold and save harmless DISTRICT, its officers, , and 
out of the tortious acts of COUNTY, or its officers, 

within the scope of their and duties in 
performance of ect to the limitations and conditions of the 

5. 

6. 

Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 30.300, and any icable sions of 
Constitut.ion. 

The 

A. This 
term: 

Workers' coverage for all of their 
, either as a carrier insured or a self-insured 

ORS 656 prior to the execution of this 
agree to maintain such coverage for the duration of this 

may te the the 

written 

2 ther par upon 30 i to the other, 
delivered certified mail or in person. 

2 of 4 



COUNTY 
Portla.nd, 
Multnomah 
Portland, 

7. 

action. 

8. 

of 

9. 

B. notice for in this 
to Director, Health Divis 

97204 and upon DISTRICT 
Education Service District, 200 SE 

97216-0657. 

to 

shall be served upon 
Stark, 8th Floor, 

102nd Avenue, P.O. Box 16657, 

A. In connection with the activities under this , the 
to with all icable federal, state, and local laws 
not limited to laws, rules, and 

, nondiscrimination in service delivery, and affirmative 

This shall be construed to the law of the state 

Waiver of a default shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any 
default. Waiver of breach of any of this shall 

not be deemed to be a waiver of any other breach and shall not 
be construed to be a modification of the this 

10. 

The agree to 
accordance with the icable 

11. 

all client records confidential in 
ions of state law. 

This may not be ass the without 
written consent of the other 

12. 

sions of this shall be reduced 
to 

13. 

This 
all 

contains the entire the and 
written oral 

3 4 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the have caused this to be executed 
their officers the date first written above. 

MULTNOMAH EDUCATION 
SERVICE DISTRICT 

Allan J. Thede, 

(4268K/p) 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

HEALTH DIVISION 

HEALTH DIVISION 

REVIEWED: 

4 of 4 



(fc::- c:e:-};'s 
"''ee·~::.n~ Dat 
Agenda Nc. 

ec';.: OHSU PrenatalCare Contract 

lnformc.l DnJy• 
------------~~----

Formal Only 
( Datt.) (Date) 

CDNT ACT _____ s_c_o_tt __ c_1_e_m_e_n_t _______ _ 

"'NM!E { s) Of' PERSON HJ:..l:ING PRJ:SI:N'l'J..TlOt\ TO 

Should include c';.he::- alternatives explored, if applicable, end clea:- s';.ate­
ment of ra';.::.onale fer the ac';.lOn requested. 

The County Health an evaluation of program 

changes in the Countys' care to Multnomah 

County Health Division clients and the state is to provide 

such an evaluation. 

(IF ADDI'!'!ONkL SPACE !S NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE) 

ACTION REOUESTED: 

INFORI'~~.TIDN Dt\L~' 0 PRE:.IM!l\J:..RY J...?PRDVAL 0 PO:.lCY D:I REC7J.Dt\ GJ RJ...T!?:ICk':'!Dt\ 

!ND!Ck':'E TEE EST!Ml-.TED TIME NEEDED ON A 5 minutes maximum 

?ERSONNEL 

GEN:SRkL FUND 

CTEER ----------------

NC'::E: 



DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN 
HEALTH DIVISION 
426 S.W. STARK STREET, 8TH FLOOR 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

TO: 

248-3674 
(503) 248-3676 

VIA: , Director 
of Human Services 

FROM: Billi , Director 
Health Services Division 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

6, 1990 

Health Sciences Univers 

The Health Division and 
Board ratification of this 

period 
1991. 

Health Sciences 

The county will pay state 
in the 's del 

GLADYS McCOY • CHAIR OF THE BOARD 
PAULINE ANDERSON • DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • DISTRICT 2 
RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER 

SHARRON KELLEY • DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER 

Prenatal Care Evaluation Contract 

and 
rnmental agreement with 

, School of Nurs for the 
up to and inc June 30, 

5,499 for an evaluation of program 
of care to Multnomah 

Division clients. The contract will be 
fund dollars. 

This is the first year of the contract. 

] 



A 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

CLASS I 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) 

CLASS II 

Contract #_-----'l-"'0-=2=2,_.t(--"I­
Amendment 

CLASS Ill 

0 Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $1 0,000 IX! Intergovernmental Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption) 

0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

ult 

I I::' 
I i ~ 

nty 

of c 1~!. e 

Contact Person Phone =;:_;_;:...__ __ Date 1-/2.- 'iD 
Division Health Bldg/Room __ l6_0-'-/_2 ____ _ 

Description of 

RFP/BID Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ______ _ 

OMBE 

Mailing 

Effective Date ---L.l~~-'--LJ-....l...:l.::.t.J...'--------­

Termination 

Original Contract Amount ~----------­

Amount of Amendment 

Total Amount of Agreement .., __ -=..:::::..L..:::;..::.::::_ ____ _ 

REQUIRED 

X,..\'\ Department 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME li8 FU~ AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT 
. ORG 

156 010 0710 6110 

02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

OWBE OQRF 

Payment Term 

o Lump Sum ""----------

0 Monthly 

Other $ Upon snbmi ssj on of invoice 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed ~--------

Date _______________ ~--------------
Date _____________________________ __ 

Dme ______ ~--+~~-------------------
Date ___________ _L~----------------

I TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

SUB REPT LGFS IJESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 
OBJ ¢ATEG CEC 

INO 

0300 $ 15,499 

WHITE - PURCHASING CANARY- INITIATOR PINK - CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN- FINANCE 



OREGON HEAr, TH 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AND 

THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL A,GREEMENT 
of 1990, between 
of the State of (hereinafter 
Health Sciences Univers 
"STATE"), 

WHEREAS,, 
the 
ients, and 

School of 

SCHOOL 

thi 
tical subdivision 

the 

of program 
Health 

WHEREAS, STATE is able and to services as COUNTY 
does he inafter re, under those terms and conditions set forth; now, 

CONSIDERATION of those mutual ses and the terms and conditions set 
hereafter, the agree as follows: 

of this shall be 1, 1990, to and 
i 0, 1991, unless the ions hereof. 

2. 

and 
collection 

on 

wi 



B. 
available 
that funds 

as 
termination will not 
effective date of such 

c. 
within thi 

4. 

i i 
ts prograrns. 

of 

within this 

contractor and is 
STATE, its and 

to the 

responsible fo 
shall not be 

B. STATE shall hold and harmless COUNTY, its officers, 
of the tortious acts of STATE, or its 

, and the scope of their 
and formance of this ect to the limitations and 

the Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.2 30.300, and any 
sions of the Constitution. 

c. fi 
and of COUNTY, or its 
officers, agents, 
and duties 
conditions 

i 

5. 

