TSC. ConmRsSPoDEN CE |




May 3, 1990

Mr. William C. Rapp

Administrator

Multnomah County Charter Review Committee
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, #1500

Portland, OR 97204

Dear Mr. Rapp:

After the Citizens Crime Commission presentation to the April 25, 1990 meeting of the
Multnomah County Charter Review Committee, I came to the realization that we
needed to be much more informed of your meetings and agenda.

I realize that you are coming to the end of your deliberations, but if it is not too late I
certainly would appreciate receiving from you a schedule of upcoming meetings, as
well as materials that you think would help our organization understand the mission
and activities of the Charter Review Committee thus far.

Looking forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Patrick F. Donaldson
Executive Director

221 N.W. Second Avenue, Portland, OR 97209 (503) 274-9945 FAX: (503) 228-5126
An affiliate of the Portland Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce



1040 S.E. Morrison St.
Portland, Oregon 97214-2495
(503) 248-3720

VICKI K. ERVIN

Director of Elections

MEMORANDUM
Tos Bill Rapp, Charter Review Committee
From: Allen Robertson, Elections Manager fQAUQ\\\
Subject: County offices to be on the ballot in 1990, 1992 and
1994
1990 - Chair of the Board of County Commissioners, County

Commissioner District No. 2, County Auditor and County Sheriff.

1992 - County Commissioner District No. 1, County Commissioner
District No. 3 and County Commissioner District No. 4.

Because all county offices are for four year terms, 1994 will be
a repetition of 1990. However if a vacancy or vacancies occur,
depending upon the timing, offices not scheduled could be on the
ballot to fill unexpired terms.
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= MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE Suite 1500

Portland, Oregon 97204
(503) 248-3525

MEMBERS

Ann Porter, Chair

Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair
Florence Bancroft

Lana Butterfield

David J. Chambers

Liberty Lane
Monica Little
Bruce McCain
Pagltier November 3, 1989
Marcia Pry
Cgsey Short
ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁgmm Casey Cooper, Director
Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Program
STAFF 3534 S.E. Main Street
Wf“Wﬂmp Portland, OR 97214
dministrator
Shirley Winter
Seicrary Dcar Casey:

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to the Southeast
Uplift Board about the County Charter Review Committee
at its meeting on December 6. Mark Johnson, the Vice-
President of our Committee and a southeast resident
will made the presentation.

Enclosed is a one-page information sheet for your
newsletter or other distribution.

If you have any questions, please call me at 635-3065
or Bill Rapp at our office, 248-3525.

Sincerely,

N o

Ann Porter, Chair
Charter Review Committee

AP/saw

AN CALIATL ADPDADTIINNTY CaAD AV En



MULTNOMARH COoUunTY OREGON

1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE Suite 1500

Portland, Oregon 97204

(5083) 248-3525

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 November 3, 1989
Casey Short
Nicholas Teeny )
LaVelle VandenBerg Greg Smoot, Coordinator
STAFF Southwest Neighborhood Information, Inc.
William C. Rapp 7688 S.W. Capitol Highway
Administrator Portland, OR 97219
Shirley Winter
Secretary

Dear Greg:

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to the Southwest
Neighborhood Information Board about the County Charter
Review Committee at its meeting on November 15.
Enclosed is a one-page information sheet for your
newsletter or other distribution.

you have any questions, please call me at 635-306%
Bill Rapp at our office, 248-3525.

Sincerely,

5" 2N

Ann Porter, Chair
Charter Review Committee

AP/saw

AR CALIAL ARPARTI B T, T AR ANVED



Touche Ross & Co.

One SW Columbia, Suite 1500 /\T h R
Portland, OR 97255-2080 & 10UCne Noss
Telephone: 503 243-6333

DATE: September 11, 1989

TO: Members of the Civic Index Government
Performance Committee

FROM: Michael J. Silver

SUBJECT: Meeting Reminder

As previously discussed, we will be meeting on Thursday,
September 14, 1989, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 or 7:30 p.m. at the
Touche Ross offices in the Benj. Franklin Plaza at One S.W.
Columbia, Suite 1500. This is the same location at which we
held our last meeting.

At this meeting we will be deciding upon the issues to be
addressed by the committee in evaluating the performance of the
City of Portland. This will be an important meeting as we will
establish the criteria upon which the evaluation will be based.

Unfortunately, we received only one response to the request for
questions to consider during this meeting, and a promise of one
to be brought to the meeting. I have taken the 1liberty of
adding several questions to the 1list. These questions, plus
the one submitted, are enclosed. Hopefully, we can proceed
with determining the criteria to be used as well as the process
for conducting the evaluation.

I look forward to meeting with you on Thursday.

If you have any questions please call me at 243-6333 or Sonnie
Russell at 223-1224.

]

/jeb
362u/95
enc.



FROM:

DATE:
RE:
Charter

year at
will be

GLADYS McCOQY, Multnomah County Chair

Room 134, County Courthouse
1021 SW. Fourth Avenue

- Portland, Oregon 97204
(503) 248-3308

MEMORANDUM

Portland Building Security Desk

——”

to the Chair

July 21, 1989

Charter Review Committee Meetings

Attached is a list of members of the Multnomah County Home Rule
Committee. The Committee will meet periodically over the next
various locations in the Portland Building. Most of their meetings

on either the 14th or 15th floors.

Their first formal session has been scheduled for Thursday August

10, 1989 from 5:30 - 7:00 p.m. They will set their own meeting schedule

at this

session. Some or all of the members will be using the Portland

Building parking garage.

An Equal Opportunity Employer




GLADYS McCOQY, Multnomah County Chair

Room 134, County Courthouse
1021 SW. Fourth Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204

(508) 248-3308

MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOME RULE CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE

Liberty Lane David J. Chambers
Lana Butterfield Monica Little
Victor Anfuso Lavelle Vandenberg
Paul Norr Marcia Pry

Ann Porter Mark Johnson
Nicholas Teeny Casey Short

Florence Bancroft

An Equal Opportunity Employer




October 21
Dear Ann Porter:

A nice note, yours of September 30. It was a plea-
sure at least for me to meet again with a committee
working on a county charter. T trust the meeting
helps the committee fulfill its charge.

The note prompts me to follow through on your state-
ment that the committee could take care of my travel
expenses to and from the meeting. The enclosed vou-
cher indicates my outlay for busfare. If $5 can be
added for meal ocosts, I shall be fully reimbursed
for the costs of the travel to and from the meeting.

> Orval Etter With best regards to all the committee,
& 2080 Potter St

Eugene OR 97405 &Wc&_ % rery
R TR SNSRI
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rval Etter
080 Potter St
Eugene OR 97405
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ISSUING CARRIERWILL BE RESPONSIBLE ONLY FOR TRANSPORTATION ON ITS OWN LINES, in accordance
with tariff regulations and limitations, AND ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY FORANY ACTS OR OMISSIONS OF
OTHERS OCCURRING WITHIN OR OUTSIDE OF THE UNITED STATES, except as imposed by law with respect
to baggage. Seating aboard vehicles operated in interstate or foreign commerce is without regard to race, color,
creed, or national origin.

ONE WAY FARES LIMITED TO 2 MONTHS. ROUND TRIP FARES LIMITED TO 1 YEAR. SPECIAL FARES
LIMITED AS ENDORSED.

NOTICE - INTERSTATE BAGGAGE LIABILITY
Liability for loss of or damage to checked Baggage is limited to actual value not to exceed $250 per Adult Fare or
$125 per Half-Fare unless greater value is declared and paid for each time baggage is checked. The maximum
declared value cannot exceed $1000 per passenger. Excess value purchased does not cover valuable articles and
certain articles are not accepted as baggage (ask agent for information). The same limits apply per single piece of
baggage regardless of the number of tickets. Excess value coverage may be purchased at the ticket counter.
Ask agent for information regarding limits on the value of baggage checked intrastate.

PLACE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS IN AND ON YOUR LUGGAGE
Government Hegulatiqr{s and Carriers Tariffs require that all Baggage must be properly identified. Luggage
Tags should clearly show the name and address to which lost Baggage should be forwarded. Free Luggage
Tags are available at all Ticket Windows and Baggage Counters.

