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County charter ideas abound

.. The Multnomah County Charter Review
-Committee should consider a part-time County
Commission to go with a full-time executive.
Such a structure would be a fundamental
change from the present five-member full-time
commission, complete with staff, that serves as
the county’s legislative body while the executive
runs the administration.
«~ After looking at the change, the committee
indeed might reject it. Or it might want to re-
‘place five full-timers with nine part-timers. The
- great value of a citizens’ charter review process
i open-minded exploration of all sorts of differ-
‘ént ways of conducting the county'’s business.
" Clearly the committee will want to examine
< thé radical charter changes made by initiative in
-1 1982 and later reaffirmed in a mail election
- whose purpose was to repeal them.
{ - The charter amendments added four elected
", officials: a district court clerk with nothing to do
‘because of state assumption of court responsibili-
“ties, a sheriff, an assessor and a county clerk.
¥Should all of them be retained? Should any of
“them be retained? While it can be argued that
these positions should be filled by professionals
_rather than politicians, the committee might con-
. - clude that the people nonetheless feel more com-
.vfortable electing their sheriff, for instance, while
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filling the others by appointment.

The initiative also imposed a two-term limit
on elective service; banned lobbying by the coun- .
ty and mandated that officials™ salaries must be
set by vote, all ‘of which should come under
committee scrutiny., . ...: . -

Deserving re-examination are charter provi-
sions that came from:'the last review. Parties
were removed.from gggnty politics when the
offices were made non-partisan:-A- runoff .was
required when ‘more’:than’ two. candidates filed
for a position, even if:ofiéirecelVed a substantial
majority in the primar¥ election™” '

The committee alsofought’to.examine filling
vacancies by special election: Tt: should ponder
whether the county should~have authority to
issue revenue bonds without going to a vote.
Establishing standards for:providing services to
cities or service districtsithrough contract is
worthy of attention. oK

Additionally, the review committee cannot B

ignore the issue of urban subsidy for unincor-
porated areas. It should look into limiting county
services to those that have countywide applica-
tion. :

All county residents should have the oppor-
tunity to submit their ideas to a fair hearing.
That is the purpose of charter review.
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Review unit meets

The Multnomah County Charter Review Commit-
tee met for the first time Wednesday night, and elect-
ed a Southeast Portland clergyman as chairman.

It also conferred voting rights on the single mem-
ber representing the west side, subject to legal approv-
al.

The Rev. Frank Stearns, pastor of Sunnyside Me-
thodist Church, was elected chairman and Carol
Kirchner, an administrative consultant, vice chair-
woman.

The committee will spend the next year studying
recommendations to improve the county charter. It
will then draft its own revisions, which will appear on
the November 1984, general ballot as an initiative
measure.

The study was written into the charter in 1977.

A vote for the west side representative was unani-
mously approved on grounds of fairness, on a motion '

Florence Bancroft, representing Northeast Portland.

. Because of an accident of legislative redistricting,
most county territory west of the Willamette River
doesn’t qualify for a place on the committee under the
charter.

But the committee agreed to raise observer Leanne
MacColl to the a full member.

Her district contains the most concentrated popu-
lation and the highest-valued industrial and commer-
cial property in the county.
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Interviews of finalists foi the project manager staff
position will be the primary agenda item at the next meeting
of the Multnomah County Charter Review Committee.

The Review Committee will meet on Wednesday, July 6,
at 7 p.m. in Hearing Room C of the Portland Building. The
meeting is open to the public.

Dana Peck, a staff assistant from the County Executive's
Office who has served as interim staff to the committee during
its formative meetings, said the Charter Review Committee
hopes to have made its decision and have the committee staffed
by the second week of July.

