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L Thursday, March 3, 1988

The Board of Commissioners of Multnomah County met at the
Courthouse at 9:30 A.M. this date.

Presént: Commissioner McCoy, Chair; Commissioner Miller;
Commissioner Anderson; Commissioner Kafoury; Commissioner Casterline.

The following proceedings were had:

Commissioner McCoy introduced and welcomed those appointees
who were present for the following appointments and re-appointments.

In the matter of appointment of Roy Jay to the )

Justice Coordinating Council R-1)

Upon motion of Commissioner Kafoury, duly seconded by

Commissioner Miller, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.



In the matter of appointment of Carol Pool to )

the Skyline Road District R-2 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Kafoury, duly seconded by

Commissioner Miller, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.

In the matter of appointment of Frank Arnold to )

the Columbia Gorge Interpretative Center Advisory)

Board R-3 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Kafoury, duly seconded by

Commissioner Miller, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.



In the matter of reappointment of Larry Naito to )

the Central City Concern Board R-4 )

Upon motion of Commissioner Kafoury, duly seconded by

Commissioner Miller, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said re-appointment be confirmed.

In the matter of appointment of Sam McCall, )
Joetta Ervins, Larry Pry, Evelyn Miller-and Riki )

Brown to the Welfare Advisory Board/ﬂ R-5 )

wpem WW’UGV\ ejCem kc% Auley Qeonded by
Lom m)bw meﬁu Ly Ll

In the matter o e Acceptance o ORBER #88-22 ACCEPTING

Deed from Robert R. & Anita L. Bailey) DEED TO PROPERTY FOR
granting to Multnomah County a Per- ) COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES
petual Easement for County Road )
) TROUTDALE ROAD
) COUNTY ROAD NO. 1570
) S. of Sweet Briar Rd.
R-6) Item 88-~27

Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by
Commissioner Anderson, unanimously passed per recommended

Order. (CHAIR)



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

Hearing, Objections if any, to proposed assessments)
for the improvement of SE Ankeny Street, from SE )
102nd Avenue to the W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33,)
TIN, R2E, W.M., Petition #1071, Project #D=-649, )
Contract #4213-AD-87 R=7)

At this time, a hearing was held; no one wished to testify.

L
Dick Howa 1meer3ng, reported a letter was received
from Robert Schulfz statmng~h&e objections; staff has contacted Mr.

Schu{?é, and that/ﬂﬁresponse letter will be sent to him. He added
there were nqvgxﬁer telephone calls or letters received from other

property owners.

Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by

Commissioner Miller, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the assessment for the above-entitled
improvement be spread and an appropriate Order executed by

the Chair of the Board.



In the matter of the New Swim Facility at Blue ) RESOLUTION
Lake Park R-8 ) #88-23

\ Commissioner Casterline explalned that the present swimming
%? onol at Blue Lake Park has bad 11€:E§§ards, but is not the best area
, @‘ for swimming; so a sandy beach is being developed for swimming that
’ will be safer for the public. The proposal is to eliminate the life
guards and post the area. She moved, duly seconded by Commissioner

Miller, that the above-~entitled matter be approved.

Commissioner Anderson stated shé is not convinced the
:

public is safer without a life guar%{;aand said she feels public

safety should be protected.

Commissioner McCoy explained that even though the guards
are posted, it does not guarantee lives will not be lost. She added
liability is greater for the County with 1life guards than if there
are none, but that the County wants to provide the recreation for

the public.

Charles Ciecko, Parks Services Director, concurred with
Commissioner McCoy, and stated again, that when you put people
together with water, even though there are life guards, there is no
guarantee there won't be a drowning. He stated that County Counsel
had advised against having life guards, and that Parks Services

e
staff have mixed emotii2f§2> In response to Commissioner Anderson's



question, he replied no study could be found to support either
action; but that the County has done everything possible to promote
safety at the swimming areas.

Laurence Kre %el, County Counsel, stated his office has

consulted with the Wgtional expert on Swim Center Liability and had
asked whether any étudies had been done on safety in swimming pools,
with or without 1life guards. He was not able to cite any.

Following a liability research and analysis, a memo was sent to the

Board recommending life guards not be assigned to the new swim area.

Commissioner Anderson again stated liability is important,
but not as important as safety of the children who will be swimming

at the facility. She recommended having life guards.

Mr. Ciecko replied to Commissioner Casterline's questions
that the facility will be developed whether or not there are life
guards, and that when it is in operation, the old swimming area will
be closed. 1If the Board makes a policy determination that life
guards are necessarvy, thef%arks Service will provide the best team

of life guards possiblgyjand will train them properly.

Following discussion regarding hazards of the new area, the

motion was considered, and it is




ORDERED that said Resélution be approved. (Commissioner

Anderson voting Nd;}
—v

(See Page for copy)

Request of the Director of Environmental Services)
for approval of Budget Modification DES #9 re- )
flecting additional revenues in the amount of )

$32,005 from State Land Conservation and Devel- )

opment Commission to Planning, various line items)
to implement two grapt.prggrams relating to land
use planning program <%, /< continuing maintenance

grant for long range planning maintenance for

2) Periodic Review of its land use plan for per-

)
)
)
period July 1, 1987 to April 30, 1989 - $17,135; )
)
iod August 28, 1987 to final order or April 30, )

)

1989, whichever occurs first - $38,077), and

|

|

funding additional emplovees R-9%9a)
Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kafoury, it is unanimously
ORDERED that said request be approved, and budget

modification be implemented.

Notice of Intent to apply to Oregon Department of)



Land Conservation & Development Commission for )
periodic review grant in the amount of $38,077 )

for Planning Division R-9b)

Upon motion of Commissioner Casterline, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kafoury, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said Notice of Intent be approved.

Budget Modification Nondepartmental #9 making an )
appropriation transfer in the amount of $13,283 )
within Tax Supervising Commission from Materials )
and Services to Personal Services to cover wage )

increases effective July 1, 1987 R-10)

Upon motion of Commissioner Miller, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kafoury, it is unanimously

ORDERED that said request be approved, and budget

modification be implemented.



In the matter of the Performance Agreement for )
Emergency Communication Based upon the Emergency ) RESOLUTION

Communications/Operations Center Agreement R-11) #88-24

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel, requested that draft
numbers be placed at the bottom of all documents in order to be sure

of which draft is being considered.

Commissioner Miller moved, duly seconded by Commissioner

Casterline, that the above-entitled matter be approved.

Commissioner Kafoury requested changing the date of May 30,

1988 to December 31, 1988,

Barbara Donin, Chair's Office, explained that packets were
delivered late last night with the latest version of the Resolution;
and that only a few tvpographical changes were made to the

Resolution.

Commissioner Kafoury moved to amend the date, duly seconded

by Commissioner Anderson.
Commissioner Miller said she had no problem with changing
the date, but that she is concerned about the money and whether or

not it will be put in escrow.

Following discussion, Hank Miggins, Fxecutive Assistant to



the Chair, explained the new Resolution d ot speak about payment

of money, but the payment, based upon th% rmula for the old
Performance Agreement, has been budgeted; /and can be transferred to
the City of Portland if the Board authofizes payment. The
difference between the two Performance Agreements is an increase of

$140,000 which would be paid from Contingency.

Commissioner Casterline stated she had been in touch with
the City of Portland, and was assured the City would prorate the
$140,000 increase to the other city jurisdictions should the County

put the money in escrow. She said she objects to that procedure.
Commissioner Anderson withdrew her second on the motion.
At this time, Commissioner Kafoury withdrew her motion.

Commissioner Anderson expressed her views that the Board
needs the enabling agreement with the City of Portland upgraded and
that technical aspects of the agreement changed; then a Performance
Agreement, compatible with the updated enabling agreement, should be

developed. She feels negotiations are not necessary.



Mr. Miggins agreed, but said that the enabling agreement

has been in force for two and a half years without being enforced.

Commissioner Anderson said it is a violation of the
enabling agreement that a police captain is the Director, and that

this problem should be rectified immediately.

Commissioner McCoy answered Commissioner Anderson, by
saying that at this time, it is impossible to determine why certain
acts were done and why they are continuing, however, through the
proposed Resolution, negotiations can begin to solve these

disagreements.

Following discussion, Captain Jim Slausen, Gresham police
department, stated that all parties using BOEC agree the enabling
agreement set-aside of two years ago should not have been done. The
user group decided to move ahead with a Performance Agreement, and
at the same time, encouraged elected officials to review the
enabling agreement. He recommended passage of the Performance
Agreement, and asked that both Gresham and Troutdale become
co-signers on future agreements. Penalties for not adhering to the
enabling agreement are probably non-existent. He stated the date
for completion might be more reasonable if extended to September;
and encouraged the Board to resolve issues before the next budget
period. He stated the language of the Performance Agreement,

regarding a civilian director, allows and encourages filling that




position with a civilian; and added that ten years ago the intent
was that the Communication Center would be the Emergency Dispatch

Center for emergency communications for all of Multnomah County.

Commissioner Kafoury expressed her frustration that the
Board has not ratified an agreement all other jurisdictions involved
have agreed to; and explained that the Board sent the team out to
negotiate the formula, and she is concerned because the Board is now

saying something different,

Captain Slausen stated he feels now is a better timing for
negotiation because the City of Portland's Mayor Clark and Police

Chief Walker are now ready to sit down and discuss issues.

Commissioner Miller said her concern is regarding the open
ended costs of the enabling agreement; and that the civilian

director is critical because of the difference in cost.

Following discussion, Commissioner Casterline suggested

holding the matter over a week to make the decision.

Commissioner McCoy asked about the Performance Agreement,
which has been signed by all but Multnomah County; and asked if it

needs to come before the Board, or could be signed administratively.



Mr. Kresgsel advised tha%x/;ince this is an

intergovernmental agreement, it must be approved by the Board.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and upon a

roll call vote, it is

ORDERED that said Resolution be approved. Commissioner

Kafoury voting NO.

(See Page for copy)

Following discussion, the Board decided that the committee
who worked on the Performance Agreement, and the Chair will develop
procedures for negotiating the matter with all jurisdictions
involved.

Commissioner Miller suggested procedures follow the same
format as that used in labor negotiations.

At this time, a five minute recess was taken.

In the matter of Emergency Basic Needs Committee ) RESOLUTION

Report of February 23, 1988 R-12) #88-25

o

Commissioner McCoy stated the document being considere%&?{;



the one designated as Revised B/ﬂgjgg.

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel, said he will meet with
Board staff to develop a procedure for identifying drafts for

Resolutions, Ordinances, etc.

Commissioner Kafoury moved, duly seconded by Commissioner

Anderson, that the above-entitled matter be approved.

Commissioner Kafoury stated that the action taken in the
Resolution culminates a five-year discussion process between local
governments and the community to establish which jurisdiction is
responsible for Emergency Basic Needs, and to improve the delivery
system. She said the underlying problem is that there is never
enough money available to provide for needed services, and that the
Board's concern is that the County would be responsible for lost
revenues from either the State or the Federal governments. She
assured the Board that is not the expectation, and explained her
point of view. She noted that currently most persons needing
emergency services are families; and that 527 of persons falling
into this category in Multnomah County, are families with children.
She urged the Board to pass the Resolution keeping in mind that this

fits the Board service priority of prevention.




Commissioner Casterline asked if the Advisory Committee
referred to on Page 2 (2c¢.), is the same as the Funder's Advisory

Committee.

Commissioner Kafoury said ves, and that elected officials
will sit at the table with agency heads to work out Emergency Basic

Needs processes.

Mr. Kressel assured the Board the Resolution does not adopt
the report, but does adopt recommendations. He read (2a) on page 2,
and warned the Board that if the County contracts with outside
entities, there is a danger of legal responsibility for the acts of
the contractural entity in case of misappropriation of funds or some
other negligent action. He said, that though the language is not
illegal, it does increase the risk for the County. He read (2Zb) on
page 2, and recommended that the last phrase be removed as it would

be a violation of the Public Contract Review regulations.

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kafoury, it is unanimously
ORDERED that 2.b) be amended to read, '"adopt a service
delivery model organized around 9-12 emergency service

centers.'

Commissioner Miller signaled to the Board that her vote




does not include approval to fund the matter. She stated the County
has grown by adding services and new personnel; and listed services
now being provided which have not provided accompanying support
staff to keep up with added responsibilities. As a result,
personnel are breaking down, taking more sick time off, and some are
filing grievances or leaving the County. She feels it is necessary
to build County infrastructure by "building up' the support staff.
She discussed problems incurred using present procedures and result

in increased County liability and inefficiencyv.

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

unanimously

ORDERED that said amended Resolution be approved.

(See Page for copy)



Discussion regarding Public Peoples Utility )

Districts #1 & #2 )

Larry Kressel, County Counsel, announced that, upon
authority of the Board, he had filed an Appeal of the Circuit Court
Judge's ruling from Marion County which stated the information
regarding PUDs could not be in the Voters Pamphlet; and that he had
been in the Circuit Court yesterday regarding Portland General
Electric's challenge to the language of the Explanatory Statement.
He reported that Judge LaMar took the matter under advisement, and
promised a ruling by five o'clock today. He will keep the

Commissisoners informed regarding both issues.