NOTICE - INTERSTATE EXPRESS LIABILITY. (NOT NEGOTIABLE) SUBJECT TO TARIFF REGULATIONS LIABILITY:
This Carrier will not pay loss or damage claims over $100 per shipment or $50 per package, whichever is greater, unless a greater
value is declared and charges for such greater value paid. Maximum valuation on any one shipment is limited by tariff. (See
Tariff for intrastate exceptions.) In no event shail the Carrier be liable for CONSEQUENTIAL or INCIDENTAL damages for loss,
damage or delay in excess of the accepted actual value of this shipment.
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.Orval Etter
3080 Potter St
4 Eugene OR 97405

ANN 2 g R AR RE
0926 S.W. Palatine Hill Road
Portland

OR 97219




1120 S.W. 5th Avenue

ITTE Suite 1500
CHARTER REVIEW COMM E Portland, OR 97204

Tel: 248-3525

muLTNnomA~AH counTY OREGON

PO Multnomah County Courthouse Security
FROM: | Bill Rapp, Administratof&%}Z—

DATE: October 20, 1989

RE: Charter Review Committee Meetings

The Multnomah County Charter Review Committee is now scheduled to
meet in the Multnomah County Courthouse Board Room (Room 602) on
the following Wednesday evenings from 7:00 to 9:00 p.m.

October 25
November 8
November 29
December 13
December 20 -

In addition to members and staff of the Committee (roster
attached), a relatively small number of the general public may

attend the meetings and should be allowed to enter the building.
Please call me if you have any questions.

Crthsese.mem

M AL AL A AT T e am e



JOHN MINNIS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY
DISTRICT 20

REPLY TO ADDRESS INDICATED:

O House of Representatives
Salem, OR 97310

O 1611 NE 143rd
Portland, OR 97230

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
SALEM, OREGON
97310

September 25, 1989

Commissioner Gladys McCoy .
1021 SW 4th
Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Ms McCoy,

COMMITTEES
Vice-Chairperson:

Housing and Urban Development
Member:

Judiciary

Legislative Rules, Operations and Reform

In light of the unfortunate resignation of Mr. Anfuso myself and
Representative Wehege have consented to appoint Mr. Bruce McCain

to the charter review commission.

Mr. McCain has shown a willingness to become involved and solicited
our support early. I and Rep. Wehege wish the commission well and
hope Mr. McCain will be an asset to the difficult work ahead.

Sincerily,

-

—

4

74

“Representative John M. Minnis Represgntative Rééer Wehage

/ DPist. 20 Dist. 16

cc: Ann Porter
cc: Bruce McCain



JOHN MINNIS
House of Representatives
OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
SALEM, OREGON 97310-1347

Ms. Ann Porter
0926 SW Palatine Hill Rd.
Portland, Oregon 97219




OREGON STATE HOMEOWNER’S ASSOCIATION
TOGETHER-WE-STAND
FOR-OREGON.

8435 S.E. 17th Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97202
Phone (503) 233-4858

October 12, 1989

Mrs. Ann Porter, Chairperson,

Multnomah County Home Rule Charter Review Committee,
Multnomah County Court House,

Portland, Oregon, 97204.

Dear Mrs. Porter:

We wish to thank you for sending us copy of the minutes and agenda of October 11,
1989.

This organization has made known our position on the Multnomah Charter for some
time. To ré-state these positions in response to the agenda of October 11 and those
forthcoming are as follows by Board direction:

1. County Commissioner seats should be cut to three (3) positions, non-paid,
except on a per-diem basis of $50.00 per day.
A. The Board should hire an Administrator, to serve at the pleasure of
the elected Commissioners at large.

2. Keep the elected County Sheriff and corrections as detailed in the current
Charter, keeping the budget under control of the elected Commissioners and their
Administrator in order to promote taxpayer accountability.

A. We would also recommend that the County Sheriff be required to place
correctional cost out to public bid. That is, let private companies bid on jail
and holding space. We believe this could be accomplished much cheaper, relieve
the County from furnishing "Hilton Hotel Accommodations'.

B. Multnomah County is the legal constitutional source for health,
elderly, Wick, and other related services, however, this can be handled by an
Administrator working for the County Commissioners.

C. Multnomah County educational districts, or other related districts
of involvment in Public Education should be transferred to the State Supt. of
Schools or Local School Boards.

3. The geography of Multnomah County has been reduced to very little land
area. The administrative cost currently in the budget is entirely un-necessary.
These Commissioners were elected to work 8 hours a day five days a week, or if
needed more. Each now has two to five assistants-for what?

We request that you give copies of this reply to each of your study members.
Removing the elective processes from Assessor, Elections, has not gone well
with this organization. Taking away voting rights does not necessarily work
for better government or accountability.
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8435 S.E. 17th Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97202




1040 S.E. Morrison St.
Portland, Oregon 97214-2495
(503) 248-3720

VICKI K. ERVIN

Director of Elections

October 17, 1989

Ann Porter, Chair
Multnomah County Home
Rule Charter Committee
1120 S.W. 5th Ave.
Suite 1500

Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Ann --

Just a note to tell you that our office's experience and research
ability is at your committee's service for any proposed charter
amendments concerning elections.

We wish your committee well.

Sincerely,

(%

L'réte
Vicki-K+ Ervin,
Director of Elections



MULTNOMAH CounNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR (503) 248-3303

GLADYS McCOY PORTLAND BUILDING EMPLOYEE SERVICES (503) 248-5015

PAULINE ANDERSON 1120 SW FIFTH, 14TH FLOOR FINANCE (503) 248-3312

GRETCHEN KAFOURY PORTLAND, OR 97204-1934 LABOR RELATIONS (503) 248-5135

RICK BAUMAN PLANNING & BUDGET (503) 248-3883
SHARRON KELLEY

AT OTHER LOCATIONS: ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES (503) 248-5111

ASSESSMENT & TAXATION (503) 248-3345

ELECTIONS (503) 248-3720

INFORMATION SERVICES (503) 248-3749

MEMORANDUM

TOS Department/Division Managers
District Attorney
Sheriff
Board Staff
FROM: Jack Horner, Director
Planning & Budget Divigjon
DATE: December 13, 1989
SUBJECT: Explaining Multnomah County's Strategic Planning Process

In response to a wide variety of inquiries, I have had the attached brochure
developed to explain what we are trying to accomplish with Strategic
Planning. It describes where we are going and where we hope to come out.

I hope the brochure will help you explain the process to the public, the
press, or staff. I also hope it will help you better understand it yourself.

When you look the brochure over, interpret it as our goal rather than an
accomplishment. It is a snapshot of the process we are going through right
now. But the process has changed and will change again before we get it to
fit comfortably. It will also involve our time.

The flexibility required to accomplish something this ambitious makes it tough
to describe at any point. HWe have had to change the agreed upon plan
frequently. HWe have done so to accommodate the individual and collective
wills of the Board, the Policy Development Committee (PDC), the Functional
Committees, and the County culture. MWe also have to consider an unforgiving,
State-mandated budget calendar. As a result, our first Strategy Plan will
give direction and be helpful, but it will take at least one more go round to
make it a real five year plan.

We will use the second-phase "Operational Plan" to establish priorities for
the next three years. The initiatives developed during the Strategy Planning
and departmental proposals, not all County programs, will be the subject of
the Operational Plan this year. Next year, building on this year's process,
we will probably achieve the goal of full priority-setting.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Page 2
December 13, 1989

The "policy calendar" for the Board will 1include PDC consideration of
priorities in January. This will follow publication of the Operational Plan
(later this month) and a Planning and Budget Projection of 5-Year Revenues and
Expenses (in January). The Operational Plan priorities set by the PDC will
have a direct bearing on what the Chair includes in her Proposed 1990-91

Budget.

Public input to the Board will come through the CBAC process and the
CIC-sponsored "Visions" Report. However, there will not be direct public
input (no hearings) until we receive it as part of the Budget process.