1 

6. 

STATE shall furnish 
Internal 

f 

limitations and 
.300, and any 

carrier 
656 

for 

number as 



8. 

A. 
and/or the 
review of the 
satis 
authorized 
programs covered 
of such audits, 
STATE. If 

10. 

Section 
4.4. 

11. 

federal 

A. 

B. 

B. 
or 

STATE 
with 

and 

STATE 

its 

Divi ion s te visit all 

such 
to 

cos di allowed as the result 
vi its will be the sole responsibili of 

disallowed after reimbursement has occurred 
such costs. 

of 

waiver 
of this 
breach 

thi 

of any 
shall 

and shall not 

cable laws its 
but not limited to laws, rules, 

and minimum and 

24, 



12. 

contains the entire between the and 
or oral discussions or 

13. 

STATE agrees to all client records confidential in accordance 
State and Federal statutes and rules gove 

14. 

A. of the rules, , attachments, or 
may, at the either be cause for 
and, unless and until corrected, of 

STATE, or be cause for 
or services, which 

any violation 
party from the remedies of this 
violations of this 

B. This may be terminated 
written notice to the other 

either s 

Waiver 
said 

(60) 

C. Immediate termination or amendment COUNTY may occur under any 
of the fol 

nonrenewal f 
held 

date 

COUNTY 
service. 

STATE 

D. 

conditions: 

1 

4) 

to 
termination and 

COUNTY under s 

s 

f STATE 
, or if 
period. 

ccm~TY 

to be 



16. 

This shall be construed to the law of the state of 

5 f 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the have caused this to be 
executed their officers the date first written above. 

OREGON HEALTH SCIENCES UNIVERSITY 
SCHOOL OF NURSING 

Date 

Federal I.D. Number 

[7365K-P] 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

HEALTH DIVISION 

REVIEWED: 

LAURENCE B. KRESSEL, County Counsel 

6 of 6 
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mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
DIVISION OF PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
2115 S.E. MORRISON STREET 
PORTLAND. OREGON 97214 
(503) 248-3043 

GLADYS McCOY • CHAIR OF THE BOARD 
PAULir·JE ANDERSON • DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER 

GRETCHEN KAFOURY • 2 COtNv11SSIONER 
RICK BAUMAN • DISTRICT COMrJ11SSIONER 

SHARRON KELI.EY • COM'J11SSIONER 

8/10/90 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Lorna Stickel 

RE: Forest Practices in the West Hills 

At the August 2, 1990 Board meeting the Board asked the staff of the 
Division of Planning & Development to be prepared to address a list of 
alternative solutions that were developed that day to address the logging 
issues in the West Hills area. We asked at the August 7 Board hearing that 
we be allowed two weeks to examine the issues and report back to the 
Board at a later time. The following is a brief discussion of the 
alternatives that were suggested on August 2. The staff would be available 
on either August 21 (morning) or August 28 (morning or afternoon) to 
make a brief presentation on this issue. 

Attached is a copy of a two page memo prepared in May on the issue of the 
Forest Practices Act (FPA) and the land use planning program. Attached to 
that memo is some further background information. The upshot appears to 
be that at this time the County has the West Hills zoned under Goal 4 to 
protect these lands for forest production purposes. State statute prohibits 
Counties from regulating forest practices outside of Urban Growth 
Boundaries. The County is researching the existence of a wildlife corridor 
in the West Hills that allows certain species to move in and out of the 
Forest Park area in the City of Portland. This unique circumstance can be 
considered a Goal 5 resource so long as adequate information on quality, 
quantity, and location is available. That is the purpose of the study we are 
conducting and the reason why we have placed the West Hills north of 
Forest Park in a 1B designation under the Goal 5 Administrative Rule 
Process. This means that we may move to protect this resource in the 
future when adequate information is available. In the meantime several 
logging permits have been granted by the Dept of Forestry in the areas 
north of Forest Park. The Forest Practices Act does require the protection 
of some types of wildlife habitat (see the list in ORS 527.710 (3)(a)) but 
not all of these have rules developed for them and even when they do very 
broad discretion is granted to the Board of Forestry and the Director to 
implement them. The one area of possible protection even under the FP A is 

AN 



the threatened and endangered species category and Osprey roosta and 
nesting sites. The Board has already passed a resolution asking the Dept. 
of Fish and Wildlife to examine for the presence of these species in the 
West Hills. 

The issue seems to be at this point whether anything can be done in the 
meantime before the corridor study has its second phase completed about 
Forest Practices in the West Hills. The alternatives suggested by a group 
of people on August 2 are as follows: 

1. Rezone the West Hills now for a Goal 4 exception as open space based 
on the potential corridor and other Goal S values. 
Staff comments: This may ultimately be the method of choice after the 
study gives the County enough documentation to take the very dramatic 
step to remove these lands from the ability to conduct timber harvest. We 
are talking about several square miles for the narrowest part of the corridor 
and the values of these lands for timber is getting higher as less other lands 
are available for timber harvest. In addition in order to avoid the takings 
issues of leaving no economic use of the property for what are public 
purposes we will need to know what other uses can be made, which is what 
the study is designed to look at. We risk making serious mistakes in this 
area and we do not lulve an adequate justification at this time to take this 
step. 

2. Buy the land in question. 
Staff comments: This question is better directed at County Parks, City 
Parks, Trust for Public Lands, and Nature Conservancy, or the Oregon 
Heritage Trust Fund. It does seem however that some factors play in to 
this scenario, one is the amount of land in question (the narrow part of the 
corridor includes about 4,000 acres of private land) most of which is 
private, the lack of information about which lands are the most important 
and whether easements would be sufficient to protect them. The amount of 
effort needed to protect a resource we are not sure about at this time would 
be very great since we cannot focus our efforts. There are several other 
important natural resource areas that need or may need protection both 
inside and outside the UGB in Multnomah County. The purchase of land in 
this area should be weighed and balanced with the needs in other areas. 