(Recess as Board of Commissioners and sitting as the Budget

Committee)

Consideration of Budget Policy Issues ~ 5 year )

revenue projections R-13)

David Warren, Budget Manager, reviewed economic predictions

and presented the Board with options for budget planning.

(Recess as the Budget Committee, and reconvene as the Board

of County Commissioners)

There being no further business to come before the Board at



this time, the meeting was adjourned until next Thursday morning at

9:30 A.M.

0309cC
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March 3, 1988

Ms. Linda Alexander, Director
Department of General Services
1120 sw Fifth
Portland, OR

Dear Ms. Alexander:

Be it remembered, that at a méeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

Discussion regarding Public Peoples Utility )
Districts #1 & #2

Larry Kressel, County Counsel, announced that, upon author-
ity of the Board, he had filed an Appeal of the Circuit Court
Judge's ruling from Marion County which stated the information re-
garding PUDs could not be in the Voters Pamphlet; and that he had
been in the Circuit Court yesterday regarding Portland General Elec~
tric's challenge to the language of the Explanatory Statement. He
reported that Judge LaMar took the matter under advisement, and pro-
mised a ruling by five o'clock today. He will keep the Commission-
ers informed regarding both issues.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Jane McGarV'n
Clerk of the Board
jm
cc: County Counsel

Elections
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MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA OF

FOR THE WEEK OF
February 29 - March 4, 1988

Tuesday, March 1, 1988 - 9:30 AM - Planning Items . . . Page 2
following by Informal Briefing

Tuesday, March 1, 1988 - 1:30 PM - Informal Meeting . . Page 3

Thursday, March 3, 1988 - 9:00 AM - Executive Session . Page 4
followed by Formal Meeting at approximately 9:30 AM
and Special Session relating to Budget Policy Issues

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



-
Tuesday, March 1, 1988 - 9:30 AM

Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

Decisions of the Planning Commission of February 8, 1988 reported to
the Board for acknowledgement by the Presiding Officer‘

CS 1-88

CU 2-88

HP 1-88

CU 3-88

Approve change in zone degignation from RC, SEC, to RC,
SEC, C-S, community service, to allow a historic museum
and exhibit space;

Approve, subject to a condition, request for a
conditional use approval for a bed and breakfast
facility, all for property at 36817 East Crown Point
Highway

Approve amendment of Sectional Zoning Map #757, changing
the described property from CFU, SEC to CFU, SEC, FP-1,
higtoric preservation district;

Approve, subject to conditions, conditional use request
of the lodge on the described property as a bed and
breakfast facilitv, all for property at 46650 East Crown
Point Highway

INFORMAL BRIEFING

Work Session on Emergency Medical Services




N
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Tuesday, March 1, 1988 - 1:30 PM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
INFORMAL
Informal Review of Bids and Requests for Proposals:
a) Hooper Detox Center/Holding Area HVAC Improvements
b) NE Glisan St., SE Stark St., NE & SE 172nd Ave.,
SE & NFE 181st Ave., NE 165th Ave.

Monthly Library Update - Sarah Long
Fairview Deinstitutionalization - Gary Smith

Informal Review of Formal Agenda of March 2

Briefing on Internal Audit Report #1-88, Juvenile Justice
Division - Anne Kelly Feeney

Briefing on Audit Follow-up Report - Anne Kelly Feeney

Status Report on contract negotiations with the City on
printing and various services - Kathy Busse



A
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Thursday, March 3, 1988, 9:00 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
Formal Agenda

EXECUTIVE SESSION - for purposes of collective bargaining (ORS
192.660(2)

Ken Upton to discuss collective bargaining issues relating

to the Prosecuting Attorneys Association and Local 88 (AFSCME)
contracts (approximately 1 hour)

APPROXTMATELY 9:30 AY

REGULAR AGENDA

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

R-1 In the matter of appointment of Roy Jav to the Justice
Coordinating Council

R=-2 In the matter of appointment of Carol Pool to the Skyline
Road District

R~3 In the matter of appointment of Frank Arnold to the
Columbia Gorge Interpretative Center Advisory Board

P~&4 In the matter of reappointment of Larrv Naito to the
Central City Concern Board

R~5 In the matter of appointment of Sam McCall, Joetta Ervins,
Larry Pry, Evelyn Miller and Riki Brown to the Welfare
Advisory Board

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SFRVICES

R-6 Order Accepting Deed to Property for County Road Purposes
from the following: Robert R. and Anita L. Bailey -~
Troutdale Road

R=-7 Hearing, Objections if any, to proposed assessments for the
improvement of SE Ankeny Street, from SE 102nd Avenue to
the W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.,
Petition #1071, Project #D-649, Contract #4213-AD-87

R-8 Resolution in the matter of the New Swim Facility at Blue
Lake Park



-

—

Budget Modification DES #9 reflecting additional revenues
in the amount of $32,005 from State Land Conservation and
Development Commission to Planning, various line items, to
implement two grant programs relating to land use planning
program (1 - continuing maintenance grant for long range
planning maintenance for period July 1, 1987 to April 30,
1989 -~ $17,135; 2) Periodic Review of its land use plan for
period August 28, 1987 to final order or April 30, 1989,
whichever occurs first - $38,077), and funding additional
employees

R-9b  Notice of Intent to apply to Oregon Department of Land
Conservation & Development Commission for periodic review
grant in the amount of $38,077 for Planning Division

NONDEPARTMENTAL

R-10  Budget Modification Nondepartmental #9 making an
appropriation transfer in the amount of $13,283 within Tax
Supervising Commission from Materials and Services to
Personal Services to cover wage increases effective July 1,
1987

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
R-11 Resolution in the matter of the Performance Agreement for

Emergency Communication Based upon the Emergency
Communications/Operations Center Agreement

Pesolution in the matter of Emergency Basic Needs Committee

ﬂ%wgfport of February 23, 1988

" BUDGET COMMITTEE

(Recess as Board of Commissioners and sitting as the Budget

committee)

R-13

Thursday
recorded

0279C.57~

Consideration of Budget Policy Issues - 5 year revenue
projections

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

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

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

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

61



GLADYS McCOY, Multnomah County Chair

MEMORANDUM

TO : Jane McGarvin

az,;w L
Clerk of the Board o
FROM : Delma Farrell
DATE : February 23, 1988 z,ﬂ
RE : Board Agenda “a ij
February 29-March 4, 1988 -
INFORMAL
DGS
1. Submitted by Kathy Busse X. 5111
Status report on contract negotiations with City of Portland on
printing, mail, copier; microfilm and blueprinting services; a lease
agreement and inventory services for the City Printing and Distribution
Center.
FORMAL
DES
2. Submitted by Dick Howard X. 3599
S. E. Troutdale Road/County Road No. 1570. Deed for road
purposes from Robert R. and Anita L. Bailey. Order Accpeting Deed |
conveying property for county road purposes. Director of DES has
recommended said deed be accepted and recorded in Multnomah County Deed
Records, together with the EXHIBIT A which is attached.
3. Submitted by Nancy Chase X. 5050
A resolution for the Board of County Commissioners review
regarding lifeguarding of the new swim beach at Blue Lake Park.
Room 134, County Courthouse An Equal Opportunity Employer Portland, Oregon 97204

1021 SW. Fourth Avenue (503) 248-3308



Memorandum to Jane McGarvin
From Delma Farrell

February 23, 1988

Page 2

4, Submitted by Lorna Stickel X. 3182,

Request for budget modification to accept two Oregon Departmarxt‘
of Land Conservation and Development Commission grants for long-range :
planning and perlodlc review. The modification reflects placing part of
the two-year grants into this fiscal year to create a limited duration
planner position, hire temporary assistance with historical and wetlands
inventory, put in one telephone, print the plan and ordinance changes,
and purchase some software and supplies. Also request retroactive
approval for acceptance of the periodic review grant.

Non-Departmental

5. Subﬁtted by Merlin Reynolds Citizen Involvement Q:Efl.cca -
50 :

Armendments Ordinance 491 - increase the cont:mu:t.ty and
effectiveness of the Citizen Budget Advisory Committess, the CIC is
recommending Amendments to Ordinance 491, changing terms of office from 1 |
year to 3 years, staggering committee appomtmnts, and allowing the CIC
to make two at-large nominations to Auditor, District Attorney and
Sheriff Citizen Budget Advisory Committees.

6. SuhnégZed by Susan ?ape, Tax Supervising Commigsion
X. 3

Budget modification transferring $13,283 from M & S to PS to
_cover wage increases effective July 1, 1987.

BSD:ddf
0725G




QONTY CORISEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)
. OTHER )

|

DATE SUBMITTED 2/25/88 - | (For Clerk's Use)
Meeting Date ) —=.RK

Agenda No. /?/2 32U s

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

SUbJect: Abpodntnents.toRoards . and Commissions

Infcrmal Only* Formal Only Thurs, March 3, 1988
(Date) (Date)

DEPARTIMENT County Chair °  DIVISION “

QONTACT Judy Boyer TELEPHONE ___ 248-3308

*NAME(S) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD - Judy Boyer

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state- .

ment Bzmcmleﬁocﬂxeactimmuested.

Appointment of Roy Jﬁio th
Appointment of Carol Pool
Appointment of Frank Arnold to the
Re~appointment of Larry Naito to th

Appointment of Sam McCall, Joetta Ervins, Larry Pry, Evelyn Miller and Riki Brown to the
Welfare rAdvisory Board

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

y‘lne:’oa«‘Diétr1Ct
olumbia Gorge Interpretlve Center Adv1sory Board

Central City Concern Board

ACTICN REQUESTED:
INFORMATION ONLY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL POLICY DIRECTION %]  arpROVAL
INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA “
IMPACT:
[ — | )
O ‘ ®.
O - o g
L] General rund ) . T
. . . ﬁ;fﬁ,‘i N
é”%.
OII f

SIGNATURES: : .

 DEPARDMENT BEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, Or COUNTY m%@%@% & -
7 ,

BUDGET / PERSONMEL ) /

(Purchaging, Facilities Management, etc.)

(NOIE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency acticn on back.

+ w e een e e me

(8/341" . o




MULTRNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

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

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

%ECOUOYMQ Develop med Advissay @mi‘rﬂo Humas) Relatiows Commission

%s:,~¢i&§aa%a;::giu@ Cawnicic f) ConvenTiod BoARD
A2 3 “

B. Name Qot( CTF“{

Address ?0 ‘{5 S.wr W g/ v cl
City \G)&VM State o7 Zip ?7'2,/ 7

a city within Mult-

Do you live in unincorporated Multnomah County or

nomah County. /5.

Home Phone

C. Current Employer TE—ADE— Mae K (/M/"dﬂf? Gfl/’dmﬁ'?r‘d»)
Address Fo¥s” S ?&méua4 B/Ja/,

City g xep a0 State . OO Zip 2 72279
Your Job Title _Chief Execvrive QOFFicev
Work Phone g44-579 L‘/ {Ext) <+
Is vour place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes % No
D. Previous Employers ” ; Dates Job Title

-
e

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR

CONTACT: 1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134
 PORTLAND. OREGON 87204

(503) 248-3308




E. ,,Ple;a&elist all current and past V‘?,l;untoar/civic activities,~ — = oo

Name of Organization Dates Responsibilities
Grcazen ;Q'tﬁmm %’/ﬁrzf 4 fuvmm,‘/ s/, — JIFPG — Fiard s Dinccerunst
/774/.&:7/&!%»1 Varop ‘?/1'65)4}}»\ SELST — ‘Ba,o/ o F ,&'necww
Gine Jewrs of Hmearcs @:::f: /57 —~ JSoant oF Dikecrares

F. Please list all post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study

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

G ladys [11Cog =) pst-3pp [ Tidre Shoten Gotlashe =27 3275
LAkl INiseras

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

1. Affirmative Action Information

M ek

sex / racial ethnic background

birth date: Month 77 Day F2- Year«7

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of mv knowledge and that I
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials may resultin this
application being disqualified from further consideration or, subsequent to my appointmenttoa
board/commission, mayresultin ismissal.

Signat Date
R 7 Z

lom
6/83




ROY JaY
G045 S5W Barbur Boulevard
Portland, OR 97219-40%94

Phone: (503) 244-5794

Septembayr 4, 1987

HATIVE OF PORTLAND, OREGON

Born in 1947, Roy is a native of Portland, Uregon who has an
extremely good awareness to many of the business and social
involvements of the community.

1879~ Present: Described by many as a real sntrepreneur, Roy is
president and chief ovperations officer of Trade-Mark Corporation,
which owns, operates and affiliated with the following:

# Law-One Corporation
{Legal administration and special support services
including group legal plansa)

Data-Chek Corporation
{eredit card verification and check guarantee for
merchant businesses throughout the United States)

Trade-Nark Legal Administrators
(apecialized legal services for attorneva)

Trade-Nark Barter Banking Network
{a network of businssses throughout Oregon,
Wash., Alaskas & California involved in bartering’

Trade-Hark Express Printing

Collection Investigation Asscociastes Of America
tstate licensed collection operations’

Trade-Mark Computer Sales
(computer hardwares, software & consulting)

Duties and reaponsibilities include, but not limited to,
admnininstration, personnel, sales, marketing, research &
development and financial accounting.