We will publish the Proposed Budget in March. Hearings will be held in April
and we will publish the resulting Approved Budget in May. Finally, following
technical amendment approval in June, we will publish the Adopted Budget and a
revised Operational Plan in July. MWe will distribute the final calendar for
these activities shortly.

I believe that it will take at least three years to go through our Strategic
Planning process thoroughly. I also believe that we have done very well for
the size of change that this process implies. The PDC agrees. MWe will
improve next year based on this year's experience. MWe are controlling the
process and not the other way around, and that says a lot about what's good

about our County.

If you would Tike additional copies of the brochure, just give us a call.

9158F/JH/Js
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& MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

2115 S.E. Morrison #216
Portland, Oregon 97214
(503) 248-3450

CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT
COMMITTEE
DENNIS PAYNE
Chair

Neighborhoods West-Northwest
« Chris Wrench
+ Carol Canning

SW Neighborhood Information
» Martha White, Secretary
« John Miller

North Portland Citizens

NE Coalition of Neighborhoods
+ Richard Levy
+ Dennis Payne, Chair

Central Northeast Neighbors

.

Southeast Uplift
+ Ben Butzien
« Karma Sweet

East of E.181st Avenue
« Charles Herndon, Vice Chair
« Vivian Starbuck

Between E.60th & E.181st
« Franklin Jenkins

« Robert Luce, Treasurer

+ Jim Worthington

West of E.60th, Uninc.
+ Mary Schick

County Boards, Commissions,
& Civic Groups

* Marlene Byme

+ Jean Ridings

+SaraLamb

+ Michael Schultz

Office of Citizen Involvement
+ Merlin Reynolds, Executive Director
+ Gloria Fisher, Information Coordinator

January 19, 1990

Bill Rapp, Director

Charter Review Committee
Portland Building

1120 SW 5th Avenue, 14th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Dear Bill:

Thank you for serving as a Charter Review
Committee resource at our Citizen Involvement
Committee meeting.

We look forward to working closely with you on
the citizen information and involvement tasks

associated with Charter Review.

Thanks again for helping to make last night's
discussion productive and positive.

Sincerely,

Dennis Payne, Chair
Citizen Involvement Committee

cc: Executive Committee
John Legry
Teri Duffy

DP/saw

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Eagt County, OR
February 9, 1990

Charter Review Committee
1120 SW 5th Suite 1500
Portland OR 97204

Dear Committee Members:

I am one of the under-represented citizens of the unincorporated area
of Multnomah County.

I believe the District boundaries need to be redrawn to represent the
increased population, and another commissioner added.

"Princess" Pauline's area on the east side of the Willamette needs to
be represented by whomever holds the commissioner position in District
3.

Another District should be added in East County with a boundary line
drawn at 162nd or 181st, somewhere in that area depending on
population.

This would give the people in these areas more representation and
desire to "become involved."”

We have been blasted by the present gang of politicians: sewers,
annexation harassment, gun ordinances, refusal to let the area
incorporate, refusal to let us vote on the Rockwood PUD (initially),
and other issues. Because the majority of us do not wish to become
part of the City of Portland, we are harassed by the powers to be.
These tactics only tend to exacerbate the situation. This is
Democracy?

We need District lines redrawn and another Commissioner added to the
payroll.

Thank You.

Sincerely,

Y Rempe

Kunze
131 NE 139th
Portland, OR 97230
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Several weeks ago as I was hand-watering my front yard,
enjoying the peace of the neighborhoeod, I was approached by a
casually dressed young man wielding & clipboard and wearing a
badge on his short sleeve shirt. My property is clearly
marked with "No Trespassing" and "No Soliciting" signs but

the intruder ignored these and continued on to my property.
He introduced himself as a representative of the City of
Fortland and wished to speak with me concerning annexation.
I told him to leave the property but he continued to solicit
me and suddenly the hose "took on a life of its own" and
sprayed the boy. He immediately retreated to the middle of
the street, which is county property, and proceeded to use
the most filthy barrage of verbal abuse on me that I have
heard since my Marine Corps days 20 years ago.

I held my ground and after several minutes of this abuse
I told him I would call the police unless he left. He told
me the police would not even respond to such a "ridiculous
request" and that "all you fuckers in East County should be
fenced in with barbed wire and not allowed to use the
Fortland City Services." I called 211 and reguested
assistance before I physically removed this imtruder from the
neighborhbdod. I returnéd to watering my lawn and the wverbal
abuse continued with taunting and phrases like "you moron®™
and "fucker" being used by the City Representative. After
about 15 minutes no police vehicles showed and the hoy
continued to taunt me, now showing me his watch and yelling
"response time" and "Where are they??" repeatedly.

He left shortly thereafter, and about 5 minutes later 2
Fortland Folice marked vehicles arrived. I related the
events to them and since trespassing is a "nom—issue", they
suggested that I call the Mayor’‘s Office the next day with my
complaint. : ; Ll

The next morning I called the Mayor’s Office and spoke
with Dave Cook, who listened attentively and referred me to
Jerry Mounce at the Annexation Office. I called her and was-
treated with ﬁhepticieﬁ; She interred that if ths hose
hadn’t squirted, the abuse would not have happened. But =he
assured me that she would look into it and I could call her
back. A couple of days later, I called back and Mounce still
had no answers. She said the boy wesn’t a regular smployee,
but was "contracted" to solicit people to joinm the city, was
highly trained and that he was coming in to speak with her
about the incident.

The next day I called back and she said she had spaken
with the contractor and that he was temporarily off the
street, until they decided what action to take. Ehe said
since he was a "private contractor" that he was not under the
same disciplinary rules as city employvees and they would take

care of it "internally". I asked her for his address, since
he obviously had mine, and she refused to give it to me. The
tavpayers names and addresses are given to City thugs and we
have no right to have their addresses?? I cannot believe the

City has resorted to hiring thugs and bullies to solicit
annexation.



It has been weeks since this encounter and I have never
recelived an apology or any other word from the City
concerning the outcome of the action which they supposedly
took concerning this outrage.

Who is Jerry Mounce? What are her qualifications to
train these thugs®™ How are they trained? Are they paid by
each signature they obtain? Why are they so aggressive? Is
this the government which we wish to represent us?

Jim IKUnzé
~Alan—kKuns
East County Resident

/I}’U‘) I/\)Clc(é‘w\fjc ITAWC"\)Gf{ /P(ST SUMMEL. —
UO@ AR& §\£‘;-'+~(7n% 0’(i 667/\)7 Wﬁ(}%
5‘1 Ahese Fo)(%f(ﬁ»\)s + bunesucests ©



BOB SHypMAKER
* - MULTNUMAH AND WASHINGTON COUNTIES
DISTRICT 3

REPLY TO ADDRESS INDICATED:

[ senate Chamber
Salem, OR 97310

[0 4837 West Burnside Road
Portland, OR 97210

OREGON STATE SENATE
SALEM, OREGON
97310

January 29, 1990

Ann Porter, Chair and Members

Multnomah County Charter Review Committee
1120 S.W. 5th Avenue, Suite 1500
Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Ann and Members:

Instead of providing oral remarks to the committee, let
me make my few comments by way of this letter. First let me
congratulate all of you for the careful and conscientious job you
are doing in reviewing the Charter. A smoothly-functioning
county government, while not very exciting, is very important to
a smoothly-functioning society. Our county government system,
while not bad, may not be functioning as well as we should expect
it to function.

I am not going to presume to advise on some of the key
issues - whether county commissioners should have administrative
as well as legislative duties and whether the executive should be
appointed or elected. These are complex questions which require
objective study for sound answers. That is why you all have been
appointed and why the high quality of your committee gives us the
best assurance that good, sound answers will be found.

Regarding other county positions, I feel I have enough
experience - particularly as a member of the Advisory Committee
to Jewel Lansing when she was County Auditor - to have confidence
in my opinions. I believe that an independently-elected auditor
who is subject to no political pressure from others within county
government is the most important single requirement to keep the
county operating both honestly and efficiently. It also goes
without saying that performance audits are the key to this.

Other positions such as sheriff, clerk, etc. should be appointed,
not elected, since the holders of those positions should respond
to the county legislature and should be filled based upon
competence for the job, not skill at winning elections.