3. Move the Urban Growth Boundary. This alternative would allow the 
County to regulate Forest Practices because that is allowed by State statute. 
Staff comments: This seems like a pretty drastic proposal to accomplish 
an unknown public purpose. First off, the decision to do this rests with 
METRO and not Multnomah County. The reasons for a UGB expansion 
under Goal 14 would have to be met and they are based upon the need for 
more urban land. Since park/open space lands can be acquired outside the 
UGB the desire to regulate forest practices may not be enough of a 
justification to expand the boundary. The downside to bringing this much 
private land into the boundary could be worse thlln the upside of regulating 
forest practices. 

4. Pursue Legislation at the State level to change the Forest Practices Act. 
Staff comment: The amount of blood shed over the last revision of the 
Forest Practices in the 1987 legislature was substantial. The likelihood of 
making any headway in this area in light of the cutbacks in areas open to 



timber harvest is very remote in our opinion. We recommend that contact 
be made with the Governor's office if there is a desire to pursue this. A 
perhaps better possibility might be to get the rules to address the corridor 
as a biological site that is ecologically and scientifically significant under 
ORS 527.710 (3)(a)(C). If the Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife are 
willing to assist in helping to protect this area in the interim they could 
work with the Dept. of Forestry to see if some protection can be afforded 
either through this section or under threatened and endangered species. 

5. Expand the Willamette River Greenway from the US Highway 30 
western boundary to the crest of the West Hills. 
Staff Comment: This proposal may be possible. The decision would be 
up to the new Dept. of Oregon State Parks & Recreation (or their Board). 
Some agreement would be needed with the City of Portland to expand it 
into Forest Park also in order for this to make sense. The staff is not sure 
whether the area being placed in the Greenway would allow regulation of 
Forest Practices over the FPA but we will research this. The extent of how 
far into the West Hills this boundary change would go is not clear but 
certainly the area from the crest is possible. There also may be limits about 
the amount of land that can be included in the Greenway per river mile that 
could limit the extent of the boundary. Staff will try to get answers to 
these questions before any presentation to the Board. 

6. Join any citizen suit on the threatened and endangered species. 
Staff Comment: The decision on this would up to the Board on advice from 
County Counsel. Staff only offers that although this is possible it would 
set up an adversarial relationship with forest industry and other private 
landowners that may harm other alternative resolutions to the protection 
issues in the future. 

7. Moratorium on Forest Practices in some defined area of the corridor. 
Staff Comment: Currently is does not appear that the Board could take 
this action under current statutes, but County Counsel should be consulted 
on this issue. Another avenue in this area would be to approach either the 
Legislature on this proposal (similar to alternative number S. above) or the 
Board of Forestry . The justification for this move is again not well 
documented until the study's second phase is complete. 

This concludes staff comments at this point in time on the alternatives 
generated. Another possible alternative is to ask the Dept. of Forestry, the 
Dept. of Land Conservation and Development, and the Dept. of Fish and 
Wildlife to meet with the Board to discuss ·the issues and get other ideas on 
the table. The planning staff would be glad to arrange such a meeting in 
any manner the Board would direct. 



mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
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5/15{}0 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Wildlife Corridor File 

FROM: Lorna Stickel 

RE: Thoughts on outcome of the Corridor Study 

It seems to me that there are a couple of scenarios that could develop from 
information which indicates that there is a wildlife corridor and that certain 
types of forestry practices as well as other land uses would be detrimental 
to the maintenance of the movement corridor. The first is easier but less 
likely without some considerable pressure. This action would be to attempt 
to get concurrence by both the Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife and the 
Oregon Dept. of Forestry to consider the critical part of the corridor under 
ORS 527.710 (3)(a)(D) as a "biological sites that are ecologically and 
scientifically significant" or under subsection (5) to reflect the rules and 
programs of other agencies to the extent acceptable to the Board of 
Forestry. If this can be done it may be that restrictions on harvest in this 
area can be applied through the Forest practices Act. I would not hold my 
breath on this mechanism, but no avenue should be overlooked, or at the 
least this avenue should be attempted before moving to the more drastic 
measures. 

Under ORS 527.722 Counties have this restriction, " .... no unit of local 
government shall adopt any rules, regulations, or ordinances or take any 
other actions that prohibit, limit, regulate, subject to approval or in any 
other way affect forest practices on forest lands located outside of an 
acknowleged urban growth boundary". There is a following subsection (2) 
which does allow counties to regulate permanent structures associated with 
forest practices, dwellings, physical alterations of the land associated with 
non-forest harvest uses, land divisions, and application of the Building 
Code. The next subsection (3) says "Counties can prohibit forest practices 
on land for which an acknowledged exception to an agricultural or forest 
land goad has been taken". It is this last subsection which may be our only 
other alternative. In this case we would have to identify the most critical 
Jands needed to protect the corridor and then take a Goal 4 exception for 
any of the MUF lands involved and a Goal 3 exception for any EFU lands 
involved. It would appear that we could do this for any RR zoned lands at 
any time after we determine that the facts call for this type of action. In 
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terms of the Forest lands, which admittedly appear to be the bulk of the 
lands in question the choice seems to be to either allow unrestricted timber 
harvest or to prohibit timber harvest. I am not sure if we could say adopt a 
Goal S Open Space zone and then allow some cutting of trees as say 
landscaping or wildlife enhancement or for safety purposes. The definition 
of forest land in ORS 527.620 certainly could indicate that this 
interpretation will not work since forest lands are defined as any land used 
for growing and harvesting forest tree species, regardless of how the land 
is zoned. This is a question that should be put to DLCD and DOF staff 
people. Subsection (3) is pretty clear in saying that Counties can prohibit 
forest practices on lands excepted to the forest land goal, it may be that the 
prohibition on regulating forest practices in subsection (1) only applies to 
"forest lands located outside of an acknowledged urban growth boundary" 
which are protected under Goal 4. If this interpretation were correct then it 
may be possible that certain types of forest practices could occur under 
County regulation on lands protected under Goal S and excepted under Goal 
4. There is a draw back to this and that is the problems this could raise for 
regulation of forest practices that would fall on the County. This is not 
any easy task as there are other considerations of the Forest Practices Act 
and a certain level of expertise is needed to do this. It is doubtful that the 
DOF would require FPA permits under this scenario to take part of the 
regulatory load off the County. 



COMPREHENSIVE LAND USE PLANNING COORDINATION 197.180 

thorized by ORS 198.010- to 198.430 and 
198.510 to 198.915 or 451.010 to 451.600. 
c.SO 18; 1977 c.664 §12; 1981 c.748 §15; 1983 
1989 §18] . 