Uperates four affiliate branch offices in Longview, Washington,
Everett, Washington, Anchorage, Alaska and Southern California
which deals with a business network group excesding 2000 firms.
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His financial management section represents banks, auto dealers
and many other businesses in the areas of revenue enforcement and
specialized collection techniques.

He is currently developing a new group legal services plan which
he hopes unveil in early 1988. The new service will enable
consuners to have better access to legal services at affordable
rates.,

Aside from being a "workalholic”, Roy finds time to attend law

classes on a part time basis, speaker at variocus business
organizations, events and community service activities.

1973 ~ 197¢ RADIO STATION OPERATIONS / ENTERTAINMENT PROMOTIONS

As General Operations MHManager for the former EKGIV-FM in Lake
Qawego brought Roy to the local public attention during these
three vears. His appointment to the position was a first in
commercial radio broadcasting history for a station of this size.

# the youngest black radioc station manager in the country

# the only black to manage a 100,000 WATT FM station in U.ES.A.

# the first to agressively train and hire minorities for commercial
radio broadcasting in Uregon.

# the first to train and hire a female announcer on a
commercial radio station in Oregon.

His duties and responsibilities not only included “on-the-air®™
announcing, but coordinating and developing nearly every aspect of
the station including, training, sales, marketing, promotions,
public relations and overseeing the dayv-to-day administration.
During his tenure at KGIV, he had developed and promoted +the
station into the top B in overall popularity H£rom a previous
ranking of 28th in the markeiplace. Roy became the focal point of
various news articles and was the receipiant of over 10 “GOLD
RECORD" «citations, awarded to him for his efforts in promoting
musical eartist throughout the country. As an extension of radio
broadcasting, long time Portlanders slso knew him for the nunmber
of entertainment promotions and concerts that he would bring to
the northwest.

Prior +to his involvement with KQIV, he was a radico announcer at
EGAR-AH radio in Vancouver, Washington from 1972 to 1973.




1970 1972

Serving as Executive Director for the Clark County Community
Congress, a oclitizen/community based organization in Vancouver,
Washington, he was involved in coordinating, development and
promotion of the organizations activities. This included
conducting race relations encounter workshops, seminars and
training for business, government and educators in Scuthwest
Washington. Acting as liasson in dealing with digcrimination
complaints involving law enforcement officals, city government,
school district and private emplovers.

Coordinated and produced the first and only “BLACK EXPO™ in 1972
at Clark College, Vancouver, Washington. Over 4000 attendees.

CIVIC & SPECIAL ACTIVITIES:

Board of Directors -/ Member CURRENT
Greater Portland Convention & Visitors Assn. (GPCVAD

Board of Directors - (Nominating Committee) 1985~
Hainstream Youth Program

Board Uf Directors - (Hominating Committee) 1987~
Girl Scouts of America / Columbis Pacific Region

Board of Directors - (Hispanic Alcohol Treatment Program)
Aguila Community Services 1979-1985

Board of Directors -
Nastional Radio & Television Brtiat (NATRAS 1974~1976

Hember 1980~
Southwest Business Merchants Asan. / Portland

Hember 1979~
Kational Federation 0Of Independent Businesses

AWARDS, CITATIONS & RECOGNITION:

#Gold Record Award Columbia Records (3)
#55ld Record Award Motown Records

#Gold Record Award RCA Records

#Gold Record Award Hercury Records (30
#*Gold Record Award Phildelphia International Records
#Gold Record Awvard 20th Century Records
#Community Service Albina Womens League
#Community Service Army ROTC Program
#Special Feature Black Enterprise Hagazine
#Special Mention INC. Magazine

sSpecial Feature Downtowner MHagazine
#»Special Feasture Portland Scribe

#Speacial Mention The Skanner Newspaper
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1976 - 1979

During this time period, Roy was changing his directions and
ventured further into the business and financial service world. In
late 1976, he was on the cutting edge of electronic {financial
services through a jo0int venture with other assscociates. Through an
atffiliation agreement with VWestern Electric, Roy was heavily
involved in marketing and training personnel in the ares of credit
card and check guarantee services. Today, many stores and banks
have adopted the concept of electronically checking credit cards
and checks in order to prevent losses, He traveled owver 100,000
miles yearly meeting and training Bell system marketing emplovees
and independent firms on the uses of the eqgquipment.

SPECIAL TRAINING, WORKSHOPS, SEMINARS:

This includes a wide variety suchi

#Direct Mail Marketing *Press Releases
#Public Relations #Computer Operations
*Collection #»Family Law

*Credit Practices #L.egal Adminigtration
sBarter Technigues #Postal Requirements
#Electronic Banking #Employee Relations
sMarketing & Promotions L

HOBBIES & LEISURE:

What remaining time is spent on the tennis court, hone
working on computer solutions.




March 3, 1988

In the matter of appointment of Roy Jay to the )
Justice Coordinating Council R-1 )

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

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.



March 3, 1988 wff%éigé?

In the matter of appointment of Carol Pool to )
the Skyline Road District R=2 )

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

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.




March 3, 1988

In the matter of appointment of Frank Arnold to )
the Columbia Gorge Interpretative Center Advisory)
Board R=3 )

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

ORDERED that said appointment be confirmed.



March 3, 1988

In the matter of reappointment of Larry Naito to )
the Central City Concern Board R-4 )

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

ORDERED that said re-appointment be confirmed.



March 3, 1988

In the matter of appointment of Sam McCall, )
Joetta Ervins, Larry Pry, Evelyn Miller and Riki )
Brown to the Welfare Advisory Board R-5 )

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

ORDERED that said appointment(s) be confirmed.
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DATE SUBMITTED {For Clerk's Usge) ‘
Meeting Date ?"35”%(5
Agenda No. L

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: Deed/Order for County Road Purposes

Informal Only¥* Formal Only %
{(pate) ‘F {Date)
DEPARTMENT Environmental Services ¢ DIVISION Transportation
1]
CONTACT Dick Howard TELEPHONE Ext. 3599

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY

SE TROUTDALE ROAD/COUNTY ROAD NO. 1570
Deed for road purposes from Robert R., and Anita L. Bailey. Order Accepting Deed
conveying property for county road purposes.

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

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

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA &l

IMPACT:

PERSONNEL - Tor
/_/  FISCAL/BUDGETARY

/_/ General Fund S i
] y .
oo

Other DEED/ORDER/EXHIBIT TO BE RECORDED IN MULTNOMAH COUNTY DEED RégoRﬁg.

SIGNATURES:
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER: 2%12,
BUDGET/PERSONNEL / -

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

{(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

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

3706v/0586W




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

#88-22

ORDER ACCEPTING DEED
TO PROPERTY FOR
COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES

In the Matter of the Acceptance of a Deed
from Robert R. & Anita L. Bailey granting
to Multnomah County a Perpetual Easement
for County Road Purposes.

TROUTDALE ROAD
COUNTY ROAD NO. 1570
5. of Sweet Briar Rd.
Item 88-27

It appearing to the Board at this time that Robert R. & Anita L. Bailey has
tendered to Multnomah County, a deed to the property hereinafter described, for
road purposes, to be known as Troutdale Road, County Road No. 1570:; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the deed of Robert R. & Anita L,
Bailey, conveying to Multnomah County a perpetual easement for road purposes, to be
known as Troutdale Road, County Road No. 1570, the following described property,
situated in the County of Multnomah, State of Oregon, to-wit:

A parcel of land situated in the southwest one-quarter of Section 1, T18, R3E,

W. M., Multnomah County, Oregon, which is more particularly described as
follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of that tract of land described as Parcel I,
conveyed to Robert R. Bailey and Anita L. Bailey, husband and wife, by deed
recorded March 7, 1986, in Book 1890, Page 51, Deed Records of Multnomah
County, Oregon, said corner also lying in the westerly right-of-way line of
Troutdale Road, County Road No. 1570; thence S 20°45'00" E along said
right-of~way line, a distance of 1,237.07 feet to the southeast corner of that
tract of land described as Parcel II, of the said Bailey Tract; thence

S 89°16'53" W along the south line of said Parcel II, of the said Bailey Tract,
a distance of 5.32 feet; thence N 20°45'00" W, parallel with and 5.00 feet
westerly (when measured at right angles) to the said westerly right-of-way line
of Troutdale Road, a distance of 1,237.07 feet to a point in the north line of
said Parcel 1, of the said Bailey Tract:; thence N 89°14'28" E, along said north
line, a distance of 5.32 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 6,183 square feet, more or less.

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



ORDER- ACCEPTING DEED
TROUTDALE ROAD
County Road No, 1570

Item 88~27
Robert R. & Anita L. Bailey
Page 2

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

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

TNOMA CO% OREQR

(SEAL) ‘ FOR
March 3, 1988

of

5

APPROVED: :

GLADYS zfcoy, CHAIR

LARRY F. NICHOLAS
County Engineer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
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(Deed for Road Purposes — Individual) Troutdale Road
(S.of Swweet Briar Rd.)
Item 88-27

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That Bob Bailey and Anita L. Bailey, in
consideration of One Dollar, and other good and valuable considerations to them
paid by Multnomah County, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, have
granted, bargained, sold and conveyed, and do hereby grant, bargain, sell and
convey unto said Multnomah County, its successors and assigns, and hereby forever
dedicates to the use of the public as a public road, all the following bounded and
described real property situated in the County of Multnomah and State of Oregon; to
wit:

A parcel of land situated in the southwest one—quarter of Section 1, T1S, R3E,

W. M., Multnomah County, Oregon, which is more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of that tract of land described as Parcel I,
conveyed to Robert R. Bailey and Anita L. Bailey, husband and wife, by deed
recorded March 7, 1986, in Book 1890, Page 51, Deed Records of Multnomah County,
Oregon, said corner also lying in the westerly right-of-way line of Troutdale
Road, County Road No. 1570; thence S 20°45'00" E along said right-of-way line, a
distance of 1,237.07 feet to the southeast cormer of that tract of land
described as Parcel II, of the said Bailey Tract; thence S 89°16'53" W along the
south line of said Parcel II, of the said Bailey Tract, a distance of 5.32 feet;
thence N 20°45'00" W, parallel with and 5.00 feet westerly (when measured at
right angles) to the said westerly right-of-way line of Troutdale Road, a
distance of 1,237.07 feet to a point in the north line of said Parcel I, of the
said Bailey Tract; thence N 89°14'28" E, along said north line, a distance of
5.32 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 6,183 square feet, more or less.

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



Troutdale Road
(S.of Sweet Briar Rd.)
"Ttem 88-27

Page 2

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the above granted property unto the said Multnomah County,

its successors and assigns, forever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the grantor$ above named have hereunto

set their hands this  5th day of February A.D., 1988,
APPROVED:
LARRY F. NICHOLAS, P. E, Robert R. Bailey, Grantor (/

County Engineer

Citost e,

Anital L. Bailey, Grantor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LAURERCE KRESSEL
County Counsel

By

STATE OF OREGON, Cou f Multnomg?

b) ,
SIGNED BEFORE ME /é&é44 , IQEE, personally appeared the

above-named Kupers + finim B e _ » who
\acknowlédéed the foregoing instrument to be tE§1r voluntary act.

: \ SR gmli,m No A

e Notary Public for Oregonf/

My Commission expires /,z- 9 , lgﬁ

0531w/ 0586W
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY ORE
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS | R e biacssdlls Mhiei iiamsae

AOOM 606, COUNT Y COURTHOUSE V GRETCHEN KAFOURY o District2  248-5219

1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE B MELER & Dt & o8 e
, ! CAROLINE MILLER @ District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND. DRECON 97204 POLLY CASTERLINE @ District4 » 248-5213
JANEMCGARVIN @ Clerk e 248-3277

March 3, 1988

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

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Yarborough:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

Hearing, Objections if any, to proposed assessments)
for the improvement of SE Ankeny Street, from SE )
102nd Avenue to the W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33,)
TIN, R2E, W.M., Petition #1071, Project #D-649, )
Contract #4213-AD-87 R-7)

At this time, a hearing was held; no one wished to testify.

Dick Howard, Engineering, reported a letter was received
from Robert C. and Rose M. Schulz stating their objections; staff
has contacted Mr. and Mrs. Schulz; and that a response letter will
be sent to them. He added there were no other telephone calls or
letters received from other property owners.

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

ORDERED that the assessment for the above-entitled impsmvaw
ment be spread and an appropriate Order executed by the
Chair of the Board.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

jm

ce:  Transportation

beve o r,",g,kx}‘; f"’i;'!,”ﬂé»' e




DATE SUBMITTED (For Clerk's Use)
Meeting Date a?,{/&%/kﬁg”
Agenda No. y i,

X, : z
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA aé?éﬁ/big” A7

Subject: Recommend./Order Accepting Street Improvements

Informal Only* Formal Only February 18, 1988
(Date) (Date)

DEPARTMENT _Environmental Services DIVISION _ Transportation

CONTACT Dick Howard TELEPHONE Ext. 3599

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-

ment of rationale for the action requested.