Ann Porter
January 29, 1990
Page 2

Thank you for this opportunity to weigh in with my
comments and thanks again for the job you all are doing.

Sincerely,

4

Enclosure

P.S. I also believe the county auditor should be a certified

public accountant and that this requirement should be
stated on the charter.

RCS\msel081S.1tr
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&S MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

1120 S.W. Fifth A
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE Suite 1500 vente

Portland, Oregon 97204
(503) 248-3525

MEMBERS MEMORANDUM |

Ann Porter, Chair . ;

Mark Johnson, Vice-ChairT o: Committee bers

Florence Bancroft P

SRET?ﬂﬂam Fr: Bill Rapp, Committee Administrator

Liberty Lane }

Monica Littl .

BruceMc'Caeln Dt: March 15, 1990

Paul Norr

?;":;2';‘3';'3,, Re: Attached Materials

Nicholas Teeny

LaVelle VandenBerg

STAFF

“ﬂ;%%ﬁg> Attached are the following materials for your use in preparing

(0 r . . . . .

Shirley Winter for the meeting on the Sheriff's Office next Wednesday in

Secretary Gresham and for your general interest:

Pt

Testimony of Clackamas County Sheriff Bill Brooks from
the March 14 meeting;

2 s Article from The Oregonian, dated March 13, 1990
summarizing Chair Gladys McCoy's plan to restructure the
Department of Human Services and Department of Justice
Services;

3's Memorandum from Gladys McCoy dated March 12, 1990 to the
Board proposing her restructuring. This proposal was
first discussed by the Board today, March 15. It will
next be discussed in two weeks on March 29;

4, Memorandum from Sheriff Bob Skipper dated March 13, 1990
on his proposed reorganization of the Department of |
Justice Services; ‘

5. Article from the March 14, 1990 issue of The Skanner on
the Committee; and

6. Article from the February, 1990 Mid-County Memo on La
Velle Vanden Berg. »

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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&S MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE Suite 1500

Portland, Oregon 97204

(503) 248-3525

MEMBERS

Ann Porter, Chair

Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair
Florence Bancroft

Lana Butterfield

David J. Chambers

Liberty Lane

Monica Little

Bruce McCain 5 . .
Paul Norr To: City and Regional Government Representatives

Marcia Pry

s FROM: Bill Rapp, Administrator

LaVelle VandenBerg
STAFF DATE: December 7, 1989

William C. Rapp

Administrator RE: PUBLIC HEARING, JANUARY 17, 1990
Shirley Winter

Secretary

The Multnomah County Charter Review Committee is charged
with the responsibility of reviewing the county charter.
On Wednesday, January 17, the Charter Review Committee will
conduct a public hearing on the county charter to which the
committee is inviting «c¢ity and regional government
representatives to testify on the review process, issues
the committee should direct its attention to and any
specific changes recommended in the county charter. The
meeting is tentatively scheduled to begin at 7:00 p.m. at
PCC/Cascade Campus in North Portland.

In order to facilitate scheduling of witnesses, if you
intend to testify would you please contact me at the
committee's office by Friday, December 29.

On behalf of the committee, I extend a warm invitation to
you and hope that you can join us on Wednesday, January 17.
Thank you for your consideration of this invitation.

BR:dht

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue
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Portland, Oregon 97204

(503) 248-3525
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Ann Porter, Chair
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Jack Horner, Manager

Planning and Budget Division
Multnomah Count

1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Room 1400
Portland, Oregon 97204

As you are aware, the Multnomah County Charter Review
Committee 1is considering whether to make changes
regarding the county chair and board of commissioners.
The Commitee is particularly interested in the option of
transfering the executive functions of the county chair
to a professional county administrator or manager.

In order to give the Committee as much information a
possible relating to this option, I re
office provide budget information to the Commi
would be extremely helpful to the Committee i
information could address three optic n
council/manager form of county government. These thre
options zre:
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Please call me if you have any gquestions
Thanks for you help.

Sincerely,
Sl
William C. Rapp

Administrator
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March 30, 1330

Commissioner Sharron Kelley
606 County Courthouse
Fortland OR 97204

Commissioner Kelley:

I received your Fosition Statement Concerning Gun Safety Ordinance and
was shocked by what I read.

You say, "We have misled them" on page 2. That wording should be "I
have misled them"! During the months prior to adoption of this
Ordinance, I had called your office a number of times and had written
you concerning my opposition to the Ordinance. I had expressed my
opposition in terms of the Cemmission forcing Jjust another phony
Ordinance down our unincorporated East County throats, and also the
violation of my constitutional rights by trying to ultimately ban
certain weapons. I was told that certainly Sharron Kelley opposed such
Ordinances.

I was never told that Sharron Kelley was actually just "hiding in the
closet with Gretchen Kafoury," lacking the courage to come out publicly
and “take a stand on this issue.

I had no idea that you felt this way concerning firearms. You have
also fallen victim to the "Great Assault Weapon Hoax" perpetrated by
the anti-qgun radicals. I thought you had the intelligence toc see
through such a hoax.

An "assault rifle" is merely a semi-automatic rifle cosmetically
altered to appeal to a certain market within the firearms sales
industry. You can go out and buy a number of other semi-auto hunting
rifles, put on a plastic stock and foreend, flash suppressor, tripod,
_etc., and cosmetically alter it and have the same weapon. Inside they
are both still semi-auto rifles.

What you are saying is that you want to ban all semi-auto weapons. If
you say this, then it follows that all semi-auto pistols and shotguns
must be banned also' What next? Our kids baseball bats because they
could. become the weapon of choice by the gangs? Logically this would
be the progression of the banning of weapons.

Then you would begin banning controversial books because they would be
potentially dangevous to society.

Where is the flock being led, Sharron Kelley?
Sounds to me like we're headed down the road to all firearms

confiscation and eventually to our own Tienamen Square when we speak
out.
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You politiciané are making enemies of a large number of good people.

The criminal element is, I am certain, having a field day gleefully
watching this farce unfold. They will ignore any gun control measures,
of course, and watch us hammer one another over ineffectual control
measures. We are expending all this time and money which only amounts
to "political hay" and the real issues of crime control go to the

back burner.

I again restate my opposition to banning any firearms.

You have, by your actions in these affairs, shown your true colors. I
have been very critical in the past of the other Commissioners.

Assuming you were not one of the radical gun-banners, I had spoken
highly of you to many others. I have lost face. At least most of them
had_courage enough to speak up publicly. I can understand now why we
seldom hear anything coming out of Sharron Kelley’s office. Silent
deceitfulness.

Fossibly this revelation will lead to another recall election. We need
leaders in office, not cowards.

Jim Kunze ' -
East County, Oregon



SHARRON KELLEY /3.’4"% 2 \\C}. ,
Multnomah County Commissioner | S 17
District 4

606 County Courthouse
Poritand. Oregon 97204
(503) 248-5213

Position Statement Concerning Gun Safety Ordinance
Commissioner Sharron Kelley

March 22, 1990

I would like to address the public’s confmsion about my

position on this issue. I am not against regul';i?:"ing aé;hlt

-weapons. To the contrary, I support a strlct federal or state

= T

ban on the sale and possession of these weapcms s:unllar to the :

'leglslatlon adopted 1n Caliform.a. I would smpport a Boaxrd

T —

resolution to that effect, and the inclusion ©f this item in a
county legislative package. L

Despite the fanfare surrounding the Countwy hearings, the
substance o‘f the assault weapons ordinance is reinarkablyr weak
and sends the wrong message to the State Legislature. It
‘suggests that assault weapons are 0.K. as longgy as they are
unloaded, disassembled and kept in the trunk of a car. This
sort of :egulation does nothing to keep assault weapons from
.éeéple who can evoke a violent situation.

The public needs to understand that 'l:,he portion of this :
ordinance that deals with assault weapons will have no legal
effect in Portland, Gresham, Troutdale, Fairview, and Wood

Village. By adopting non-uniform legislation, we appear to be

doing much when, in fact, we do much less tham is claimed.