197.180 a 
certain to 

department; determination of 
CO•miPilal'llCe with goals and plans; 

.... vr-or'r as provided in ORS 197.277 or un-
expressly exempted by another statute 

from any of the requirements of this section, 
state shaH carry out their planning 

powers and responsibilities and take 
actions that are authorized by law with re· 

to programs affecting land use: 
(a) In compliance with goals adopted or 

amended pursuant to ORS chapters 196 and 
197; and 

(b) Except wl;len a finding is made under 
ORS 197.640 (3)(c), in a manner ·compatible 
with: · 

(A) . Comprehensive plans and land use 
regulations initially, acknowledged under 
ORS 197.251; arid . 

(B) Amendments to acknowledged com­
prehensive plans or land us~ ·regulations or 
new land use regulations acknowledged un­
der ORS 197.625: · 

(2) Upon request by the commission, each 
state shall .submit to the department 
the information: " 

(a) Agency rules··and summaries of pro­
grams affecting land use; 

(b) A program for coordination pursuant 
to ORS 197.040 (2)(e); 

A program for c<;>ordination pursuant 
197.090 (l)(b); and 

A· ·program for cooperation with and 
assistance to.· local governments. 

(3) _Within 90 days ofreceipt, the director 
shall review 'the information submitted pur­
suant to (2) Of tfiis section ·and 

notify each agency if. the director be­
lieves the rules and programs submitted. are 

to assure compliance with goals 
and com~:•atJOill . with .city !and county com· 
prehensive plans and land use regulations. 

(4) Within 90 of receipt of notifica-
tion (3) of this sec-

agency may revise the rules or 
programs and resubmit them to the. director. 

~rrtake findings un­
der (3) and (4) of this section as 
to whether the rules 'and programs are 'suffi­
cient to assure compliance with 
and with acknowledged . city 
and comprehensive plans and land 
use and shaH forward the rules 
and to the ·commission for its 

shall: either certify 

the rules and 
ance with the 
comprehensive plans and land use 
lations of affected local governments or 
determine the same to be 
cember 31, 1990. 

(6) The department shall report to the 
committee of the House and 

and to the subcommittee of the Joint 
Ways and Means Committee that considers 
the agency budget, that has 
failed to meet the 
(5) of this section. 

(7) Any agency that has failed to meet 
the of subsection (5) of this 
section shall report the reasons therefor to 
the appropriate committee of the House and 
the Senate imd to the subcommittee of the 
Joint Ways and Means Committee that con­
siders the agency budget. 

(8) Until state agency rules and programs 
are certified as being in compliance with. the 
goals and compatible with applicable city and 
county comprehensive plans and land use 
regulations, the agency shall make findings 
when adopting or amending its rules and 
programs as to the applicability and 
tion of the or acknowledged compre-
hensive plans, as appropriate. 

(9) The commission shall adopt rules es-
tablishing · to assure that state 
agency permits land use are issued 
in compliance with the goals and compatible 
with acknowledged plans and 
land use regulations, as required by sub­
section (1) of this section. The rules shall 

the circumstances in which state 
may rely upon- a determination of 

compliance or compatibility made by the af­
fected city or county. The rules shall allow 
a state agency to rely upon a determination 
of compliance by a city or county without an 
acknowledged comprehensive plan and land 
use regulations only if the city or 
determination is supported by written 
findings demonstrating compliance with the 

(10) In carrying out 
land use, a state agency 
with an acknowledged r-r>mr'""' 

it takes or an 
lowed under . plan. 
agency may apply statutes and 
the agency is by law to 

affecting 
compatible 

plan if 
is not al-

der to deny, or further an 
action of the state agency or of any applicant 

the state provided it 
to the uses planned 

plan. 
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197.185 MISCELLANEOUS ,MATTERS: 

527.730 and 527.990 (1). {1973 c.80 §21; 1977 c.664 
1981 c.748 1953 c.827 §4; 1987 c.555 §1; 1987 c.919 

c.761 

197.185 Special 
spo ns ibili ties; 
ernments. (1) 
their 

district planning re­
with local gov-

districts exercise 
powers and responsi-

actions that are authorized 
,...,,=,.,,,_,.. . to programs affecting 

a city or special district 
as defined in ORS 197.175 

(1), in accordance with goals approved pur-
suant to ORS 196 and 197. 

Each district operating within 
the of a county a~signed 
coordinative functions under ORS 197.190 (1), 
or within the boundaries of the Metropolitan 
Service which is assigned 
coordinative functions for Multnomah, 
\Vashington and Clackamas counties by ORS 
197.190 (1), shall enter into a cooperative 

with the county or the metropol­
district. Such agreements shall include 

a listing of the tasks which the special dis­
trict must complete in order to bring its 

into compliance with the 
a generalized time schedule 

when the are estimated to be 
and when the plans or programs 

with the are to be 
a program to coordinate 

of the plan and programs of 
the district with other affected units of local 
government shall be included in the agree­
ment. Such shall be subject to 

the commission. The commission 
rule for periodic submission 

district plans and pro-
assure that the plans or programs 

with the goals or, if a city 
· plan for the area 

district lies is acknowl-
the and programs of the dis-

are coordinated with the acknowledged 
plan. [1973 c.80 §20; 1977 c.664 §14; 

Regional coordination of plan­
alternatives. {1) In addition 

stated in ORS 197.175, 
its body, 

for all 

Clackamas and Washington Counties for the 
areas within that district. 

(2) For the purposes of carrying out ORS 
chapters 196 and 197, counties may 'volun­
tarily join together with adjacent counties 
as authorized in ORS 190.003 to 190.620. 