SE ANKENY STREET from SE 102nd Ave. to W/L of Tax Lot 178/Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.,
Petition #1071/Project #D-649/Contract #4213-AD-87

County Engineer's Final Report re: street being improved/completed; recommending

BCC officially accept said improvements. Board Order accepting improvements; setting

March 3, 1988, 9:30 A.M., Room 602/Courthouse, as time and place for hearing objections

to assessments/improvements.

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

ACTION REQUESTED:
O rwrorsarzon oty (] erenmvrmary approvar [ porrcy precrion 3 APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA

IMPACT:
PERSONNEL

C] FISCAL/BUDGETARY

[:] -General Fund
Other , <N
SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER:

BUDGET / PERSONNEL /

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchaging, Facilities Management, etc.)

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

1984



MULTNOMAKK COUNTY OREGON

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

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

POLLY CASTERLINE e DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

February 18, 1988

Board of County Commissioners
605 Courthouse
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: County Engineer's Final Report
SE Ankeny Street from SE 102nd Avenue
to the W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33,
TIN, R2E, W.M./Petition #1071,
Project #D-649/Contract #4213-AD-87

Dear Commissioners:

The above referenced project has been completed and it is recommended that

the Board of County Commissioners officially accept said improvements, notify
the property owners and set March 3, 1988, at 9:30 A.M., in Room 602, County
Courthouse, as the time and place for the hearing of objections to assessments
for said improvements.

Very truly yours,

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




| Date;-.-QEU%UEU&!-E%%-_,19§¥3 ..........

ENGINEER'S FINAL REPORT FINAL RATE/FR. FT.: $71.060391

SE ANKENY STREET

Street

Petitioﬁ No. 107 1

D-649 From

Project No.

To__W/L.0f. Tax Lot 178/Sec.. 33.. TIN,.R2E.. ..

Less Non-Assessable: 125.00'

Frontage: 1259.28" YORXX Xt K6 XDEEX M6 X XDOHRK:

Net Frontage: 1134.28' Total Cos;:$89,545‘ 34 Net 003‘5'$89,545. 34

FINAT
ASSESSHENT
. , Frontage Driv - Total
Location Owner and Address Lin. Ft. Street e Assessment
Stdewalks
CONTRACT COST: $72,269.81
ENGRG. & ADMIN.: 10,840.47
INTEREST: 6,435.06
GRAND TOTAL: $89,545.34
R-94233-4790 Benaroya, Neil w & Benaroya, Alfred R. & Jean P.
Tax Lot 479 c/o Zerngast Terry J.
Sec. 33, IN 2E 2026 NE Columbia Blvd./Portland, Oregon 97211
Benaroya, Nell W. & Benaroya, Alfred K. & Jean P. SW- 145,53
c¢/o Zerngast, Terry J. D- 268.82
10000 SE Ankeny Street/Portland, Oregon 97216 90.48 6,429.54 D- 487.60 | 7,331.49
R-94233-1930 Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
"Tax Lot 193 12801 SE 122nd Avenue
Sec. 33 IN 2E Portland. Oregon 97236 82.80 5,883.80 D- 372.05 | 6,255.85
- R-94233-1910 Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M. ,
Tax Lot 191 12801 $E 122nd Avenue -
Sec. 33, 1IN 2E Portland, Oregon 97236
Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
10010 SE Ankeny Street SW-  756.75
Portland, Oregon 97216 82.80 5,883.80 D- 317.92 | 6,958.47
R-94233-1890 Schulz, Dena G.
Tax Lot 189 c/o Schulz, Robert C.
Sec. 33, IN 2E 12801 SE 122nd Avenue/Portland, Oregon 97236 ,
Schulz, Dena G. , _
c/o Schulz, Robert C. SW- 410.37
v , 10060 SE Ankeny: Street/Portland Oregon 97216 82.80 5,883.80 D- 204.45 69498.6?m%

" PAGE 1




ithze ENGINEER'S FINAL REPORT FINAL RATE/FR. FT.:$71.060391

..................................

Petition No.

Project No.

To_ W/L _OF TAX_LOT_178/SEC. 33, JIN, R2E .. ...

Less Non-Assessable: 125.00'
Frontage: 1259,28' KX Kok &L X Xt XX daeX Net Frontage: 1134.28' Total Cost: $89,545, 34 Net Cost:$89,545. 34
FINAL
ASSESSHENT
X ' Frontage i vew Total
L?catlon Owner and Address Lin. Ft. Street g;ﬁas: Assessment
R-94233-1870 Pliska, Allen F. -
Tax Lot 187 10131 SE Ankeny Street
Sec. 33, IN 2E Portland, Oregon 97216 :
Pliska, Allen F. SW-  26.34
10104 SE Ankeny Street D- 368.00
’ Portland, Oregon 97216 82.80 5,883.80] D- 521.27| 6,799.41
“R-94233-3980 Girtman, Rodolph C. & Ruth-E.
“Tax Lot 398 644 NE 153rd Avenue
Sec. 33, IN"2E Portland, Oregon 97230
Girtman, Rodolph C. & Ruth E.
10118 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216 82.80 5,883.80| SW- 640.37| 6,524.17
R-94233-1780 Pacific Power & Light Company
Tax Lot 178 Attn: Strong, R. G./Prop. Tax Supvr. o SW-1,265.41
Sec. 33, IN 2E 920 SW Sixth Avenue/Portland, Oregon 97204 194.80 13,842.56{ D- 308.75|15,416.72
R-94233-1790 Smith, Stephen A. & Patricia M.
- Tax Lot 179 P.0. Box 16370
Sec. 33, IN 2E Portland, Oregon 97216
Smith, Stephen A. & Patr1c1a M.
10150 SE Ankeny Street
‘ Portland, Oregon 97216 125.00 0.0 0.0 0.0
R-/71870~0250 Lowe, Joe
Lot 11 10137 SE Ankeny Street D- 209.95
Rogers Park Portland, Oregon 97216 74.25 5,276.23| D- 205.52| 5,691.70
R-71870-0270 Jurgensen, Mary I. and
Lot 12 McCarroll, Neil G. & Mary H. :
Rogers Park P.0. Box 27819/Los Angeles, California 90027 80.00 5,684.83 0.0 | 5,684.83

1M1 /
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"

Date__JANUARY. 22, 1988 . . o ENGINEER'S FINAL REPORT FINAL RATE/FR. FT.: $71.060391

Pecition No._ 1071 Streec, SEANKENY STREET
Project No. __D-049 - From SE 102ND AVENVE .~ S To--?‘/.‘:-?.‘f-[”i’.‘- LOT 178/SEC. 33, TIN, R2E
- Less Non-Assessable: 125.00' '
Frontage: 1259.28' DX XOU R X Kokt XX X b X Net Frontage: 1134,28' Total Cost: $89,545.34 Net Cost: $89,545. 34
FINATL
ASSESSMENT
Frontage Drivew Total
Location Owner and Address Lin. Ft. Street gﬁ Assessment
k-71870-0230 PTiska, AlTen F. SW-1,389.32 [
Exc. Pt. in St. & Exc. 10131 SE Ankeny Street D- 521.27
N 141.14' of Lot 5; Portland, Oregon 97216 ‘ 280.75 19,950.20 p- 523.29 | 22.384.08
Exc. Pt. in St.
Lots 8-10/Rogers Park
SW-4,634.09
SUB-TOTAL: 1,259.28 80,602.36 D-4,308.89 | 89,545.34
TOTAL: 1,259.28 $80,602.36 $8,942.98 | $89,545.34

g R PAGE 3




» , February 26, 1988

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Room 606 County Courthouse
Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Commissioners: )]

At this time, we do not believe we will be able to attend the meeting
scheduled for March 3, 1988, at 9:30 am, concerning the improvements of
S.E. Ankeny Street from S.E. 102nd Ave. to W/L of Tax Lot 178/Sec.33,
TIN.R2E/Pet, .#1071/Project #D-649. = Therefore, we wish to go on record as
voicing an objection to the named project improvement charges.

We own Tax Lot 191/Sec.33, 1IN 2E & Tax Lot 193/Sec.33 1N 2E & Tax Lot
189/Sec.33 1N 2E. All of our comments are related to these three pieces of
property & we do not speak for anyone other than ourselves.

The first part of October 1985, we had an opportunity to lease our property
to a desirable lessee. While negotiating, we were amazed to find that in
order for our proposed lessee to obtain a permit to operate his business on
our property, Multnomah County started issuing requirements which we, as
the property owners, would have to meet prior to their granting a '"land use
permit" to our proposed lessee.

First, Multnomah County said we would have to agree to road improvements
(paving) before they would consider issuing a land use permit. We
objected, but were told that was the way it was to be. Next, we were told
that in order to improve the road we would have to donate 5' X 248.40' off
the front of our property. We objected & asked if we would be compensated
for this land & were told NO! Then the County said that  because the
property also faces Pine Street, we would also have to '"donate" 5' X
165.60"' of property on that street. With our backs to the wall, we had to
agree.

Next, the County said that because the road was going to be improved, we
would have to pay to have curbs put in. We again voiced our objections, but
to no avail. We were told that we had no choice other than to comply if we
wished to have a tenant on our property. About the time we thought we had
heard it all, we were informed that we would have to also pay for sidewalks
& driveways. We tried to understand why sidewalks were needed on a
commercial street where no walking is done, but we once again lost the
argument for the same reason of 'mo agreement, no permit".

This week, I met with an employee of Multnomah County for a matter relating
to why some of my charges varied. After looking around & seeing the
tenants on this portion of Ankeny Street, he asked WHY the street
improvement? After I related my explanation, he could only shake his head.
He said that everyone is given a choice with regards to curbs & sidewalks &
I told him we had been given NO CHOICE if we wanted to put a tenant on our
property. I also told him that during the aforementioned requirements, it
was mentioned that sewers were on the horizon & we had asked if the
imgrovements to the street could wait until the sewers were or were not
ok'd, but we were told no....what a waste!
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SUMMATION:
1.....Required to agree to street improvement or no permit.
2.....Required to agree to curbs & sidewalks or no permit.
3.....0btain a percentage of the signatures from other
property owners as per information from county.

....Informed that the County had made an error in their
percentage & we must obtain additional signatures in order to
meet their requirements.
5.....Hire an engineer to work with the county.
6.....Pay fees of $900.00 plus $35.00 plus $75.00.
7.....See an original estimate of $9000.00 become a reality of
$19,712.94.

Bevenn Be required to post a cash amount of $10,000.00 for a
Bond which we had to pay the Bonding Company $215.00 to do the
paper work, the $10,000.00 was our actual cash money .savings.
9.....See our taxes increase by $1900.00 which is for less
land due to the taking of 5' off of each end of the property..
this increase reflects the 1987-88 tax statement.

In our estimate, we pay substantial tax monmey to Multnomah County for land
which we have purchased with our own earned dollars. We don't object to
paying our '"fair share'", but we do object to a '"hold-up robbery' when it
is performed by a government agency.

We must admit that the street improvement has done something for the
street, now the cars can drive twice as fast as before.

Thank you for your time & consideration of our letter.

Sincerely,

ahed € € R o J_%\ |

Robert C. & Rose M. Schulz
12801 S.E. 122nd

Portland, Oregon 97236
(503) 698-3701




February 26, 1988 % %%ﬁ M
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS T x
Room 606 County Courthouse LA

Portland, Oregon 97204
Dear Commissioners:

At this time, we do not 'believe we will be able to attend the meeting
scheduled for March 3, 1988, at 9:30 am, concerning the improvements of
S.E. Ankeny Street from S.E. 102nd Ave. to W/L of Tax Lot 178/Sec.33,
TIN.R2E/Pet, .#1071/Project #D-649. Therefore, we wish to go on record as
voicing an objection to the named project improvement charges. :

We own Tax Lot 191/Sec.33, 1IN 2E & Tax Lot 193/Sec.33 1N 2E & Tax Lot
189/Sec.33 1IN 2E. All of our comments are related to these three pieces of
property & we do not speak for anyone other than ourselves.

The first part of October 1985, we had an opportunity to lease our property
to a desirable lessee. While negotiating, we were amazed to find that in
order for our proposed lessee to obtain a permlt to operate his business on
our property, Multnomah County started issuing requirements which we, as
the property owners, would have to meet prior to their granting a '"land use
permit" to our proposed lessee.

First, Multnomah County said we would have to agree to road improvements
(paving) before they would consider issuing a land use permit. We
objected, but were told that was the way it was to be. Next, we were told
that in order to improve the road we would have to donate 5' X 248.40' off
the front of our property. We objected & asked if we would be compensated
for this land & were told NO! Then the County said that because the
property also faces Pine Street, we would also have to "donate" 5' X
165.60"' of property on that street. With our backs to the wall, we had to
agree.