WL
S

£

0
ekl

e
h 3

With the assault weapons ordinance, the Ceounty is using‘its
legislative power to make a statement on a subject .that needs
federal or state l'egvislation, not local legislatio-n. »
Res_olutions are the legal means to make statements, not
ordinances.:

The citizens who have been willing to spemd their time to

"work on this problem have been directed to the wrong forum. We
‘have misled them. These good citizens should direct their

letters and their testimony to their congressmen and state

. representatives, and not to their county commissioners.

The other reason I wili not support the Bauman pProposal is
the likelihood that $30,000 to $90,000 of gemeral fund revenue

will be diverted into a voluntary safety traiming course. The
County already has too many programs that need additional
funding, such as drug and alcohol treatment, pre-trial release

supervision, jail management, and law enforcement.

This County, however, needs to take a step forward on the

““subject of firearms regulation. That is why X supported the

ordinance offered by Cheir McCoy which held t¥qe promise of
being adopted by _’the other local jurisdictionss, and would not
face the uncertain fate that awaits the Eauman ordinance»in
those jurisdictions.

The lcarry and discharge regulations which formed the core

of the McCoy ordinance have now been incorporated in Section III



“of the néw County ordinance. This section is the most
carefully worded and enforceable gun legislation that the
County has on this subject. .These provisions receiveé>
extensive input and review from staff in the offices of the
Sheriff, Disﬁrict Attorney and my office. It is my earnest
hope that the other local jurisdictions will adopt this portion
of the ordinance to provide uniformity throughout the County.
—-‘Altﬁough Section III of the ordinance represents a step
forward, the power of local governmenfs to prevent people with
concealed weapons permits from carrying gﬁhs into schools
remains clouded. To address this issue, f suggest
consideration of a coordinated legislative package to request
that the State Legislature amend the preemption clause iﬂ&hBl.
3470.

By working tbgether, the local government representatives :
and the State can become effective partners inm uniform,
étatewide gun regulationg. At the same time, we need to

educate the public and encourage the responsible gun owners in

our community to assist us in this endeavor.

ey
-

1366L-2



May 14,1990
205 N.E. Billingher Drive
Portland, Oregon 97220

TO CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE:

I would like to add my opinion regarding the Multnomah County
Charter.

1. Continue the pasitions of Sheriff and District Attoney as
elective.

2.Remove both the Sheriff's and District Attorney's Budget

from the whims of the County Commission. The commissioners
should not be able to superimpose their priorities upon these
law enforcement functions, particularly when our problems with
crime is so severe. Our fight against crime should be left up
to the elected, trained professionals.

3. Eliminate the position of County Chair. This should be
an appoinated professional Administrator.

My opinions are based on 4 years experience with the County
Goverment as a member of the Sheriff's Citizen Budget Advisory
Committee.

Sincer
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MICHAEL DOLAN - 4909 N.E. 14th P1. - Portland, OR 97211
(503) 287-4876

October 30, 1989

Ann Porter

Chair

Multnomah County Charter Review Committee
1,120 S:W. 5th Avé., 15th floor

Portland, OR 97204

Chair Porter:

I am happy to see the hard work that has already gone
into reviewing the county charter. 1In your efforts to find
the best way for the county to operate, you may deal with
the important subject of Public Information. After three
years as Public Information Officer, I have learned much
about this function. I would like to pass on this
experience in the form of a specific recommendation on how
Multnomah County can improve its communications with
citizens.

Many employees of Multnomah County feel that the county
is not well understood by the public. Citizens, on the
other hand, are frustrated by a lack of information from the
county about its activities.

Multnomah County needs a properly established public N
information office. The function of this office is to meet 7//\
the government's obligation to inform citizens and to assist #&
people in running their own government by giving them the
tool of information. Multnomah lags behind all other 1local
governments in the metropolitan area in providing
information to its citizens in an organized manner.

Struggling with problem of how to communicate to the
public is not unique to this government. Public information
problems are experienced all across the country. However,
many local governments are successful in solving the
problems. Ample information is available from professional
groups and universities to explain how public information
works and why it is a necessary function for government
accountability. The National Association of County
Information Officers is a excellent resource.

page one



Public Information Office -- 2
Oct. 30, 1989

While the problem of communicating to the various
people and organizations that constitute the "public" may be
universal, there are some specific reasons why Multnomah
County has not been able to successfully talk to its
citizens:

--People do not know how to make the distinction
between "advocacy" and "information." This problem is most
difficult in the political arena because politicians run a
successful campaign by having a "media person" who presents
a necessarily one-sided view. Once in office, however, the
public official must change the communication role to one
that emphasizes straight factual information.

--Citizens resist hype and ballyhoo even if it goes
under the name public information. Consequently, poorly
done public information in the past has left thoughtful
citizens and county employees dissatisfied with the
function.

--Multnomah County has not clearly defined a role for
itself in the community.

--Citizens want a greater involvement in their local
government than ever before and they need a constant flow of
reliable information from all county departments.

--The world of mass communication is very competitive.
Successfully getting information to the public requires
concentrated effort instead of relegating public information
to an afterthought. This means the county must spend time
and money to provide information in a form that is useful
for citizens.

—--Multnomah County has not recognized the central
importance of television for mass communication today.

Even with the establishment of a central public
information office, the county should bolster public

information in the departments. Each department should have
a designed public information person who works under the
direction of the department manager. This function would

not be a full time position but part of a larger
administrative job. Department managers may also want to
hire full time or part time public information people in
particular areas.

To address the county's communication problems, I
recommend that Multnomah County establish a public
information office. Attached is a specific description of
how such an office would operate.

Respectfully yours,

Michael Dolan



Multnomah County
Public Information Office

The Public Information Office provides the news media,
voters, taxpayers and others with current information about
county activities. Such activities include public hearings,
board actions, and department operations.

The PIO is not a political office so it does not engage
in promoting or publicizing elected officials. Rather it
concentrates on government activities. It reports to the
county executive, either elected or appointed. The office
both provides information directly to the public and
functions as a support service for departments. The
specific functions of the office are listed below in the
categories of direct information services and support
services.

Direct information

--schedules and organizes news conferences, open houses
and other public events

--provides information to news media and others on
board actions

--sends out news releases

--represents county positions to community groups and
others

--provides factual information on county ballot
measures and other elections as needed.

—--maintains records of print and broadcast news
coverage

--produces a cable television program on county
activities and maintains a videotape library of county
programs

--produces Public Service Announcements for radio and

TV
--advises on the responsibilities set by the open
meetings law and public records law

page one



Public Information Office
page two

Support services

--maintains up-to-date lists of news media and
community groups and provides these lists to elected
officials and departments

--provides graphic artist and printing services

--compiles information about the county for use by
elected officials

--organizes and operates a speaker's bureau

--provides training to departments on their own news
releases, news conferences and public information needs

--schedules and coordinates county information
campaigns and special public events

--maintains publications guidelines and insures quality
control of printed documents

--serves as county contact with City/County duplicating

—--conducts public opinion surveys on government
operations and goals

--produces a readable annual report for public
distribution

——-distributes such county documents as the budget and
other major pieces of information on how the county
functions

Staffing
Public information officer. Salary range: $32,000 to
$40,000. Qualifications: more than five years of experience

in public relations and community relations with particular
experience in news media relations, writing for the mass
media and producing publications.

Public information coordinator. Salary range $22,000
to $28,000. Qualifications: college degree in
communications, journalism, marketing or related field; one

year of professional experience in the field of mass
communications.

Office assistant.
--Oct. 30, 1989
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May 14,1990
205 N.E. Billingher Drive
Portland, Oregon 97220

TO CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE:

I would like to add my opinion regarding the Multnomah County
Charter.

1. Continue the pasitions of Sheriff and District Attoney as
elective.

2.Remove both the Sheriff's and District Attorney's Budget

from the whims of the County Commission. The commissioners
should not be able to superimpose their priorities upon these
law enforcement functions, particularly when our problems with
crime is so severe. Our fight against crime should be left up
to the elected, trained professionals.