(3) Whenever counties and repres-
enting 51 percent of the population in·. their 
area petition the commission for an election 
in' their area. to form a: regional planning 

to exercise the authority of . the 
under subsection (1) of this seCtion 

the commission shall review the 
petition. If finds that the area described in 
the petition forms a ·reasonable planning 
unit. it shaH call an election in the area on 
a date specified in ORS 203.085, to form a 
regional planning agency. The election shall 
be conducted in the manner provided in ORS 
chapter 255. The county clerk shall be con­
sidered the election officer and the commis­
sion shall be considered the district election 
authority. The agency shall be con'sidered 
established if the majority of votes favor the 
establishment. · ' 

(4) If a voluntary association of local 
governments ·adopts a resolution ratified by 
each participating county and a majo:dty of 
the participating cities therein which au­
thorizes the association to perform the re-

advisory and. coordination functions 
assigned to the counties under subsection (1) 
of this section, the association may perform 
such duties. [1973 c.80 §19; 1977 c.664 §15; 1981 c.748 
§27; 1983 c.350 §11 · 

GOALS COMPLIANCE 
197.225 Preparation; adoption. The de­

partment shall prepare and the commission 
shall adopt goals and guidelines for use by 
state agencies, local governments and special 
districts in preparing, adopting, amending 
and implementing existing and future com­
prehensive plans .. [1973 c.BO §33; 1981 c.748 §27al 

197.230 Considerations; finding of need 
required for adoption or amendment of 
goal. (1) In preparing, adopting and amend­
ing goals and guidelines, the department and 
the commission shall: 

(a) Consider the 
plans of local governments and the plans and 

affecting land use of state agencies 
districts in order to 

functional and local of conser-
vation and 

(b) Give consideration to the following 
areas and activities: 

Lands to inter-

areas; 
marsh and wetland areas; 
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COMPREHENSIVE ·LAND USE PLANNING COORDINATION 197.295 

areas of critical state concern within the 
county. 

(2) For those areas or 
within the without 

a statement and review of 
made toward with the 
c.80 §44; 1981 c.748 · · 

197.265 State compensation for costs 
of defending compliance actions. (1) As 

in this section, "action" but is 
limited to a under ORS 

197.830 to 197.845. 

(2) If any action is brought a lo· 
cal challenging any comprehen· 

land use regulation or other action 
of local government which was 
or taken for the primary purpose of comply· 
ing with the goals approved under ORS 
197.240 and which does in fact comply with 
the goals, then the commission shall pay 
reasonable attorney fees and court costs in· 
curred by such local government in the 
a<;:tion or suit inCluding any appeal, to the 
extent funds have been specifically appropri· 
ated to the commission therefor. [1977 c.898 §2; 
1979 c.772 §7b; 1981 c.748 §39; 1983 c.827 §61 

197.270 Copies of comprehensive plan 
and land use regulations; post review. 
Within six months following completion of 
the periodic the affected lo· 
cal three complete and 

of its comprehensive plan 
regulations with the 

lished in ORS 
apply to programs, 
sions, determinations 

can be a new 
of the 

by 

Note: 197.277 was added to· and made -a part of 
197 by but not added 

to therein. See Preface to 
Statutes for further· 

197.279 Approved wetland conserva­
tion plans comply with' goals; exception. 
(1) Wetland conservation plans approved by 
the Director of the Division of State Lands 

to ORS chapter 541 shall be deemed 
comply with the requirements of state· 

wide planning goals relating. to other than 
estuarine wetlands for those areas, uses and 
activities which are regulated by the wetland 

plans. 
(2) Wetland conservation plans shall be 

adopted and amended by local governments 
according to the procedures of ORS 197.610 
to 197.625, 11989 c.837 §2.51 

Note: 197.279 and 197.283 were added to Md made 
a of ORS chapter 197 by legislative action but were 

added to any series therein. See Preface to Oregon 
Revised Statutes for further explanation. 

197.283 Commission to as~ure pro­
tection of ground water resources. (1) The 
commission.shall take, a.ctions it considers 
necessary .to assure that city and county 
comprehensive plans and .land use . regu· 
lations and state agency coordination pro· 
grams are consistent with the goal set forth 
in ORS 468.692. 

'(2) The comrilission sh~ll direct the De· 
partment of Land:. Conservation and Develop· 
ment to take actions the department 
considers appropriate to assure that any in· 
formation contained in a ~ity or county 
comprehensive plan that pertains to the 
ground water resource of ·oregon shall be 
forwarded to the centralized repository es· 
tablished under ORS '536.125. {1989 c.833 §48] 

Note: See note .under 197.Z79. 
197.280 (J973 c.80 §41, by 1977 c.664 §42 and 

1977 c.766 §161 · 

repealed by 1981 ~.748 §56] 

NEEDED HOUSING IN URBAN 
. GROWTH AREAS . 

197.295 Defin:itions for.ORS 197.303 to 
197.313 and 197.475 to 197.490. As used m 
ORS 197.303 · :io· 197:313 'and 197.475 to 
197.490: 

(1) ,;Build;ibie means lands. ur· 
ban and urbardzable areas that are suitable, 

.available 'arid necessary for residentia'l uses. 

(2) ",Manufacture.Q. ,dw.elling park" means 
any . place, \vhere four~ 9_r .ffior~ .manufa~tured 
d,v~llings ·a~ 'defined. in· O~A46.003 are lo· 
cated \vith1!i,5QQ.fe~~ ofqi1e ·'anpther on a .lot, 
tract or parcel ·of land under the own·. 
ership, ·the ·pr.imiU-y p4rp9se:·of is to 
rent space' or keep space for rent to . any 

. . fo~ a 'charge or fee: paid to be paid 
the rental' c>i:: use:of'facilities or offer 

· · · ··with the 
si.fch· person. 

park" does not include a 
within a subdivision 
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527.630 FORESTRY AND FOREST PRODUCTS 

(3} "Board" means the State Board of 
Forestry. 

tree SPE!CiE!S 

trees on 
production of cultured Christmas trees as 
defined in ORS 215.203 (3). 

(5) means any opera-
tion conducted on or pertaining to forest 

inchiding but not limited to: 
(a) Reforestation of forest' land; 

(b) Road construction and maintenance; 

(c) Harvesting of forest tree species; 

(d) Application of chemicals; and, 
(e) Disposal of slash. 
(6) "Operation" means any commercial 

activity relating to the growing Or harvesting 
of forest tree 

(7) "Landowner" means any individual, 
combination of individuals, partnership, cor­
poration or association of whatever nature 
that holds an ownership interest· in forest 
land, including the state and any political 
subdivision thereof. 

(8) "Timber owner" means any individual, 
combination of individuals, partnership, cor­
poration or association of whatever nature, 
other than a that holds an own· 
ership interest in any tree on 
forest land. 