More than 60 applicants were reviewed by the committee's
screening subcommittee, reducing the list to the top 15 quali-
fied persons. The Charter Review Committee tentatively has
planned to interview three finalists at the meeting next

Wednesday.
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CONTACT: Dennis O'Meara, Public Affairs A9§§§”SBUCHANAN’COUNTYEXECUHVE

248-3308 1500 PORTLAND BUILDING
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204
(503) 248-3308
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County charter ideas abound

The Multnomah County Charter Review
-Committee should consider a part-time County
Commission to go with a full-time executive.

Such a structure would be a fundamental
change from the present five-member full-time
commission, complete with staff, that serves as
the county’s legislative body while the executive
runs the administration.

«  After looking at the change, the committee
indeed might reject it. Or it might want to re-
place five full-timers with nine part-timers. The
great value of a citizens’ charter review process
is open-minded exploration of all sorts of differ-
‘ént ways of conducting the county’s business.
" Clearly the committee will want to examine
" theé radical charter changes made by initiative in
' 1982 and later reaffirmed in a mail election
i~ whose purpose was to repeal them.
’ The charter amendments added four elected
,officials: a district court clerk with nothing to do
‘because of state assumption of court responsibili-
“ties, a sheriff, an assessor and a county clerk.
*Should all of them be retained? Should any of
“them be retained? While it can be argued that
these positions should be filled by professionals
_rather than politicians, the committee might con-
clude that the people nonetheless feel more com-
fortable electing their sheriff, for instance, while
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filling the others by appointment.

The initiative also imposed a two-term limit
on elective service, banned lobbying by the coun-
ty and mandated that officials” salaries must be
set by vote, all of which should come under
committee scrutiny. ... .

Deserving re-examination are charter provi-
sions that came from the last review. Parties
were removed from county politics when the
offices were made non-partisan: A runoff .was
required when more than two candidates filed
for a position, even if ofiéireceived a substantial
majority in the primary election.”

The committee also oughtto.examine filling
vacancies by special election. It should ponder
whether the county should-have authority to
issue revenue bonds without going to a vote.
Establishing standards for:-providing services to
cities or service districts:through contract is
worthy of attention. 4

Additionally, the review committee cannot
ignore the issue of urban subsidy for unincor-
porated areas. It should look into limiting county
services to those that have countywide applica-
tion. ;

All county residents should have the oppor-
tunity to submit their ideas to a fair hearing.
That is the purpose of charter review.
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2 meetings
on charter

The Multnomah County Charter Re-
view Committee will begin its study’ of
ways to improve the county charter
with a social gathering Sunday and'a
formal organizational meeting Thurs-
day.

Sunday’s meeting will be at 12:30
p-m. at the home of committee member
Carol Kirchner, 4598A S.W. Caldew St.

It was described in a legal announce-

ment in Thursday editions of The Ore-
gonian as a socjal gathering for the 13
members and theijr families, to which
the public was invited. p

A spokesman for County Executive - .
Dennis Buchanan said his office tried to, ~.

discourage a meeting in a private home.

Press aide Dennig O’Meara said Bucha-.-

nan felt a meeting in a public place;
would have been more appropriate to
the spirit of the project.

Thursday’s meeting will be at 7 p.m.
in Room A on the second floor of The
Portland Building, 1120 S.w. Fifth Ave.
The committee plans to elect officers
and begin a work plan at that session.

Review by an independent citizeﬁs
committee was a feature of home-rule
charter amendments approved voters in
1977.

The 13 committee members were
nominated by Multnomah County state
legislators, two to a Senate district.

By a fluke of 198] legislative redis-
tricting, the county’s most densely po-
pulated segment — downtown, the
West Hills and Northwest Portland —
will not have a vote on the committee.

Only state Senate districts with a
majority of population in Multnomah
County will be represented. The west-
side neighborhoods are in Senate Dis-
trict 10, whose new boundaries gave it
a slight majority in Washington County.

Under a compromise designed by
state legislators and county officials,
longtime civic activist Leeanne MacColl
will serve as an unofficjal member from
the west side.

The committee will study county op-
erations and conduct public hearings to
hear suggestions for improvement.