3. Eliminate the position of County Chair. This should be
an appoinated professional Administrator.

My opinions are based on 4 years experience with the County
Goverment as a member of the Sheriff's Citizen Budget Advisory

Committee.
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OREGON STATE HOMEOWNER’S ASSOCIATION
TOGETHER-WE-STAND
FOR-OREGON.

8435 S.E. 17th Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97202
Phone (503) 233-46%¢ 4841

_____ s s e s May 22, 1990

Mr. Larry Hilderbrand,

Editorial Department, The Oregonian,
1320 S. W. Broadway,

Portland, Oregon, 97201

Dear Larry:

We noted your editorial about the County Charter Review Committee and its lack of
reading public input.

You are correct in advocating a COUNTY MANAGER. Second, this organization will oppose
any FULL TIME COMMISSIONERS. In reality of WORKLOAD there should be only three

part time, but since we have the five districts part-time five commissioners would be
acceptable, but paid on not more than $20.00 per hour, and hours limited to not more
than 10 hours per week. :

The continued adding of the 6 per cent limitation is destroying Oregon's citizens

in their ability to pay their property tax. Further, the financial ability to pay

IS NOT REFLECTED IN THE OCCUPANTS INCOME, THUS A HOME IS A HOME AND ASSESSMENT VALUES
BASED ON SALES IS REGRESSIVE TAXATION.

Homes are appraised on the basis of 'Market Value", "Replacement Cost" or "Highest
and Best Use of the Land". BUSINESS PROPERTY IS APPRAISED ON THE BASIS OF INCOME.
We believe the income approach should be used in home valuation to be fair.

The other problem we face is the City of Portland, as a policy decision of the

Council and Planning Commission succeeded in running large businesses out of Portland

to the suburbs, creating the traffic that now exist. Washington County has aggresively
sought this business, now they are crying GRIDLOCK. We will support an income tax

by vote, but not with Tri-Met advocating building shopping centers and hotels. They

are putting we taxpayers in the position of another "savings and loan bailout" because

no government agency has yet to prove it can operate a business. Tri-Met needs to

drop this idea and get back to transportation, this being the main reason we oppossed I
Measure No. 1. |

We will be bringing another large amount of one and one-half property tax limitation
before July 1, 1990. We have told the Legislators and those who will listen, we would
support a sales tax dedicated to public education in the constitution, with a 1%%

tax limitation attached thereto. They have to give a little also, along with just 36
School Districts. Otherwise, we oppose any sales tax measure that does not have

the 1%% limitation, but prefer a statewide educational transaction tax with 1%7%, as

it is tax deductible to the business. \
ony;

Clydg V. Brummell, President.
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&S MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
1120 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1530 GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR

P.O. BOX 849 PAULINE ANDERSON

PORTLAND, OREGON 97207-0849 RICK BAUMAN

(503) 248-3138 GRETCHEN KAFOURY

FAX 248-3377

SHARRON KELLEY

T

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

MEMORANDUM COUNTY COUNSEL
LAURENCE KRESSEL

Bill Rapp - CHIEF ASSISTANT
Charter Revie lssion (106/1500) i
‘ ASSISTANTS

SANDRA N. DUFFY

Larry Kresse J. MICHAEL DOYLE
County Counse 06/1530) Bl
PAUL G. MACKEY

MATTHEW O. RYAN

July 10, 1990 MARK B. WILLIAMS

Proposed Ordinance Submitting Charter
Amendments to Voters

As you requested, I reviewed the draft ordinance referring
the charter amendments proposed by the review committee. My
suggested changes and a few comments/questions are on the

attached copy.

If you have any questions, don’t hesitate to contact me.

I have not seen the measures themselves, or the ballot
titles/explanatory statements. I assume you are preparing
them. Please provide me with a copy of the committee’s
proposed amendment and ballot title. I should review and
comment on them before the ordinance is filed with the Board.

cc Hank Miggins
Dick Roberts

1ATTY.200/mw



&S MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ~ DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES ~ OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR (503) 248-3303
GLADYS McCOY PORTLAND BUILDING EMPLOYEE SERVICES (503) 248-5015
PAULINE ANDERSON 1120 SW FIFTH, 14TH FLOOR FINANCE (503) 248-3312
GRETCHEN KAFOURY PORTLAND, OR 97204-1934 LABOR RELATIONS (503) 248-5135
RICK BAUMAN PLANNING & BUDGET (503) 248-3883
SHARRON KELLEY
AT OTHER LOCATIONS: ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES  (503) 248-5111
ASSESSMENT & TAXATION (503) 248-3345
ELECTIONS (503) 248-3720
INFORMATION SERVICES (503) 248-3749
Memorandum July 16, 1990
TO: Bill Rapp
FROM: Jack Horner N

SUBJECT: Reducing the County Administrative Budget

Per your request, the amount equivalent to 10% of the

combined budgets of the Chair and the Board of Commissioners

for the current year is $187,388.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue

MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE Suite 1500

Portland, Oregon 97204
(503) 248-3525
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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

STAFF

William C. Rapp
Administrator

Shirley Winter
Secretary

MEMORANDUM
To: Committee Members
Fr: Bill Rapp ?/
Committee Administratoé%b
Dt : July 27, 1990
Re: Closing Ceremonies

Attached are several items including the Charter Review
Committee's Final Report. If you spot an error in the
Report, keep it to yourself; it's too late now.

The committee's final meeting was on July 18; there will be
no meeting on August 1 (if corrections need to be made to
the July 11 or July 18 meeting minutes, please contact me).

However, three other dates warrant your attention:

First, on Tuesday, July 31, 1990, at 1:30 p.m. (time
certain) Ann Porter, Mark Johnson and I will present the
Final Report to the Board of County Commissioners at its
informal hearing in the Board Room. This is the meeting at
which most of the discussion on the Report will take place.
All committee members are encouraged to attend.

Second, on Thursday, August 2, 1990, at 9:30 a.m. the Board
of Commissioners will, with a 1little 1luck, approve the
ordinance referring our ballot measures to the voters in
November. This should only be a pro forma matter but
members may also attend this meeting.

Finally, and most importantly, on Sunday, August 5 at 11
a.m. our Chairperson will host a Champagne Brunch (please
bring a dish!) for committee members and their guests at
her fabulous West Hills home (a map is enclosed). This is
an event that should not be missed! BAs if champagne isn't
enough reason to attend, awards will also presented.

If you have any questions, please call me at 248-3525 or
Ann at 635-3065.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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e, MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ~ DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES  OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR (503) 248-3303
GLADYS McCOY PORTLAND BUILDING EMPLOYEE SERVICES (503) 248-5015
PAULINE ANDERSON 1120 SW FIFTH, 14TH FLOOR FINANCE (503) 248-3312
GRETCHEN KAFOURY PORTLAND, OR 97204-1934 LABOR RELATIONS (503) 248-5135
AICK BAUMAN PLANNING & BUDGET (503) 248-3883
SHARRON KELLEY
AT OTHER LOCATIONS: ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES  (503) 248-5111
ASSESSMENT & TAXATION (503) 248-3345
ELECTIONS (503) 248-3720
INFORMATION SERVICES (503) 248-3749
MEMORANDUM
TO: Bill Rapp, Staff Assistant :

Charter Review Committee

FROM: Jack Horner, Director
Planning and Budget Division

W

SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO YOUR REQUEST OF 3/26:
COUNTY MANAGER COST DATA

DATE: March 28, 1990

You requested cost data based on three options for funding a
County Manager's Office. The first option would make the
Chair a position similar to the other commissioners, reducing
staff so that all members of the Board would have
approximately the same number of staff positions. The second
option would reduce the Board staff to clerical support only,
and the third would require that all support staff be
provided by the new manager's office. Our subsequent
telephone conversation modified the request to allow me to
cost a typical manager's office rather than simply
transferring the administrative staff from the Chair's
Office.

In order to develop the basic building block for the costs of
the manager's office, I contacted the Washington County
Auditor's Office and requested the 1989-90 cost of the County
Administrator's budget. After making some adjustments to
that budget, such as deleting the county budget

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



responsibility component and increasing the budget to account
for a larger county, I determined that an approximate level
of cost would be around $700,000.