(9} "Written plan" means a plan submit­
ted by an operator, for written approval by 
the State Forester, which describes how the 
operation will be conducted, including the 
means to protect resource sites described in 
ORS 527.710 (3)(a), if applicable. (!971 c.3l6 §3; 
1987 c.919 §9) · 

527.630 Policy. (I) Forests make a vital 
contribution to Oregon by providing jobs, 
products, tax base and other social and eco­

benefits, by helping to maintain forest 
soil, air and water resources 

providing a habitat for wildlife and 
life. Therefore, it is declared to be 

public of the State of Oregon to 
=•c:rn• ... ~ efficient forest prac-

assure the continuous growing and 
of forest tree species and the 

of forest land for such 
use on privately owned 

sound management of 
fish and wildlife resources 
continuous benefits of those 

of 

(2) It is recognized that operations on 
forest land are already subject to other laws 
and. to regulations of other agencies which 
deal. primarily with consequences o~ such op. 
eratwns rather than the manner m which 
operations . are conducted. It is further re­
cognized that it is essential to avoid uncer~ 
tainty arid confusion 'in enforcement and 
implementation of laws and ·regulations 
and in planning carrying out operations 
on forest lands. · · ' 

(3) To encourage. forest practice~ imple­
menting the_ policy ofORS ~27.610 to 527.730 
and 527.990, it is declared to be in the public 
interest to vest in the . board exclusive au­
thority to 'develop and ezl.f<;>rce state·wide and 
regional rules pursuant to . ORS 527.710 and 
to · coordinate with other agencies and 
local governments which are co.nc~rned with 
the forest environment. (197l.dl6 §4; 1987 c.919 
§101 . . . " 

·' _, 
527.641) Forest regions. The board shall 

establish a number of forest regions, but not 
less than three, necessary to achieve the 
r6lpos~s described in ORS ~27.630. 11971 c.316 

527.650 Forest practice committees; 
members; qualifications; appointment; 
terms. (1) The board shall establish a forest 
practice committee for each forest region es­
tablished pursuant to ORS 527.640. Each 
such commit'tee shall consist of nine mern-

a majority of whom must reside in the 
region. Members of each committee shall. 'be 
qualified by education -or experience in na­
tural resource management and not less than 
two-thirds of the members of each committee 
shall be private lando\vners, private timber 
owners or authorized of such 
landow~ers or timber owners regularly 
engage m 

(2) Members of forest practice commit­
tees shall be appointed by the board for 

terms. Appointments under .this 
shall be made by the board within 

60 days after 1, 1972. If there is a va­
cancy for cause, the board shall make an 
appointment to become immediately· effective 
for the unexpired term. Each such committee 
shall select a chairman from its 
members. A staff member of the 

shall be designated by 
the State Forester to serve as the secretary, 
without power, for each such commit­
tee. 

(3) Notwithstanding the terms of the 
committee members subsection 
(2) of this of first ap-
pointed to each such committee: 

(a) Three shall serve for a term of one 
year. 
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by the Oregon .Forest Practices Act' or rules 
adopted thereunder; and .. 

(d) A statement of facts that establishes 
that the operation is of the type described in 
ORS 527.670 (3). 

(6) If the board finds' that the person 
making the request meets the 
of paragraph (c) of subsection (5) this sec­
tion, the board shall set the matter for hear­
ing within 14 calendar days after of 
the request for hearing. The operator, 
owner and landowner shall.be allowable par­
ties to .the hearing. The person requesting 
the hearing may raise, in the hearing, only 
those issues that the person raised in written 
comments filed under ORS 527.670 (9) relat­
ing to conformity with the rules of the board. 
A final order shall be issued rescinding, af­
firming or modifying the written plan within 
28 days after the request for hearing was 
filed, unless all parties agree to an extension 
of the time limit. · 

(7) The board may award reasonable at­
torney fees and expenses to each of the pre­
vailing parties against any other party who 
the board finds presented a position without 
probable cause. to believe the position was 
well-founded, or made a request primarily for 
a purpose other than to secure appropriate 
action by the board. 

(S)(a)' Upon the \vritten of a per-
son requesting a hearing under subsection (3) 
of this ·a of the operation sub-
ject to be upon a 

(A) Commencement or continuation of 
the operation will constitute a violation of 
the rules of the board; ' 

(B) The person requesting the will 
suffer irreparable· if the not 

and · 

(C) The requirements of subsections (3), 
(4) and (5) of this_ ar.e 

(b) If the board grants the · it shall 
require the person ·requesting ·stay to 

an undertaking which may be in the 
amount of the ·.damage~ potentjally resulting 

the sta:y, but in 'any event shall not be 
less than . $15,000. 'The. board may impose 
other reasonable. requirements pertaining to 
the grant of the The_ board shall limit 
the effeet of the to the specific ge-

area or elements of the operation 
person requesting the stay has 

demonstrated a violation' of the rules and 
under' (a) 

board affirms the written 
to . the operation for 

the board 
and 

PRACTICES 

favor of each of the prevailing parties, to the 
extent incurred by each, against the person 
requesting the stay. 

(9) If the board disapproves or 
written plan as submitted and approved 

the State Forester pe,rtaining op-
the board shall award at-

torney and costs against the state in 
favor of each of the prevailing parties. 

(10) As used in this section, "person" 
means any individual, partnership, corpo­
ration, association, governmental subdivision 
or public or private organization of at:lY 
character. !Formerly 527:240; 19ll3 c.28 §2; 1987 c.919 
§131 

527.710 Duties and powers of board; 
rules to protect resources; inventory for 
resource protection; consultation with 
other agencies required. (1) In carrying out 
the purposes of ORS. 527.610 to 527.730 and 
527.990 (1), the board shall adopt, in accord· 
ance with applic_able provisions of ORS 
183.310 to 183.550, rules to be administered 
by the State Forester~ ·~stablishing minimum 
standards for forest practices in each region 
or subregion. · 

(2) The rules shall assure . the continuous 
growing and harvesting of fo·rest tree species. 
Consistent with ORS 527.630, the rules· shall 
provide for the overall maintenance of the 
following resources: 

(a) Air quality; 
(b) Water resources, including but not 

limited to sources of domestic drinking wa-

(c) Soil productivity; and 
(d) Fish and wildlife. 
(3)(a) In addition to its rulemaking re­

sponsibilities under subsection (2) ·of this 
the board shall collect and analyze 

the best available information and establish 
inventories of the foilowing .resource sites 

(A) Threatened and. enda1;1gere<:l fish and 
wildlife species identifiea ·on lis.ts that are 
adopted, by rule, by.· the State Fish and 
Wildlife Commission or, ax;e federa1ly. listed 
under the . $pe.cies Act. of 1973 as 

roosting and 

(C) .ecologically 
and scientifically significant; and 

:(D) Significant wetlands. 
(b) The board shall determine whether 

forest would conflict with resource 
sites the inventories' required by. para-

(a) of this subsection. If the board de­
one or more forest :practices 

would conflict with resource sites in the in-
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ventory, the board shall consider the conse­
quences of the conflicting uses and 
determine appropriate levels of 

:. (c) Based upon: the analysis required by 
paragraph (b) of this subsection, and consist­
ent _with Jthe policies of ORS 527.630; · the 
board shall. adopt rules appropriate protect 
resource sites in the inventories required 
paragraph"'(a) of.this subsection: ' · 

!: .... (4h Before' adopting~rules under sub­
section .(1): of, section, -the board<:shall 
consult with-:other··agencies of this•state' or 
any bf its ·political thai have 
functidns:with respect,to the purposes speci­
fied in ORS 527.630 or programs affected by 
forest· operations, Agencies . and1 · pr·ograms 
subje_ct to~consultation under this, subsection 
include, .but .are .not limited- to: ·c· ~:.:· . 