Its proposals will be reported to the
Board of Commissioners in August
1984, then go to the public as ballot
measures in the November 1984 general
election.
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The Multnomah County Charter Review
Committee should consider a part-time County
Commission to go with a full-time executive.

Such a structure would be a fundamental
change from the present five-member full-time
commission, complete with staff, that serves as
the county's legislative body while the executive
runs the administration.

After looking at the change, the committee
indeed might reject it. Or it might want to re-
place five full-timers with nine part-timers. The
great value of a citizens’ charter review process
is open-minded exploration of all sorts of differ-
ent ways of conducting the county's business.

Clearly the committee will want to examine
the radical charter changes made by initiative in
1982 and later reaffirmed in a mail election
whose purpose was to repeal them.

The charter amendments added four elected
officials: a district court clerk with nothing to do
because of state assumption of court responsibili-
ties, a sheriff, an assessor and a county clerk.
Should all of them be retained? Should any of
them be retained? While it can be argued that
these positions should be filled by professionals
rather than politicians, the committee might con-
clude that the people nonetheless feel more com-
fortable electing their sheriff, for instance, while
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filling the others bv appointment

The initiative also imposed a two-term limit
on elective service, hanned lobbying by the coun-
ty and mandated that officials’ salaries must be
set by vote, all of which should come under
committee scrutiny

Deserving re-examination are charter provi-
sions that came from the last review. Parties
were removed from county politics when the
offices were made non-partisan. A runoff was
required when more than two candidates filed
for a position, even if one received a substantial
majority in the primary election.

The committee also ought to examine filling
vacancies by special election. It should ponder
whether the county should have authority to
issue revenue bonds without going to a vote.
Establishing standards for providing services to
cities or service districts through contract is
worthy of attention.

Additionally, the review committee cannot
ignore the issue of urban subsidy for unincor-
porated areas. It should look into limiting county
services to those that have countywide applica-
tion.

All county residents should have the oppor-
tunity to submit their ideas to a fair hearing.
That is the purpose of charter review.

unty charter panel meeting changed

. The Multnomah County Charter Re-
view Committee’s first formal meeting
will be held Wednesday instead of
Thursday, according to Dana Peck, an
aide to County Executive Dennis Bucha-
nan.

The group will meet in the Portland

Building at 7 p.m.

The 13-member committee will
spend a year looking for ways to im-
prove the county charter, and its recom-
mendations will appear on the Novem-
ber 1984 general ballot as initiative pro-
posals.
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Multnomah County's Charter Review Committee will meet
again on Wednesday, June 22nd, at 7 p.m. The meeting will be
held in Hearing Room C on the second floor of the Portland Build-
ing (1120 S.E. 5th Avenue).

Orval Etter, most recently with the Bureau of Governmental
Research, a research and policy institute located on the Univer-
sity of Oregon,campus, will give the l3-member review committee
a detailed presentation of Oregon's home rule laws. Etter, who
has been recognized as thé state's foremost authority on home
rule for the past two decades, has played a prominent role ﬁn
helping counties draft home rule charters and in legislationion
the topic. , ;

In its most recent meeting on June 13, the Charter Review
panel discussed personnel matters, organization, qperational%by-
laws and parliamentary procedure.

According to Dana:.Peck, interim committee staffer and é
staff assistant from the County Executive's Office, committeé
members have decided to locate their office at the Kelly Buiid-

ing on 47th and E. Burﬁsi&e; Two subcommittees also have been

~<screated. one to: review,resumes for staff @a&ﬁnens:and the other

[
conduct*interviews ”ﬂ.
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CONTACT: Dennis Q'Meara, Eublic Affairs AssPENN'S BUCHANAN, COUNTY EXECUTIVE

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

T W PR L Iy (RSO PSSRt



Charter Review Committee
2-2-2/June 17, 1983

Peck said the committee anticipates holding another meeting
in the near future to hear from Multnomah County elected officials
and then will follow with public hearings, possibly as frequent as

every other week, at a variety of locations throughout the county.
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