Next, the County said that because the road was going to be improved, we
would have to pay to have curbs put in. We again voiced our objections, but
to no avail. We were told that we had no choice other than to comply if we
wished to have a tenant on our property. About the time we thought we had
heard it all, we were informed that we would have to also pay for sidewalks
& driveways. We tried to understand why sidewalks were needed on a
commercial street where no walklng is done, but we once again lost the
argument for the same reason of '"no agreement, no permit"

This week, I met with an employee of Multnomah County for a matter relating
to why some of my charges varied. After looking around & seeing the
tenants on this portion of Ankeny Street, he asked WHY the street
improvement? After I related my explanation, he could only shake his head.
He said that everyone is given a choice with regards to curbs & sidewalks &
I told him we had been given NO CHOICE if we wanted to put a tenant on our
property. I also told him that during the aforementioned requirements, it
was mentioned that sewers were on the horizon & we had asked if the
?rovements to the street could wait until the sewers were or were not
k'd, but we were told no....what a waste!
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SUMMATION:
1.....Required to agree to street improvement or no permit.
2.....Required to agree to curbs & sidewalks or no permit.
3.....0btain a percentage of the signatures from other
property owners as per information from county.

.+..Informed that the County had made an error in their
percentage & we must obtain additional signatures in order to
meet their requirements.
5.....Hire an engineer to work with the county.
6.....Pay fees of $900.00 plus $35.00 plus $75.00.
7.....See an original estimate of $9000.00 become a reality of
$19,712.94.
8.....Be required to post a cash amount of $10,000.00 for a
Bond which we had to pay the Bonding Company $215.00 to do the
paper work, the $10,000.00 was our actual cash money.savings.
9.....5ee our taxes increase by $1900.00 which is for less
land due to the taking of 5' off of each end of the property.
this increase reflects the 1987-88 tax statement.

In our estimate, we pay substantial tax money to Multnomah County for land
which we have purchased with our own earned dollars. We don't object to
paying our '"fair share", but we do object to a "hold-up robbery" when it
is performed by a government agency.

We must admit that the street improvement has done something for the
| street, now the cars can drive twice as fast as before.

Thank you for your time & consideration of our letter.

Sincerely,

33ked € £ Rumn _QM%\

Robert C. & Rose M. Schulz
12801 S.E. 122nd

Portland, Oregon 97236
(503) 698-3701




February 26, 1988

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Room 606 County Courthouse
Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Commissioners:

At this time, we do not believe we will be able to attend the meeting
scheduled for March 3, 1988, at 9:30 am, concerning the improvements of
S.E. Ankeny Street from S.E. 102nd Ave. to W/L of Tax Lot 178/Sec.33,
TIN.R2E/Pet,.#1071/Project #D-649. Therefore, we wish to go on record as
voicing an objection to the named project improvement charges.

We own Tax Lot 191/Sec.33, 1N 2E & Tax Lot 193/Sec.33 1N 2E & Tax Lot
189/Sec.33 IN 2E. All of our comments are related to these three pieces of
property & we do not speak for anyone other than ourselves.

The first part of October 1985, we had an opportunity to lease our property
to a desirable lessee. While negotiating, we were amazed to find that in
order for our proposed lessee to obtain a permit to operate his business on
our property, Multnomah County started issuing requirements which we, as
the property owners, would have to meet prior to their granting a '"land use
permit" to our proposed lessee.

First, Multnomah County said we would have to agree to road improvements
(paving) before they would consider issuing a land use permit. We
objected, but were told that was the way it was to be. Next, we were told
that in order to improve the road we would have to donate 5' X 248.40"' off
the front of our property. We objected & asked if we would be compensated
for this land & were told NO! Then the County said that because the
property also faces Pine Street, we would also have to '"donate" 5' X
165.60"' of property on that street. With our backs to the wall, we had to
agree.

Next, the County said that because the road was going to be improved, we
would have to pay to have curbs put in. We again voiced our objections, but
to no avail. We were told that we had no choice other than to comply if we
wished to have a tenant on our property. About the time we thought we had
heard it all, we were informed that we would have to also pay for sidewalks
& driveways. We tried to understand why sidewalks were mneeded on a
commercial street where no walking is done, but we once again lost the
argument for the same reason of "no agreement, no permit".

This week, I met with an employee of Multnomah County for a matter relating
to why some of my charges varied. After looking around & seeing the
tenants on this portion of Ankeny Street, he asked WHY the street
improvement? After I related my explanation, he could only shake his head.
He said that everyone is given a choice with regards to curbs & sidewalks &
I told him we had been given NO CHOICE if we wanted to put a tenant on our
property. I also told him that during the aforementioned requirements, it
was mentioned that sewers were on the horizon & we had asked if the
im?rovements to the street could wait until the sewers were or were not
ok'd, but we were told no....what a waste!
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SUMMATION:
1.....Required to agree to street improvement or no permit.
2.....Required to agree to curbs & sidewalks or no permit.
3.....0btain a percentage of the signatures from other
property owners as per information from county.
4.....Informed that the County had made an error in their
percentage & we must obtain additional signatures in order to
meet their requirements.
5.....Hire an engineer to work with the county.
6.....Pay fees of $900.00 plus $35.00 plus $75.00.

/.....5ee an original estimate of $9000.00 become a reality of
$19,712.94.

8.....Be required to post a cash amount of $10,000.00 for a

Bond which we had to pay the Bonding Company $215.00 to do the

paper work, the $10,000.00 was our actual cash money.savings.

9. et See our taxes increase by $1900.00 which is for less

land due to the taking of 5' off of each end of the property..

this increase reflects the 1987-88 tax statement. ‘

In our estimate, we pay substantial tax money to Multnomah County for land
which we have purchased with our own earned dollars. We don't object to
paying our 'fair share', but we do object to a '"hold-up robbery" when it
is performed by a government agency.

We must admit that the street improvement has done something for the
street, now the cars can drive twice as fast as before.

Thank you for your time & consideration of our letter.

Sincerely,

hede ¢ “%%%ﬂoﬂwg\

Robert C. & Rose M. Schulz
12801 S.E. 122nd

Portland, Oregon 97236
(503) 698~3701



@, . BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON . -

In the Matter of Determining and
Certifying the amount of assessment
against the abutting real property

for the improvement of gg Ankeny Street

{Road Petition No, 1071

from SE 102nd Avenue to W/L of Tax Lot (Project No. D649
178, Section 33 1N 2E

County Courthouse, Portland, Oregon, was the time and place duly and regularly
fixed for the hearing by the Board of County Commissioners of objections to the
report of the County Engineer of the cost of impxavement'af'sg Ankeny Street

from SE 102nd Avenue to W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33 1N 2E

and the proposed assessments against each parcel of land abutting on said
improvement; and

WHEREAS, at the hearing held by the Board at said time and place no
objections were made by any owner of land abutting upon said improvement, except

an objection by Robert C & Rose M Schulz

;and
WHEREAS, the Board considered said objections and referred the matter to
the County Engineer for further report thereon, and the County Engineer having
filed his report; and the Board having considered said objections and said
report and having considered the amount of assessment against each parcel of
land, and being now fully advised NOW, THEREFORE,
It is FOUND, DETERMINED AND ORDERED,

(1) That the objections of Robert C & Rose M Schulz

be and they are hereby, in all things, overruled and dismissed.

(2) That the following listed property be and the same is hereby assessed

in the amount set out after the description thereof.
ESTIMATE RECORDED IN BOOK 1941, PAGE 2787, SEPTEMBER 29, 1986
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PETITION #1071/PROJECT #D-649/CONTRACT #4213-AD-87

ik

Lot
i

i
rida ain

SE ANKENY STREET FROM SE 102ND AVENUE TO W/L OF TAX LOT 178/SEC. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

M e . T
B i L B
COR N S
S’ o g

| FINAL
Description Owner and Address Assessment| Lien Satisfied

R-94233-4790 Benaroya, Neil W. and
Tax Lot 479 Benaroya, Alfred R. & Jean P.
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M. c/o Zerngast, Terry J.

2026 NE Columbia Blvd.

Portland, Oregon 97211

Benaroya, Neil W. and

Benaroya, Alfred R. & Jean P.

c/o Zerngast, Terry J.

10000 SE Ankeny Street

Portland, Oregon 97216 $7,331.49
R-94233-1930 Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
Tax Lot 193 12801 SE 122nd Avenue
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M. Portland, Oregon 97236 $6,255.85
R-94233-1910 Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
Tax Lot 191 12801 SE 122nd Avenue
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M. Portland, Oregon 97236

Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.

10010 SE Ankeny Street

Portland, Oregon 97216 $6,958.47
R-94233-1890 Schulz, Dena G. :
Tax Lot 189 c¢/o0 Schulz, Robert C.
Sec. 33, TIN, RZE, W.M. 12801 SE 122nd Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97236

Schulz, Dena G.

c¢/o Schulz, Robert C.

10060 SE Ankeny Street

Portland, Oregon 97216 $6,498.62
R-94233-1870 Pliska, Allen F.
Tax Lot 187 10131 SE Ankeny Street
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M. Portland, Oregon 97216

Pliska, Allen F.

10104 SE Ankeny Street

Portland, Oregon 97216 $6,799.41

PAGE -1-
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Sé’ANKENY STREET FROM SE 102ND AVENUE TO W/L OF TAX LOT 178/SEC. 33, TIN, RZE, W.M.

PETITION #1071/PROJECT #D-649/CONTRACT #4213-AD-87

FINATL

Description

Owner and Address

Asgsessment

Lien Satisfied

R-94233-3980
Tax Tot 398
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-94233-1780
Tax Lot 178
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-94233-1790
Tax Lot 179
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-71870-0250
Lot 11/Rogers Park

R-71870-0270
Lot 12/Rogers Park

R-71870-0230

Exc. Pt. in St. &
Exc. N 141.14' of
Lot 5; Exc. Pt. in
St. Lots 8-10,
Rogers Park

Girtman, Rodolph C. & Ruth E.
644 NE 153rd Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97230

Girtman, Rodolph C. & Ruth E.
10118 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

Pacific Power & Light Company

Attn: Strong, R. G./Prop. Tax Supvr.
920 SW Sixth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97204

Smith, Stephen A. & Patricia M.
P.0. Box 16370
Portland, Oregon 97216

Smith, Stephen A. & Patricia M.
10150 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Orgon 97216

Lowe, Joe
10137 SE Ankeny Street

- Portland, Oregon 97216

Jurgensen, Mary I. and
McCarroll, Neil G. & Mary H.
P.0. Box 27819

Los Angeles, California 90027

Pliska, Allen F.
10131 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

TOTAL:

PAGE -2-

$6,524.17

$15,416.72

$0.0

$5,691.70

$5,684.83

$22,384.08

$89,545. 34




The Board‘of County Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon, doeé
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true list and description of the
ownership and the amount of assessment against each individual parcel of
land for the improvement of SE Ankeny Street from SE 102nd Avenue

to W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33 1N 2E.

dated this 3rd day of March 1988,

(SEAL)
' COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

H, CO, NT%REG N
B

Y
o Gladys Mfﬁby, Chai1£;7
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LAURENCE KRESSEL, County Counsel
for Mu omah County, Oregon

Original Filing
Date September 29, 1986
Book of Records 1941 page 2787

D4/0368B
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Determining and

)
Certifying the amount of assessment ) ORDER
against the abutting real property )y T T T
for the improvement of gg Ankeny Street ) (Road Petition No. 1071
from SE 102nd Avenue to W/L of Tax Lot ) (Project No. D649
178, Section 33 1N 2E )
WHEREAS, Ird ' March 19 gg, at . .» Roomggpo

County Courthouse, Portland, Oregon, was the time and place duly and regularly
fixed for the hearing by the Board of County Commissioners of objections to the
report of the County Engineer of the cost of improvement of SE Ankeny Street

from SE 102nd Avenue to W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33 1N 2E

and the proposed assessments against each parcel of land abutting on said

improvement; and

WHEREAS, at the hearing held by the Board at said time and place no
i
1
objections were made by any owner of land abutting upon said improvement, except

an objection by Robert C & Rose M Schulz

;and
WHEREAS, the Board considered said objections and referred the matter to
the County Engineer for further report thereon, and the County Engineer having
filed his report; and the Board having considered said objections and said
report and having considered the amount of assessment against each parcel of
land, and being now fully advised NOW, THEREFORE,
It is FOUND, DETERMINED AND ORDERED,

(1) That the objections of Robert C & Rose M Schulz

be and they are hereby, in all things, overruled and dismissed.

(2) That the following listed property be and the same is hereby assessed

in the amount setkout after the description thereof.
ESTIMATE RECORDED IN BOOK 1941, PAGE 2787, SEPTEMBER 29, 1986



SE ANKENY STREET FROM SE 102ND AVENUE TO W/L OF TAX LOT 178/SEC. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.
PETITION #1071/PROJECT #D-649/CONTRACT #4213-AD-87

Boox 2087+ 31g

FINAL

Description

Owner and Address

Assessment] Lien Satisf

R-94233-4790
Tax Lot 479

Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-94233-1930
Tax Lot 193

Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-94233-1910
Tax Lot 191

Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-94233-1890
Tax Lot 189

Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

R-94233-1870
Tax Lot 187

Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

Benaroya, Neil W. and
Benaroya, Alfred R. & Jean P.
c/o Zerngast, Terry J.
2026 NE Columbia Blvd.
Portland, Oregon 97211

Benaroya, Neil W. and
Benaroya, Alfred R. & Jean P.
c/o Zerngast, Terry J.