. (a) A,ij'arld wat~r pollution programS ad­
I;rllnisterea:. by the Department ·of Env~ron­
r'n~ntal Quality-under'ORS 468:700 to 468.778, 
468.780, 468.815 and 477,515 ·to 477.532; ·. c 

". ' " t . . - .. . 

... --~(b)· Ml:.I?in~f oP,eration programs adminl.s­
tered'by, the Department of Geology, .and 
Mineral" ·lndustries under ORS 516.010 •'to 
516.130 and ORS chapter 517; ., -~ · 

(c) Game fish and wildlife, commercial 
fishing, ,licensirig; . wildlife and bird refuge 
and. fish 'hal?itat improvement tax incentive 
programs· administered by the State . Depart­
ment of Fish and Wildlife under ·oRS 272.060, 
316.084, 501.005 to 501.540 and ORS ·chapters 
496, 498, ·506 and: 509; · 

(d) ·Park land, Willamette River 
Greenway, scenic waterway and recreation 
trail programs . ,administered by the 
Parks and Recreation Department under 
ORS 358.475 to 358.565, 390.310 to 390.368, 
390.805 ·to 390.925, 390.950 to 390.990 and 

390.121; 
. (e)·. The programs administered by the 
Colum~ia River Gorge Commission under 
Public Law 99-663 and ORS 196.110 and 
196.150; 

(f) and fill, natural 
conservation and natural heritage conserva­
tion tax incentive programs administered 
the State Land Board and the Division 
State Lands under ORS 196.670 to 196.765, 
273.553 to 273.591, 307.550, 307.560 and 
541.700-to 541.990; 

(g) Federal Safe Water 
programs administered by the Health Divi­
sion under ORS 448.273 to 448.990; 

(h) conservation 
Natural 

under ORS 273.553 
307.560; . 

land tax incentive 
grams by cities and 
under ORS 308.740 to 308.790; 

(j): Water resources' programs ·adminis­
tered by the Water· Resources Department 

QRS 536.220 to 536.540 .. 
(5) In out the provisiQns of sub~ 

section (4} the board shall 
,:and accommodate the. rules. and 

· · of . iigen<;ies to :.the e'xtent 
the boar_d:.,to" be' appropriate;,,arid 

.:with t~e; p,\j.Ji'poses,: of.J),~-.~527A30. 
(6) The,board. shall · rulesi· to omeet 

the·. purposes.· another 'I'egjllatory 
program ;the of the ·board 
to. admmister .the.. age·ncy'.s program on 
forestland·and,where·the .other agency con, 
curs b:Y..:rule. An--operation performed in 

-.with the: board's rules -shall be 
deemed to. comply'· with the. otherj agency's 
program.•. 

: (7) Thi1 boat;d:inay enter into'"coop'erative 
'agieenients . or' contraCts" necessary. ~ri . carry­
ing 'the·- purposes ·specified ·in ORS 
527.630. [1971-dl6 §5; 1987 c.919 §14a; i989 cJ'll §69; 
1989 <::.-904 §38.1· ' . ' 

. Note:' Section chapter 919, Laws 1987, 
as amended by section ch~pter)84, Oregon Laws 1989, 
provides: ·.. ·. 
. ,. Se~~ 32~:··(1) later 

State Board· of Forestry' sf!al! 
of' the. Senate: the 

and the Joint 
Use a report on: 

i, ·i988, ·t.h~ 
submit to the 

of the House of 
Committee on 

progress. to1,Vard cpmpletion of the 
~27.710; :and· , : ·· ." . 

... (b) E~f~rcement of qRs 527.610 
to'527.73o·:inchiding but not to: , 

' (A) The h~m·b~r of vi~latio;;s for wh·i~h ·a citation 
was issued; · 

(B) The number and amount of civil penalties im· 
posed; ' 

The reasons for the imposition of the· penalty 
and amount of the penalty in each particular case; 

(DJ The number of i~stances which. th~ State 
Forester action of the district attorney; 

(E) The number of cases by the . d.istrict 
attorney; 

(F) The 'of the cases 'bY' the 
distr[ct attorney; and 

(G) The average caselqad each 
of!icer. · 

(2) Not later November 1. 1991, 
shall submit to the President of the Senate, the 
of the House of Representatives and the Joint 
tive Committee on Land a linal of com· 
pletion· of the set forth in 527.710. 
(1987 c.919 §32a; c.18~ §1] 

Note: Section 2, 184, Oregon Laws 1989, 

Sec. 2. The State Board of Forestry shall report to 
Joint Committee on Land Use, on. a 

. by the committee, on the board's 
by ORS 527.710 (3)(a)(A) to '(D) and 
919, Oregon Laws 1987, as amended 
Act.. [1989 cJ84 §21 

527.715 Rules to establish standards 
and procedures. The board shall 

· rule,. the standards and· onJc<~atu 
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plement tli.e prov1s1ons of ORS 197.180, 
197.270, 197.825, 215.050, 477.090, 477.440, 
477.455, 477.460, 526.009, 526.016, 527.620, 
527.630, 52}.660, 527.670, 527.683 to 527.687, 
527.700 to 527.722, 527.735 and 527.992.. !1987 
c.9l9 §2Sl · ' 

Note: 527.715 was enacted into law by 
lative Assembly and was added to arid made a of 

527 but was not added to or made a part of 
to 527.730 or any therein by legislative 

action. See Preface to Oregon Revised Statutes for fur· 
ther explanation. · 

527.720 11971 c.316 §5a; repealed by !987 ·c.919 §15 
(527.721 enacted in lieu of 527.720)) 