The attached schedule (Request For Information 3/26/90) shows
a comparison of costs under the three options for the Chair's
and Commissioners' budgets for 90-91.

The costs by option, including the County Manager's Office,
would be as follows:

OPTION 1

Manager Office/BCC with current staff

Manager's Office $ 700,000
BCC and staff 1,070,000
Total $1,770,000
Proposed budget 90-91 $1,629,000 255« 4
Approximate additional cost 001 255« ¥
over current budget $141,000 ‘
OPTION 2 3184
50:
Manager Office/BCC with clerical staff only 63 6%
Manager's Office $. 700,000
BCC and staff 521,000
Total $1,221,000
Proposed budget 90-91 $1,629,000
Approximate reduction in
cost from current budget (§408,00&
OPTION 3

Manager Office/BCC with no staff

Manager's Office $ 700,600
BCC 318,000

Total $1,;018 ,000



Proposed budget 90-91 $1,629,000

Approximate reduction in
cost from current budget ($611,000)

I will be happy to provide any additional detail you may
require.



1040 S.E. Morrison St.
Portland, Oregon 97214-2495
(503) 248-3720

VICKI K. ERVIN

Director of Elections

DATE: August 6, 1990

TO$ Bill Rapp, Administrator .
Charter Review Committee Q&Q&P

FROM: Vicki Ervin, Director of Elections \

RE: Ballot Title Captions

This is to confirm our conversation regarding wording for
the ballot titles for the measures recommended by the Charter
Review Committee.

You had asked whether it was illegal to use words to the
effect of "Multnomah County Charter Review Committee's
Recommendation" as part of the caption of a ballot title. I
responded to you that there was nothing I knew of in law that
prohibited the use of any specific language. And in fact that
language was used in the ballot titles for the measures submitted
by the last Charter Review Committee.

However, the law does require that the caption of a ballot
title consist of "not more than 10 words which reasonably
identifies the subject of the measure" (ORS 250.035). To
whatever extent the proposed 1language for the ballot title
caption does not speak to the subject matter of the measure, the
legality of the caption may be suspect.

Since I am not an attorney I cannot give you a definitive
response as to the actual language being proposed. My suggestion
is that the Committee's attorney and county counsel have the
necessary legal expertise to resolve the issue.
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& MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1530
P.O. BOX 849
PORTLAND, OREGON 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138
FAX 248-3377
MEMORANDUM
TO: Board of County Commissioners
Gladys McCoy, Chair
Pauline Anderson
Rick Bauman
Gretchen Kafoury
Sharron Kelley
Robert Skipper, Sheriff
Dan Ivancie, County Auditor
FROM: Larry Kressel
County Counsel (106/1530)
DATE: July 27, 1990
RE: Proposed Charter Amendments:

Titles

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR

PAULINE ANDERSON

RICK BAUMAN

GRETCHEN KAFOURY

SHARRON KELLEY

COUNTY COUNSEL
LAURENCE KRESSEL

CHIEF ASSISTANT
JOHN L. DU BAY

ASSISTANTS

SANDRA N. DUFFY
J. MICHAEL DOYLE

GERALD H. ITKIN
H. H. LAZENBY, JR.

PAUL G. MACKEY
MATTHEW O. RYAN
MARK B. WILLIAMS

Ballot

As you know, the Charter Review Committee has prepared
several measures to amend the Home Rule Charter. The
Committee’s report, including an ordinance referring the
measures to the voters and draft ballot titles and voters’
pamphlet statements for them are on the Board’s informal agenda

for July 31 and formal agenda for August 2.

The election is in November. The filing deadline for the

ballot titles is September 6.

I have been asked by the Chair whether the Board must
approve the ballot titles and voters’ pamphlet statements as

submitted by the Committee. The Chair also asked whether the
submitted ballot titles meet the legal criteria.
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The answer to the first question is no. The Charter
obligates the Board to submit to the voters the Committee’s
proposed amendments. See Charter section 12.70. However, the
Charter is silent on responsibility for the ballot titles and
voters’ pamphlet statements. The County Code provides that the
Board of Commissioners shall prepare ballot titles for
measures, including charter amendments, referred to the people
by the Board. MCC 4.51.060. The Code also requires the Board
to "file" a Voters Pamphlet Statement, MCC 4.10.530(B). Since
MCC4.10.530(B) is entitled "Preparation of ballot titles and
explanatory statements," the intent seems to be that the Board
also "prepares" the explanatory statements.

Although the Board is free to give weight to the
Committee’s ballot titles and explanatory statements, I
conclude the Board retains ultimate responsibility for assuring

compliance with the legal standards.

Compliance with Standards

The standards for ballot titles are set forth in
ORS 250.035 and 250.039. Parallel standards appear in the
county code. See MCC 4.51.030. 1In sum, the law requires a
Caption identifying the subject of the measure (10 word
maximum), a Question plainly phrasing the chief purpose of the
measure (20 word maximum), and a concise and impartial Summary
of the measure and its major effect (85 word maximum) .
According to ORS 250.039, a ballot title must be readable,
impartial, concise and accurate.

A voters’ pamphlet statement must be "impartial, simple and
understandable, explaining the measure and its effect" (maximum
of 500 words).

Last week I reviewed the Committee’s ballot titles and
submitted a few recommendations to the Committee (see attached
memorandum) . The Committee’s final report accepted some of
these recommendations but most were not accepted.

A key legal concern is with the Committee’s ballot title
Captions. Most of them identify the sponsor or source of the
measure (the Committee), rather than the subject of the measure
as the statute requires. See ORS 250.035(1) (a). As I pointed
out to the Committee, there can be a reference to the Committee

on the ballot, but it should not be in the ballot title.

If my reading of the law is accepted by the Board, it will
be necessary to revise the Captions for these seven ballot
titles. I have drafted some alternative ballot title Captions
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(attached) . No doubt other wordings could also suffice. As
already stated, the law requires the subject of the measure to

be identified in 10 words or less.

cc Bill Rapp
Dick Roberts, Esq.

1ATTY.219/mw



Board of County Commissioners
July 27, 1990
Page 4

Proposed Ballot Title Captions for Charter Amendments

Submitted by County Counsel, 7/27/90

Measure Caption
1 Amends County Charter to Provide for Appointed

County Manager.

2 Amends County Charter: Allows County to Hire

Legislative Advocate.

8 Amends County Charter: Permits County Commission

to Set Sheriff’s Salary.

4 Amends County Charter: County Commission sets

Salaries of Chair/Commissioners.

5 Amends County Charter: Next Charter Review

Committee Report in 1998.

6 Amends County Charter: Filing for Another Office

Before Term Ends.

7 Amends County Charter: Number of Consecutive

Terms Officials Can Serve.
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June 8, 1990 ) ;
Ann Porter, Chair |
Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair
Florence Bancroft Dear Rep
Lana Butterfield
David J. Chambers . " & n
Liberty Lane Rfter reviewing county government and the county charter
sty over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Paul Norr Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
Marcia P . .
Caney e for ballot measure charter amendments which will be

Nicholas Teeny presented to all Multnomah County voters i

n the November,

KoM enseny 1990, general election.

STAFF

William C. Rapp ne of the issues we are addressing is the current

gﬁ$m$§7 charter's prohibition against the county hiring a iobbyist.

Secretary The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.
The primary argument we have heard against zllowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The evected officials we have
heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lokbyist.
Plezase complete the attached questionaire and return it t
us so that we ney know your view; vyour response will be
included in our official record. Feel! free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank yocu for vour cooperation.
S —\ﬁe-,—el:.z-,
[Cﬂﬂ %bl#ﬁua
Ann Porter
Chair
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After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing th
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioner
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

@

{
0

Plezse complete the attached questionazire and return it to
us so that we y know your view; your response will be
inciuded in our official record Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation
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June 8, 1990 /}?Qﬁﬁ/’

Deai/ﬁsg,/safrggi

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached guestionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information Thank you for your cooperation
Sincerely
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June 8, 1990

Dear Rep+~—Mason:

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah Ccunty Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing 1s the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates th
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the
Legislature relative to counties and private interest
do employ lobbyists.

n O
5

t
Q
(o]
=}

The primary argument we have heard against allowing th
board to hire a lobbyﬂst is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist bhecause the resicdents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
hat these le,_SIators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard 1 is unrealistic to look to state

+ O

from tell us it
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobkyist.