10000 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
12801 SE 122nd Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97236

Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
12801 SE 122nd Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97236

Schulz, Robert C. & Rose M.
10010 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

Schulz, Dena G.

c/o0 Schulz, Robert C.
12801 SE 122nd Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97236

Schulz, Dena G.

c¢/o Schulz, Robert C.
10060 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

Pliska, Allen F.
10131 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

Pliska, Allen F.

10104 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216

&

PAGE -1-

$7,331.49

$6,255.85

$6,958.47

$6,498.62

$6,799.41
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SE ANKENY STREET FROM SE 102ND AVENUE TO W/L OF TAX LOT 178/SEC. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M.

PETITION #1071/PROJECT #D-649/CONTRACT #4213-AD-87

FINAL
Description Owner and Address Assessment| Lien Satis;
R-94233-3980 Girtman, Rodolph C. & Ruth E.
Tax Tot 398 644 NE 153rd Avenue
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M. Portland, Oregon 97230
Girtman, Rodolph C. & Ruth E.
10118 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216 $6,524.17
R-94233-1780 Pacific Power & Light Company
Tax Lot 178 Attn: Strong, R. G./Prop. Tax Supvr.
Sec. 33, TIN, RZ2E, W.M. 920 SW Sixth Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204 $15,416.72
R-94233-1790 Smith, Stephen A. & Patricia M.
Tax Lot 179 P.0. Box 16370
Sec. 33, TIN, R2E, W.M. Portland, Oregon 97216
Smith, Stephen A. & Patricia M.
10150 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Orgon 97216 $0.0
R-71870-0250 Lowe, Joe
Lot 11/Rogers Park 10137 SE Ankeny Street
Portland, Oregon 97216 $5,691.70
R-71870-0270 Jurgensen, Mary I. and
Lot 12/Rogers Park McCarroll, Neil G. & Mary H.
P.0. Box 27819
Los Angeles, California 90027 $5,684.83
R-71870-0230 Pliska, Allen F.
Exc. Pt. in St. & 10131 SE Ankeny Street
Exc. N 141.14' of Portland, Oregon 97216 $22,384.08
Lot 5; Exc. Pt. in
St. Lots 8-10,
Rogers Park
TOTAL: $89,545.34

PAGE -2-
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The Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon, does
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true list and description of the
ownership and the amount of assessment against each individual parcel of
land for the improvement of SE Ankeny Street from SE 102nd Avenue

to W/L of Tax Lot 178, Section 33 1N 2E.

dated this 3rd day of March , 1988,
SR BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ST e MULTNO COUNTY REGON
s RS ;h BY ~
AR L Gladys Mc%fy, Chair éf’

APPROVED-'AS -TO FORM:
LAURENCE-KRESSEL, County Counsel
for Multnomah County, Oregon

Original Filing
Date September 29, 1986
Book of Records 1941 page 2787

D4/0368B
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STATE OF OREGON

Multnomah County

I @ Deputy for the Recorder of Conveyances, in and for
said County, 0o herety Corlity that the within instrument of

WIHING was received 107 1ecord and recorded in the record
of said County
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In Book On Page
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Witness my hand ang seal of office atfied
Recoroer of Conveyances
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muLTnNoOmM~AH CoOunNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS AL LSO o Do 5 2308
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE

O o EOURTH AVENUE GRETCHEN KAFOURY ® Distrct2 o 248-5219
kN LNENUE CAROLINE MILLER e District3 e 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 9720 POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 & 248-5213
JANE MCGARVIN ® Clerk e 248-3277

Erri——

March 3, 1988

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

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Yarborough:

Be it remembereé, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

- In the matter of the New Swim Facility at Blue ) RESOLUTION

Lake Park ‘ R-8 ) #88-23

Commissioner Casterline explained that the present swimming
pool at Blue Lake Park has had lifeguards, but is not the best area
for swimming; so a sandy beach is being developed for swimming that
will be safer for the public. The proposal is to eliminate the
lifeguards and post the area. She moved, duly seconded by Commis~
sioner Miller, that the above-entitled matter be approved.

Commissioner Anderson stated she is not convinced the pub-

lic is safer without a lifeguards, and said she feels public safety
should be protected.

Commissioner McCoy explained that even though the guards
are posted, it does not guarantee lives will not be lost. She added
liability is greater for the County with lifeguards than if there
are none, but that the County wants to provide the recreation for
the public.

Charles Ciecko, Parks Services Director, concurred with
Commissioner McCoy, and stated again, that when you put people to-
gether with water, even though there are lifeguards, there is no
guarantee there won't be a drowning. He stated that County Counsel
had advised against having lifeguards, and that Parks Services staff
have mixed emotions. In response to Commissioner Anderson's ques-
tion, he replied no study could be found to support either action;
but that the County has done everything possible to promote safety
at the swimming areas.
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Laurence Kressel, County Counsel, stated his office has
consulted with the national expert on Swim Center Liability and had
asked whether any studies had been done on safety in swimming pools,
with or without lifeguards. He was not able to cite any. Following
a liability research and analysis, a memo was sent to the Board re-
commending lifeguards not be assigned to the new swim area.

Commissioner Anderson again stated liability is important,
but not as important as safety of the children who will be swimming
at the facility. She recommended having lifeguards.

Mr. Ciecko replied to Commissioner Casterline's questions
that the facility will be developed whether or not there are life~-
guards, and that when it is in operation, the old swimming area will
be closed. 1If the Board makes a policy determination that life-
guards are necessary, the Parks Service will provide the best team
of lifeguards possible, and will train them properly.

Following discussion regarding hazards of the new area, the
motion was considered, and it is

ORDERED that said Resolution be approved. Commissioner
Anderson voting NO.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Clerk of the Board

jm
cc: - Parks Services
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DATE SUBMITTED (For Clerk's Use) :
Meeting Date J ~35-¥% |
Agenda No. g/—%

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject:,&%@ifhg« #,Ef*f;VQ%/:gﬁgé? S Iy
7z

Informal Only* Formal Only

{Date) {Date)
DEPARTMENT Environmentél Services DIVISION Park Services
CONTACT _Nancy Chase TELEPHONE 248-5050

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD (/& fw /42393%”4’

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

A resolution for the Board of County Commissioners review regarding
lifeguarding of the new swim beach at Blue Lake Park. A memo from County
Counsel accompanies this resolution.

?g"

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

ACTION REQUESTED:
'[:} INFORMATION ONLY [:] PRELIMINARY APPROVAL [:] POLICY DIRECTION [:] APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA

IMPACT:
PERSONNEL -

E] FISCAL/BUDGETARY

[J - General Fund . £
Other
SIGNATURES: ‘

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER:;?

Ao

BUDGET / PERSONNEL / - . |
COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordipances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contra J ) géakjtrk(ci“kww’jiwmwh& .
OTHER //

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.) (Kw////

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.
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& MULTNOMAH COoUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES BOARD OF

COUNTY COUNSEL SECTION GLADYSOMng“éNgJA?F? MMISSIONERS
SUITE 1400 PAULINE ANDERSON

1120 SW. FIFTH AVENUE POLLY CASTERLINE

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204-1934 GRETCHEN KAFOURY

(503) 248-3138 ‘ CAROLINE MILLER

COUNTY COUNSEL
LAURENCE KRESSEL

MEMORANDUMH CHIEF ASSISTANT
ARMINDA J. BROWN
) . ASSISTANTS
TO: Charlie Ciecko JANET NOELLE BILLUPS
Superintendent, DES Parks H.H. LAZENBY, JR.
PAUL G. MACKEY
JANE ELLEN STONSE%?QKQQ
FROM: Larry Kresse 4}/ MARK B WILLIAMS
County Counskl
Matt Ryan
Law Clerk
DATE: February 10, 1988
RE: New Blue Lake Swim Facility: Liability
Issues
I. Introduction

In connection with planned improvements at Blue Lake Park,
you requested an opinion on whether, from a liability
standpoint, the new swimming area should be designed as a
guarded or unguarded area. The previous swim center consisted
of areas enclosed by docks. It was staffed by lifequards. The
plan is to close the swim center and establish an open area (no
docks) for swimming nearby.

As explained below, the law does not require the county to
‘provide lifeguards at a swim area. However, once an operator
of a swim area assumes the obligation to provide lifeguards,
the operator is legally bound to carry the obligation out in a
non-negligent manner., The liability ramifications of this are
obvious. Areas of tort exposure include negligent performance
of surveillance and rescue efforts, inadequate training,
staffing and/or supervision, and inadequate or malfunctioning
rescue equipment. Given this considerable liability exposure,
close consideration should be given to designing the new swim
area as an unguarded facility.




Charlie Ciecko
February 10, 1988
Page 2

A. Common Law Duty.

A landowner's duty of care depends on the legal status of
users of the land. An "invitee" is entitled to warning or
protection from unreasonable risks. §343 Restatement of the
Law of Torts (Second) (1965); Hill v. Pacific Power & Light,
273 Or. 713, 543 P.24 3 (1975). Visitors to Blue Lake Park
would be classed as invitees, Baker v, Lane County, 28 Or. App.
53, 57-58 (1978), unless the "recreational immunity" statute
discussed later in this memo applies.

Our research discloses no Oregon case law on the specific
requirements of the duty owed invitees at a natural open
swimming area such as Blue Lake (there are state health
requlations regarding swimming pools, see OAR Chapter 333). As
a general rule, however, certain conditions or dangers such as
fire, a body of water or steep areas, have traditionally not
been considered unreasonable risks. Rather, the law considers
these conditions to be "open and obvious hagzards." §339
Restatement of the Law of Torts (Second) (1965), comment j.
There is no duty to warn an invitee of an open and obvious
hazard or to protect an invitee from such a hazard. A warning
is required only where a hazard is hidden or latent. §343A
Restatement of the Law of Torts (Second) (1965). As far as a
duty to affirmatively protect invitees is concerned (e.g. to
provide lifeguards) tort law may impose that duty where there
are conditions that could not be safely encountered even by
those who had been warned of them. See Dawson v. PayLess for
Drugs, 248 Or. 334, 340, 433 P.2d 1019 (1967) (slip and fall in
icy parking lot).

The new swim area nust be designed for safety. Hidden
dangers/drop-offs must be eliminated. 1If that is done, the
county would not be required by law to either warn or protect
swimmers. However, from a risk management viewpoint, as well
as for policy reasons, it would be advisable to warn the public
that lifequards are not present (if that policy choice is made
by the county), i.e. to post conspicuous signs advising that
swimmers are at their own risk. Also, signs indicating where
the recommended swimming area begins and ends should be posted.

In response to your indquiry, we contacted James C.
Kozlowski, a nationally known expert in recreational
risk-management. His opinion is consistent with the above
analysis., Tort liability at a swim area such as this is
lessened where lifequards are not provided. He added that it
would be prudent to post warnings as stated above,




Charlie Ciecko
February 10, 1988
Page 3

Correspondingly, the state's policy is to provide no lifequards
at state facilities comparable to Blue Lake.

You asked whether the fact the county posted lifeguards at
the 0ld swim center would prevent it from changing that policy,
i.e., establishing an unguarded new swim area at Blue Lake.

The answer is no. Two statutes could shield the county from
legal liability for such a decision: the Tort Claims Act
(ORS 30.265(3)(E)) and the Recreational Immunity Law

(ORS 105.665 et seq.). These are discussed below.

II. Tort Claims Act

The state Tort Claims Act immunizes a political
subdivision from liability for performance of "discretionary
functions."™ ORS 30.265(3)(C). A discretionary function is one
which involves "governmental discretion or policy judgment",
i.e. acts or decisions that represent a choice among alternate
public policies by persons to whom responsibility for such
policies has been delegated. Stevenson v. State of Oregon, 290
Or. 3, 619 P.2d 247 (1980), Miller v. Grants Pass Irrigation
District, 297 Or. 312, 686 P.2d 324 (1984),

In Miller v. Grants Pass Irrigation District 297 Or. 312,
319-322, the Court held that where a governmental body owes a
duty of care it cannot disregard that duty entirely. However,
the Court stated:

If there is a legal duty to protect the
public by warning of a danger or by taking
preventive measures, or both, the choice of
means may be discretionary, but the decision
whether or not to do so at all is, by
definition, not discretionary.

Miller at 320 (emphasis added).

If the new swim area is designed to eliminate hidden
hazards, the county is free to decide as a policy matter
whether it wishes to rely solely on warning signs or to go
further and provide lifegquards. Whichever direction is taken,
implementation measures must be done in a non-negligent
manner. The policy choice itself is immune from tort
liability. ORS 30.265(3)(C).

A recent federal case supports this analysis. In
Wysinger v. U.S. 621 F.Supp. 773 aff'd, 784 F.2d 1252 (5th Cir.
1986) the Fifth Circuit affirmed a U.S. Forest Service




Charlie Ciecko
February 10, 1988
Page 4

determination not to provide lifeguards at particular
locations. The court said this was a policy decision subject
to the discretionary function immunity under the Federal Tort
Cclaims Act. 28 U.S.C. §2860(a). (The federal statute and
ORS 30.265(c)(3) are very similar.) The Circuit Court of
Appeals explained:

The record established that the site at
which young Wysinger lost his life has been
developed by the Forest Service as a place
for swimming. The Forest Service, however,
had not maintained a life guard at the site
for several years. Three prominent signs
were posted which stated: "No Life Guard on
Duty -- Swim at Your Own Risk". Appellant
does not raise an issue concerning the
inadequacy of the posting of the signs.
Rather, the claim is that under Forest
Service regqulations a life guard had to be
maintained at the site or the site had to be
"closed or altered". Since neither closing
or alteration of the site had occurred, a
legal duty had been violated which did not
leave room for discretion. The claim in
brief is that something was required to be
done and nothing had been done.