527.721 Coordination with state and 
local agencies for review and comment 
on operations. By rule or by cooperative 
agreement entered into following an oppor­
tunity for public comment before the board, 
the board shaH provide for coordination with 
appropriate state and local agencies regard­
ing procedtires to be followed for review and 
comment ·on. individual· forest operations. 
[1987 c.919 §16 (enacted in lieu of 527.720)) 

527;7~ R~~tfi~tions. on govern· 
merit ad6ption ·of•i'Ules'"regulating ·tore~n: 
operationsr~ex:ceptions. (1) Notwithstanding 
any provisions of ORS chapters 196; 197, 215 
and 227, and except as provided in sub­
sections (2) and (3) of this section, unit 

. (2) No~hing,in ,su,bsection of this sec­
tion prohibits local governments from adopt­
ing and applying a comprehensive. plan or 
land use regulatiq~s to forest land to allow, 
prohibit or regulate: 

(a). Th~. estab.lishm~nt .or alteration 
structures · oth·er. than. te~porary 
structures ,\'~hich are. ai..txilial:-y to and 
during th~. terrri'.of ~ ,pa:rtic.v.la:r 
tion; .. · · · · · .· · 

(b) The;s s~ting)~r alteratio.n of dwellings; 
:(c) Physical ·alterations· of the ·,land,· in­

cluding but. not ,·limited· to those made· for 
purposes of exp1oration;.·mining; commercial 

extraction and· processing, 'landfills, 
reservoirs, road, ·constructiOI1 or 

ational facilities, when such -.uses are, 
to forest 

{d) Partitions 
land; or 

(e) Nothing in this subsection shall pro­
hibit a local government from enforcing the 

of ORS 455.310 to 455)15 and the 
thereunder':- \JiK .. 

FOREST PRACTICES 527.800 

527.724 Forest operations to comply 
with air and water pollution control rules 
and standards; effect of violation. Any 
forest on forest lands within this 
state be in full compliance 
with the rules and standards of the Environ­
mental Quality Commission relating to air 
and water pollution controL In addition to 
all other remedies provided by law, any vio­
lation of those rules or standards shall be 

to all remedies and sanctions avail­
able under statute or rule to the 
of Environmental Quality or the 
mental Quality Commission. [1979 cAOO §31 

527.725 1!975 c.l&5 §5; by 1975 c.l!l5 §61 
527.726 11979 c.400 §4; 1983 c.!l27 §55; repealed by 

19S7 c.919 §29] 

527.730 Conversion of forest land to 
other uses. Nothing in ORS 527.610 to 
527.730 and 527.990 (1) shall prevent the 
conversion of forest land to any other use. 
11971 c.316 §12] 

527.735 Forest Trust Land Advisory 
Committee; membership; terms; advisory 
function. (1) A Forest Trust· Land Advisory 
Committee is established to be composed of 
three members, appointed by the Governor, 

are elected officials of county governing 
from counties in which lands subject 

to ORS 530.010 to 530.170 are located. 
(2) The term of office· of a member is four 

may be ma'de from a 
Association of Oregon 

Counties. 
(3) Members may receive reimbursement 

for actual and reasonable traveling and o'ther 
incurred in performing 

duties. This reimbursement shall not 
be deemed lucrative. 

(4) The shall' advise the board 
the State Forester on tqe. management 

of lands subject to the provisions of- ORS 
530.010 to 530.170 and on other matters in 
which counties may have a: ·:responsibility 

to forest land. The: board and the 
Forester shall consult with the com-

mittee with to such matters.' (1987 c.919 

Note: 527.735 was enacted into law by the 
Assembly and was added to made ,a of 

5Z7 but was not added to or ·made a part of 
to 527.730 or series therein bydegislative 

action. See Preface .to Stat.utes for fur· 
ther 

FOREST PRACTICE :AS.NUISANCE. 

527.800 Definitions ·for' ORS 527.805 
and 527.810. As used in ORS 527.800 to 
527.810: 

(1) "Forest land" means land that is: 
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obtaining land use approval when needed. 

Criterion 2: Does the program adopt or amend management 
for state lands includes protection or 

definitions appl to local governments goal 
compliance? 

No. 

Criterion 3: Does the program approve a grant or other type 
of financial assistance to support or develop or expand a 
major public or private project, facility or improvement 
likely to be regulated by or require the land use approval 
of the affected local government{s)? 

No. Grants or financial assistance are not provided by the 
program. Actual costs of work performed reimbursed by 
the using landowner. 

Criterion 4: Does the ODF program action or decision 
significantly affect the public interest in terms causing 
or leading to a major change in land use? 

No. 

Criterion 5: The affected local government(s) would be 
required to amend a local plan or regulation due to a 
Department of Forestry program action or dec ion? 

No. 

iii. Conclusion 

The Cooperative Fire Program 
type of work performed under th 
have any land use 

i. Discussion 

ORS 197.180(11) 

not 

not a land use 
program unlikely to 

to es, 

The 
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decisions, determinations or activities carried out 
ORS 527.610 to 527.730 and 527.990 (1)." 

ORS 197.277 

"197.277 Oregon forest Practices Act; exclusion. (1) 
The goals and in ORS 196_ and 
197 do not apply to programs, , procedures, 
determinations or activities carried out under the 
Forest Practices Act administered under ORS 527.610 to 
527.730 and 527.990 (1}. 

(2) No goal or rule shall be adopted, construed or 
administered in a manner t_o ___ r~g11ire or all_OY/ loc_a.l 
governments t:o take--any action prohibited by ORS 
527.722. 

(3) The commission shall amend goals and rules as 
necessary to-implement- ORS 197.180, 197.277, 197.825, 
215.050, 447.090, 477.440, 477.460, 526.009, 527.016, 
527.620, 527.630, 527.660, 527.670, 527.683 to 527.687 1 

527.715, 527.735, 527.990, and 527.992. 11 

ii. Application of criteria 

Not applicable, program exempt. 

iii. Conclusion 

Program 
program. 

exempt 1 there it cannot be a land use 

i. Discussion 

Development and implementation of FPFO pol and 
programs is coordinated by program, including any 
policies and programs to land use. 

In the 
has adopted one object 
LAND USE: Preserve 

The 's forest land use 
a 

public 
forest land use 

of both the 

"FOREST 
II 

recognizes 
to 

Oregonians. The 
focus on the 

the 