Please complete the attached questionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information Thank you for your cooperation
Sincerely,
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June 8, 1990 %@U@(%
Dear/B;p«’ng;;T/

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

uestionaire and return
that we may know your view; your response wi
Feel free to contsa
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June 8, 1990

Dear/ﬁgpf/ngzi \¢ZA&—/

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that th

county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.
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June 8, 1990 ///E7A€§%//

Dear Rep. nage:

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing 1s the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it 1is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the bcard members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

ease complete the attached questionair
so that we may know your view; you
luded in our official record. Feel
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Ann Porter, Chair jfﬂ X/A{Z
Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair

Florence Bancroft Dear Re =2CGrton:

Lana Butterfield

David J. Chambers

Liberty Lane After reviewing county government and the county charter
iy over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Paul Norr Review Comm*ttee is beginning to solidify recommendations
g;$§&1 for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
Nicholas Teeny presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November
gt i 1990, general election

STAFF .

William C. Rapp One of the issues we are addressing 1s the current
Administrat 1 e - P -
Shirley Winter Charter'§ prohibition against the county hiring a 1o?bylst.
Secretary The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the

county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing thﬂ
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a !obbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these leg*slators nd the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyis The elected officizals we have
heard from tell us At is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached queft*onaire and return it to
1s so that we may know your view; your response will be
inclucded in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee adminisirator or any committee member for
more information Thank ycu for your cooperation
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June 8, 1990 /I:>
ek
Dear SenatEE/Sprfﬁﬁg;:

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments shich will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing i

charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

s the current
3

have heard against allowing th
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by ocur state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyist:z." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it 1s unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
cf Multnomah County's lobbyist.

The primary argument we

the attached gquestionaire and return it to
your view; your
record.
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June 8, 1990 )
ékﬂfb
Otto:

fter reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will! be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the Ncvember,
1950, general election.

One of the issues we are addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a2 lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function

of Multnomah County's lobbyist

Please complete the attached guestionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our com mmittee administrator or any committes member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation.
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June 8, 1990

Dearwg
)

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomzah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendation
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the Neovember,
1990, generzl election.

One of the issues we are addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist bhecause the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached questicnaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperatiorn.
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Dear ski:

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of ¢t issues we are addressing is the current

charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial dlsadvantage before the Oregon
gegls7ature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators ana the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists.' The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

us so tLab we may know your view; your response will be
includea in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committ administrator or any committee member for
more lﬂLormat on. Thank you for your cooperation.
Sincerely

(o ke

Ann Porter
Chair
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June 8, 1990 J/m

Dear Senat

Aftér reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnemah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendation

for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,

-

1990, general election.

One of the issues we re addressing is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thu far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests tha
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it is unrealistic to look to state

legislators and the board members to perform the function
cf Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the zttached questionaire and return it to
us so that we may Xnow your view; your response will be
ncluded in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation.
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June 8, 1990

fan fL/,

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Commlt,ee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

Dear Ser or Roberts:

One o0f the issues we are addressing 1is the current
charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage kefore the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests tha
do employ lobbyists.
The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
\l -L

board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Szlem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it 1s unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

g

lease complete the attached questionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your wview; your response will be

incluced in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your ccoperation.

Sincerely,
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Dear Carter: 4170A e

After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,

1990, general election.

One of the issues we are address i
charter's prohibition against the ring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial dis tage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to countie i i
do employ lobbyists.

is the current
i

n w

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislatcrs and
that these legislators and the bhoard of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it 1is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached gquestionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you fur your cooperation.
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June 8, 1990

reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to soclidify reccmmendations
for ballot measure <charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the ssues we are addressing is the curre
charter's prohibition agzinst the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relztive to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

1,
hi

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
neec a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell wus it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached questionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your wview; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation.

t

incerely,

0 /:/\/—7?]’67[(’/\_/

Ann Porter
Chair
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Dear Senat Shoemaker:

After“reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to zll Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

ne of the issues we re addressing 1s the current

charter's prohibition agal st the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board mombers to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lcbbyil

Please complete the attached questionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel fveﬂ to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Ann Porter, Chair Dear Senatogr-2 oy:
Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair
Florence Bancroft

Lana Butterfield After reviewing county government and the county charter
mgv&xm““ over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Monica Little Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
Exﬁmfm” for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
Marcia Pry presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
Casey Short 1990, general election.

Nicholas Teeny
LaVelle VandenBerg

STAFF Oon of the ;ssues we are addressing i1s the current
William C. Rapp charter'e prohibition agaiqst the county hiring a lobbkyist.
Administrator The testimony we have received thus far indicates that the
gggxg” county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon

Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners

should be our "lobbkyists." The elected officials we have
heard from tell us it is vunrealisti to loock to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function

of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached guestionaire and return it to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our official record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Ann Porter, Chair

Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair  Dear Senator—Ceaser
Florence Bancroft
Lana Butterfield

o e

mgvgxmmm After reviewing county government and the county charter
Monica Little over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
gxﬁxfm" Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
Marcia Pry for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
SS%S%;W presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
LaVelle VandenBerg 1990, general election.

STAFF _ _ .t . :

- One of the issues we are addressing 1is the current
Administrator charter's prohibition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
s@zng’ The testimony we have *ece*ved thus far indicates that the

1

county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hire a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legislators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected cfficials we have
heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist.

Please complete the attached questionaire and return 1t to
us so that we may know your view; your response will be
included in our officizl! record. Feel free to contact me,
our committee administrator or any committee member ZIor
more information. Thank you for your cooperation.
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After reviewing county government and the county charter
over the past eleven months, the Multnomah County Charter
Review Committee is beginning to solidify recommendations
for ballot measure charter amendments which will be
presented to all Multnomah County voters in the November,
1990, general election.

One of the issues we are addressin lS the curren

charter's prohikition against the county hiring a lobbyist.
The testimony we have received thus far indica tes that the
county is at a substantial disadvantage before the Oregon
Legislature relative to counties and private interests that
do employ lobbyists.

The primary argument we have heard against allowing the
board to hlre a lobbyist is that Multnomah County doesn't
need a lobbyist because the residents of the county are
already represented in Salem by our state legislators and
that these legisliators and the board of commissioners
should be our "lobbyists." The elected cfficials we have

heard from tell us it is unrealistic to look to state
legislators and the board members to perform the function
of Multnomah County's lobbyist

ease ﬂompT te the attached questionaire and return it to
us so that we may Xnow your view; your response will be
include d in our official record Feel free tc contact me,
our com mlttee acdministrator or any committee member for
more information. Thank you for your cooperation
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STATE LEGISLATOR'S RESPONSE TO TH
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMIT
REGARDING THE COUNTY'S ABILITY TO HIRE A L

YES, I believe that Multnomah County should be able to
hire a lobbyist to represent the interests of the county.

NO, I do not believe that Multnomah County should be able

to hire a lobbyist to represent the interests of the
county.

Additional Comments:

I understand that my response will be included in the Multnomah
County Charter Review Committee's official public record.

State Legislator Date

Please return this completed guesticnaire to:

®

Multnomah County Charter Review Committe
1120 S.W. 5th Avenue, Suite 1500
Portland, OR 97204



STATE LEGISLATOR'S RESPONSE TO THE
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE
REGARDING THE COUNTY'S ABILITY TO HIRE A LOBBYIST

YES, I believe that Multnomah County should be able to
hire a lobbyist to represent the interests of the county.

NO, I do not believe that Multnomah County should be able

to hire a lobbyist to represent the interests of the
county.

Additional Comments:

I understand that my response will be included in the Mul tnomah
County Charter Review Committee's official public record.

State Legislator Date

Please return this completed questionaire to:

Multnomah County Charter Review Committee
1120 S.W. 5th Avenue, Suite 1500
Portland, OR 957204