784 F.,24 at 1253.
The court then added:

It is clear in this case that the
discretionary action which is at issue was
the decision of the Forest Service that a
life guard was not necessary at this site.
Since appellant's wrongful death claim is
based upon failure to have a life guard at
the site, the attempt to recover under the
Federal Tort Claims Act must fail because
the governmental decision not to have a life
guard at the site fell in the "discretionary
function" exception to jurisdiction under
the Federal Tort Claims act. Only if there
had been a life guard on duty who acted
negligently or the government had *
negligently failed to warn of dangers at the
swimming site would there be jurisdiction
under the Federal Tort Claims Act.

784 F.2d at 1254.
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II. Recreational Immunity

ORS 105.665(2)(b) states that a landowner who either
invites or permits use of the land for a recreational purpose
without charge does not:

{a) Extend any assurance that the land
is safe for any purpose;

(b) Confer upon such person the legal
status of an invitee or licensee to whom a
duty of care is owed; or

(c¢) Assume responsibility for or incur
liability for any injury, death or loss to
any person or property caused by an act or
omission of that person.

The recreational immunity statute was adopted to encourage
recreational use of large private lands by limiting the
liability of the landowner for injury to recreational users.
Loney v. McPhillips, 260 Or. 378, 521 P.2d 340 (1974). The
Court of Appeals has held the statute applies to counties.
Denton v, L.W. Vail Co., 23 Or. App. 28, 541 P.2d 511 (1975),
Hogg v, Clatsop County, 46 Or. App. 129, 610 P24 1248 (1980).

In Hogg, Clatsop County operated a county park with a lake
which had been altered to make a swim area. Plaintiff was
injured after hitting a stump that was not visible from the
surface. Plaintiff alleged two theories of recovery:
negligence and intentional tort. The court held the negligence
count was not actionable because the recreational immunity
statute applied. 1Id. at 132-133. However, a cause of action
for an intentional or reckless activity would stand because the
statute expressly excepts those types of behavior from
immunity. ORS 105.675(1).

An important qualification under the recreational immunity
statute is that there must be no charge for the recreational
use of the land. We note that an entrance fee is charged at
Blue Lake Park. However, we are also advised that the charge
is only imposed on autos entering the park; bike and pedestrian
traffic enters at no charge. Arguably, if the county made it
clear that the charge is for parking privileges only (rather
than for park use), it might bring itself within the
recreational immunity law.
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IITI. Conclusion

A policy choice is presented to the county: whether to
provide lifeqguards or not at the new swim facility. From a
legal liability standpoint, the least exposure is incurred by
not having lifeguards, so long as the swimming area is designed
to eliminate hidden dangers. If that approach is followed,
warning signs should be conspicuously posted.

If the county chooses not to post lifegquards at Blue Lake,
that policy choice should be expressed in a resolution, Order
or similar writing. (If the matter is brought before the Board
of Commissioners, a resolution would be the appropriate
document.) This would be of assistance in future litigation in
which an immunity defense might be raised..

Finally, a word about the old swim center is in order. My
understanding is that all of the old apparatus (such as diving
boards, guards towers, etc.) are to be removed. This should be
done before the recreational season begins. When Matt Ryan
spoke with Nancy Chase, he was informed that plans were
developed to deal with that area.

The status of the old facility should be made clear to
visitors at the park and that the area should be made
off-limits to swimmers,

0018R/dm

cc: Nancy Chase
Larry Nicholas
Paul Yarborough
Hank Miggins



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the New Swim )
Facility at Blue Lake Park ) RESOLUTION

) #88-23

WHEREAS, the docked-in swimming area at Blue Lake
Park is to be permanently closed beginning with the 1989
recreational season; a separate portion of the lake shore
will be altered to create a new swimming area; and

WHEREAS, in the past, the County provided
lifeqguards at Blue Laké, the docks warranting that safety
measure; and

WHEREAS, the new swimming area will not be
docked-in; it will consist of a wide sandy beach with a
gentle slope extending into the water, with rope lines in
the water designating the boundaries of the swim area; and

WHEREAS, the County faces a financial crisis and
must allocate its limited resources to many deserving
programs and projects; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the benefits of
posting lifeguards at the new facility are outweighed by
the costs incurred in training and maintaining a lifeguard
staff; V

WHEREAS, the new swimming area shall provide for
a safe recreational facility for all users;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

1. it shall be the policy of Multnomah County
that lifegquards shall not be posted at the
Blue Lake Swim Area beginning with the 1989
recreational season;



2. the staff of Blue Lake Park shall post and
maintain warning signs at all entries to the
park and at reasonable locations in and about
the new swimming area advising the public
that lifeguards are not provided.

DATED the 3rd day of March , 1988.

BOARD OB, COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

NOMA CZ:;;;, OREGON
4 , L
(SEAL) €ladys Mcgoy
- Multnomaly County Chgir
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
TNOMAH COUNTY _OREGON

Laurence Kressel T
County Counsel

gy
bt

020R/dm
022588:3:1



?:,,> ny
1 H

F

Procedure # 1201

Page 3 of 4
1/28/88
(For Clerk'se Use)
Meeting Date Qég“ﬁg”fSé?
Agenda No. [/-<fo oL

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

DATE SUBMITTED

Subjecc:Budget Modification/Grant Application

Informal Only*

Formal Only
(Date) (DaCe)
DEPARTMENT DIVISION Planning
CONTACT L Stickel TELEPHONE 3182
*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Lorna Stickel

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, 1f applicable, and clear state-
ment of ratfonale for the action requested.

Request a budget modification to accept two Oregon Department of Land Conservation

and Development Commission grants for long-range planning and periodic review. The
modification reflects placing part of the two-year grants into this fiscal year to
create a limited duration planner position, hire temporary assistance with histori-
cal and wetlands inventory, put in one telephone, print the plan and ordinance changes,

and purchase some software and supplies. Also request retroactive approval for acceptance
(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE 1S NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE) of the periodic

‘ review grant
ACTION REQUESTED: : o

[] INFORMATION ONLY D PRELIMINARY APPROVAL D POLICY DIRECTION @ APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 10 Minutes

W

IMPACT: - ©

: L]

PERSONNEL, Hires 1 Planner for 1 year and funds temporary assistance [

. Lt

[] FISCAL/BUDGETARY  Adds $3%s##7 to this Fiscal year 1987/88 o

¥32,0085~ ;

D General Fund ‘ :?;“I:
Lo i

Other -~

SIGNATURES:

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agredéz;ta, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.
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4 ' ' PROCEDURE #2201
Page # 3 of 4

BUBGET HODIFICATION 0. D €=+ T

(For Clerk's Use) Meeting Date _

o — — ’- W‘
(1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR : )
(Date )
DEPARTMENT DES DIVISION Planning
CONTACT L. Stickel TELEPHONE 3182
*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Lorna Stickel

SUGGESTED
AGENDA TITLE (to assist in preparing a description for the printed agenda)

LCDC Grants

V,

o

increase? MWhat do the changes accomplish? Where does the money come from? What budget is
reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.)

DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Expratn the changes”fhxs”audWMod"makes. What budget does it )

[x] PERSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

This modification is to acknowledge receipt of two State Grants from the Land
Conservation and Development Commission. The first is a continuing maintenance
grant given every two years for long-range planning maintenance for the period
July 1, 1987-April 30, 1989 ($17,135). The second is a special one-time only
grant to assist the County in its Periodic Review of its land use plan. This
grant is for the period August 28, 1987 to our final order or April 30, 1989,
whichever comes first ($38,077). We request adding to the 1987/88 budget
$11,992 from the maintenance grant and $2£Za7§ from the Periodic Review grant
for a total of $3&#ﬁ&ﬁ The remainder will be placed within the FY 1988/89

budget. //(23 (9‘””Qg§f;£

(3. REVENUE IMPACT (Explain revenues being changed and the reason for the change) ‘ﬁ
The maintenance grant has been receipted in total and goes into our
existing LCDC grant account at an increase of $17,135. The periodic
review grant has been receipted at the 75% level, with the remainder
payable at acceptance of our close-out report. This is a revenue in-~
crease of 38,077 also receipted into the LCDC grant account, but as a
separate organization level.
\,
f4. CONTINGENCY STATUS (to be completed by Finance/Budget) <
Contingency before this modification (as of ) $
(Specify Fund) (Date)
( After this modification $
( Opiginated By Date Director Daté<
\E%H j%/éj Fﬁ) A 7 'v # :E?“”ff”
%;ance/ﬂudget Date 4 ;yxmlégfyee Relations vate
hte Ity 2agyes S M,, 2/24/%8
Board Approval j}?tuwﬂw,/ 3 Date
\ A /3 (58

.05438/7-85



EXPENDITURE

TRANSACTION €8 [ ) GM [ ] TRANSACTION DATE ACCOUNTING PERIOD wmg FY
ange
Document Organi- Reporting Current Revised Increase Sub-
Number Action Fund Agency zation Activity Category Object Amount Amount {Decresse) Total Description
030 | 5621 5100 12,642 Ply ¥rtiptd
0301 5621 5500 3,198 FV;’\%
030 | 5621 5550 1,517 T eindi
030 | 5621 7100 2,656 Todivtet Copts
0301} 5620 5200 8,245 TLMWM,AN
0301 5620 6230 1,750 le} ' 3 4
y,e,ﬁ',:;\:quva
030 | 5620 7150 400 Tete ot
030 | 5620 7100 1,597 T «u,{»écf Cosbs
32,005 01 ,
REVEKUE
TRANSACTION mB [ ] GM [ ] TRANSACTION DATE ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY
Change
Document Organi- ReportingRevenue Current Revised Increase Sub-
Number Action fund Agency zation Activity Category Source Amount Amount (Decrease) Total ODescription
156] 0301 5620 2347 : 11,992
156f 0304 5621 2347 20,013
7
7 32,005 s e

: t;s;zs/?,m




¢ PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD KO.

PROCEDURE #2201
Page #4 of 4

e e e ', o e i

i

\

' . ™
5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGES (Compute on a full year basis even though this
action affects only a part of the fiscal year.)
Annualized
FTE BASE PAY FRINGE TOTAL
Increase POSITION TITLE Increase Increase Increase
(Decrease) (Decrease) (Decrease (Decrease)
1 Planner 25,285 7,791 33,076
TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) 25,285 7,791 33,076
~—— o
*-n’
6.  CURRENT YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGES (calculate costs or savings that
will take place within this fiscal year; these should explain the
actual dollar amounts being changed by this Bud Mod.)
Current FY
Full Time Positions, BASE PAY FRINGE TOTAL
Part-Time, Overtime, Explanation of Change Increase Increase Increase
or Premium (Decrease) (Decrease {(Decrease)
.3 FTE Planner Places new funds in CCOC e B A ek
Budget (LGFS 5621) 1R.6d2. | 4715 17,357
Temporary 8,2@5 8,245
ot

0521B/6-85




APPENDIX A

DATE: 1/28/88

TO: BOARD OF CQUNTY COMMISSIONERS

DEPARTMENT AND CONTACT PERSON: Lorna Stickel

GRANTOR AGENCY: pepartment of Land Conservation and Development
BEGINNING DATE OF GRANT: August 28, 1987

PROJECT TITLE: Periodic Review Grant

PROJECT DESCRIPTION/GOALS: )

This is a grant which assists the County in completing its periodic
review under State Law of its Comprehensive Land Use Plan. The
grant is to be used for doing research, updating plan policies

and findings and ordinances for regulating land use.

PROJECT ESTIMATED BUDGET Direct/Indirect
PEDERAL SHARE: § /
STATE SHARE: § 33,344/4,733 38,077
COUNTY SHARE: $ /
TOTAL:  § 33,344,4,733 38,077

EXPLANATION OF LOCAL SHARE: (Explain indirect costs, hard-match, in-kind, etc.)
No actual local share is required although the County has already and will be
budgeting several times this grant amount to complete periodic review.

SPECIPY REPORTING AND/OR BILLING REQUIREMENTS OF GRANTOR AND WHO REPORTS
FINANCE DEPARTMENT X « IF DEPT. REPORTS, INDICATE REASON.

The DLCD has always accepted brief 1 to 2 page closeout reports on
their supplied forms, :
GRANT DURATION AND FUTURE RATIO: (Indicate amount of county match per year.)

~August 28, 1987 to date of County's final order periodic review order or
April 30, 1989, whichever comes first.

ADVANCE REQUESTED YES X NO. IF NOT, INDICATE REASON.

RECEIPT OF PUNDS WILL BE DEPOSITED TO PO BOX OR WIRED DIRECTLY
IF NOT, INDICATE REASON.

Funds are already 75% receipted as of November 18, 1987, the remainder will
be paid upon acceptance of the County's closeout report.

S i s 5 i ot



TOTAL
{Use appropriate County Base Fringe
clasgification with yearly
costs.)
“‘Planner © 25,285 7,791 33,076

EXPLAIN HATERIALS AND SERVICES AND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES WITH TOTAL DOLLAR
AMOUNTS

No M/S to come from this grant

COMMENTS

GRANT MANAGER G}:}«M&Jw {;%. ]/ij

Signature pate

BUDGET DIVISION

wéw 2/25 %%

Signature Date
FINANCE DIVISION
, /
an 4/%@ b 2)as/zs
nature Date

PERSONNEL DIVISION

PJMWM 2-24-%

Signature Date

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

P4 Date

0935p/0937p
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GRANT NO. pR-89044

STATE OF ORECON
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
PERIODIC REVIEW PLANNING GRANT AGREEMENT

By this agreement dated Qctober 21, 1987 » the Director of the Departme it
of tand Conscrvation and Development, acting in behalf of the Land
Conservation and Development Commission, agrees Lo provide funding for
periodic review planning activities for the period of August 28, 1987
through the datc of the grantee's final periodic review order, or

April 30 1989, whichever date comes first.

l. CGrantec Name:  Myltnomah County . ...
2. Periodic Review Planning Grant Amount: S 3g8,077.00. _°
3. Jurisdictions benefiting from this agreement (please identify of wer

jurisdictions involved i1n agreeoment for planning services):

e Nane

The Grantee in consideraltion of the grant amount, agrees to perform the
periodic review planning activities specificed in the periodic review
notice including any modifications made by the Department, under

OAR 660-19-050, and agrees to the standard and special conditions of tLhis
agreement.  Grantee's periodic review notice 1s considered to be the work
program and is incorporated herein by this reference.

If not accepted and returned to the Department of Land Conservation ani
Development before November 21, 1987 , Lhis agreement to provid:
funding 1s void.

Crant payment schedule:

I. 75" upon acceptance.
2. 25% final paymont upon approval of closeout report.

Crantee data (to be completed by Crantec upon acceptance) :

Bob Hall e Mult. Co. Div. of Planning

Contact Person Crantee Mailling Address
2115 S.E. Morrison

(248-3047 Portland, Oregon 97123
Telephone Number City/State

i'or the Department of Land
Conscrvalion and™pevelopment

_Multnom#h County Ch ({;/r

“Printed Name and Title

jé’n}w}! . Rdss, Director

October_ 21, 1987 _ _October 29, 1987
Date Date

*(See reverse for Standard and Special Conditions)



Department of Land Conservation and Development

1175 COURT STREET NE, SALEM, OREGON 97310-0580 PHONE (503) 378-4926

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Chief Administrative Off(izif,/

FROM: James F. Ross, Di ector<\

SUBJECT: PERIODIC REVIEW PLANNING GRANTS AGREEMENT

I am pleascd Lo announce that funding is available for periodic
review planning activities. As a jurisdiction which has been
notified of your periodic review requirements, you are eligiblec.
The amount of the offer is identified on the attached form.

Eligible activities are those tasks required for periodic revicw.
These have been described in your periodic review notice. Ple:se
read the agreement carefully and pay special attention to the
grant period shown in paragraph A, and the expiration date of
this offer shown in paragraph C. Close out forms will be sent
within the month of closing.

Grant aarcement must be signed and received by the Department :'n
Salem no later than November 21, 1987 , to be eligible for
current funding.

Initial payments will be made following return of this grant
agreement.  Final payment if applicable will be made after you!
closeout is received by the department

Questions regarding Periodic Review Planning Grants should be
addressed to Mary Gould at 373-0076.

ECEIVE
R 0CT 2 61987 @

Multnomah County
Zomng Division

Fnclosure
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MULTNOMAH CoOUNTY OREGON

= :
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYSMCCOY o Chalr o 248-5308
PAULINE ANDERSON » District 1 & 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE st
GRETCHEN KAFOURY # District2 & 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER » District 3 » 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 48-

POLLY CASTERLINE e District4 » 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN »  Clerk » 248.3277

March 3, 1988

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

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Yarborough:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

Request of the Director of Environmental Services)
for approval of Budget Modification DES #9 re-
flecting additional revenues in the amount of
$32,005 from State Land Conservation and Devel-
opment Commission to Planning, various line items
to implement two grant programs relating to land
use planning program: 1) continuing maintenance
grant for long range planning maintenance for
period July 1, 1987 to April 30, 1989 - $17,135;
2) Periodic Review of its land use plan for per-
iod August 28, 1987 to final order or April 30,
1989, whichever occurs first - $38,077), and
funding additional employees R-9a)

St

St S s Sl St St it i Soicut? i

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

ORDERED that said request be approved, and budget modifica~-
tion be implemented.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Clerk of the Board

jm
cc: Budget
Finance

1 C
Em??g%gé Relations
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March 3, 1988

Mr. Paul Yarborough, Director

Department of Environmental Services
2115 SE Morrison
Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Yarborough:

Be it remembered, that at a-meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

Notice of Intent to apply to Oregon Department of)

Land Conservation & Development Commission for

periodic review grant in the amount of $38,077 )
for Planning Division R-9b)

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

ORDERED that said Notice of Intent be approved.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

jm
ce: Planning & Development
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JANE McGARVIN
CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RECEIVED FROM

BUDGET
BUD MOD DES #9 approved

R-9a

7 s /%A;é

remccs PLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE
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Rk —y .
. }REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR h
S AU (Date)

QEPARTMENT : Nondepartmental e . DIVISION  Tax Supervising Commissxon

CONTACT Susan Pape TELEPHONE 248-3054

AGENDA TITLE (to assist 1n preparing a description for the printed agenda)
a3 Budget modification transf&ring $13 283 from M&S to PS to cover wage
increases effective july 1 1987 ,

: e

S AL

B\

.

«| increase? - What do the changes accomplish? = Where does the money come
| reduced? "Attach additional information if you need more space.)
[ ] PERSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

om? What budget is

(2. DESCRIPTION or MODIFICATION (Explainthechanges thisBud Mod “makes— What budget does 1t

:'fé.r;CONTINGENCY STATUS (to be completed by FinantelBudget) R ey
b Contingency before this modification (as of ) %

(Specify Fund) S ;/ (Date)
S : e Ll After this modificatian

~/ -

: Originated By L Date oy Dep rtment Directcr

UFinam\z/Bud;;ejc\’Qyw tf Date 2* H gg " &

Board Approval

. 05438/7-85




'ACCOUNTING PERIOD

Reviéeé
Amount -

Current
Amount

~ Reporting

(Decrease) Total

Descr!ption

10,671

(2,465)

5,077

(13,283)

REVENUE ‘
TRANSACTION na £ 1

Document

Number Action Fund Agency zation Activity Category Source Amount ~ amount

Z

GM [ ] TRANSACTION DATE___ ACCOUNTING PERIOD

72

-0-

Org ani- »4: Reportfngnevenue , Current

" BUDGET FY_. "

Change

‘ Increase = Sub-

_(Decrease) Total Description

e

05438/7-85

I0TAL _REVENUE CHANGE
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mMuULTNOMAH CounNnTY

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS SLADVGMCCOY & Clle. & 990900

ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE - PAULINE ANDERGON & Disinct | & pas 5220
« o - GRETCHEN KAFOURY o District2 # 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER e District 3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 . ' bty
' POLLY CASTERLINE # District4 ® 248-5213
JANEMCGARVIN @ Clerk ® 248-3277

March 3, 1988

Mr. Dave Warren, Budget Manager
Budget & Management Analysis
1121 SW Fifth, Room 1400
Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Warren:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County

Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

Budget Modification Nondepartmental #9 making an )
appropriation transfer in the amount of $13,283 )
within Tax Supervising Commission from Materials )
and Services to Personal Services to cover wage )
increases effective July 1, 1987 ; R-10)

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

ORDERED that said request be approved, and budget modifica-
tion be implemented.

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

= b4 a ,A_w_:w
Clerk of the Board

jm
cc: Finance '
Tax Supervising & Conservation Committee




JANE McGARVIN

RECEIVED FROM
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CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RECORDING ENGINEERING ZONING

(i)i{DERBgS%ZZ ACCEPT DEED FROM ROBERT R & ANITA L BAILEY FOR CO RD NO 1570
em -

R-6 016650 1

016651
22 Duria)

PLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE

Poese CC.2
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JANE McGARVIN
CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RECEIVED FROM

— ..

RECORDING 7 ENGINEERING

ZONING

ORDER #88-22 ACCEPT DEED FROM RO

TA L BAILEY FOR CO RD NO 1570
Item 88-27

PLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE

Poem CLC-2






JANE McGARVIN

RECEIVED FROM

CLERK, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS . MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

BUDGET

BUD MOD NONDEPT. # 9 approved.

R-10

_@/,@

remccy FPLEASE SIGN & RETURN THIS RECEIPT TO COMMISSIONERS OFFICE
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Subject:_Performance Agreement for
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BRIEF SUMMARY Shculd include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state- .
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quL&MW ’
Performance Agreement for Emergency chmunlcation . o
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GLADYS McCOQY, Multnomah County Chair

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

(503) 248-3308

March 3, 1988

Honorable J. E. Bud Clark
Mayor, City of Portland
1220 S. W. 5th Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Bud:

The Mul tnomah County Board of Commissioners has discussed the
BOEC performance agreement for this fiscal year in great detail. Because
of their serious concerns about the relationship between the performance
agreement and the enabling agreement, the Board decided not to ratify the
performance agreement. Instead, they adopted the enclosed resolution.

The resolution clearly enumerates the County's positions on both
agreements. Hank Miggins, my executive assistant, will be contacting
your office soon so we can begin working on the resolution of the issues.

GM:ddf

An Equal Opportunity Employer



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the matter of the Performance Agreement for )

Emergency Communication Based upon the Emergency ) RESOLUTION
Communications/Operations Center Agreement )
WHEREAS, the Emergency Commmications/Operations Center

agreement between the City of Portland and Multnomah County no longer
reflects the current\conditions, and

WHEREAS, the ‘\Center is no longer operated in accordance with
that agreement, and

WHEREAS, certaip basic issues contained in that agreement have
not been resolved, and

WHEREAS, the Board, of County Commissioners desires to have a
long-term agreement with the other jurisdictions within the County to
continue to own and operate a joint center.

that the County will enter into
negotiations with the respective, jurisdictions within 30-days of this

Resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED t: the vegotiations include:

. the day-to-day operation\of the center under a civilian
director selected by the \iser jurisdictions.

. the organizational struct and the various governance
aspects as relate to users ¥nd their influence on policy and
budget matters.

DATED this day of

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Y.
Gladys McCo
Laurence Kressel, County Counsel Mul tnomah Coynty Chair




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY OOMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the matter of the Performance Agreement for )
Emergency Communication Based upon the Emergency ) RESOLUTION
ommmpications/Operations Center Agreement )

WHEREAS, the City of Portland and Multnomah County made and
entered into an intergovernmental agreement establishing a combined
City-County Emergency Commumications/Operations Center, and

EREAS, the Center is no longer operated in accordance with
that agreement, and

FREA§, the Board of County Commissioners desires to have a
long-term agreement with Portland, Gresham and Troutdale to continue
joint ownership and administration of an emergency commmications center
and,

WHEREAS, the\Board of County Commissioners desires to have a
funding formula agreed\to by all users, and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners desires that the
Center be operated by a civilian Director selected by the user
jurisdictions.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners acknowledge the need
to 8§esolve the uncertainties iR the funding of the center by June 30,
19 -

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED\ that the county will enter into
negotiations with the respective jukisdictions within 30-days.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the negotiations include:

The day-to-day operation of the center
under a civilian director selegted by
the user jurisdictions.

The establishment of a user Poli

Board (Technical Operations) and a yser
Governing Board (Elected Officials) who
will participate in budget preparation,

Stwr /BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these negotiatidps will be completed
by Me30, 1988. |

DATED this day of , 1988.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGO!
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: . By:
Laurence Kressel : G{‘ﬁys McCoy
County Counsel Mul tnomah County Chair




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the matter of the Performance Agreement for )
Emergency Communication Based upon the Emergency ) RESOLUTION
Communications/Operations Center Agreement ) #88-24

WHEREAS, the City of Portland and Multnomah County made and
entered into an intergovernmental agreement establishing a combined
City~County Emergency Communications/Operations Center; and

WHEREAS, the Center is no longer operated in accordance with
that agreement; and

WHERFAS, the Board of County Commissioners desires to have a
long-term agreement with Portland, Gresham and Troutdale to continue
joint ownership and administration of an emergency communications center;
and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners desires to have a
funding formula agreed to by all users; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners desires that the
Center be operated by a civilian Director selected by the user
jurisdictions; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners acknowledges the need
to gesalve the uncertainties in the funding of the center by June 30,
1988.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Multnomah County will enter
into negotiations with the respective jurisdictions within 30-days.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the negotiations include:

The day-to-day operation of the center
under a civilian director selected by
the user jurisdictions.

The establishment of a user Policy

Board (Technical Operations) and a user
Governing Board (Elected Officials) who
will participate in budget preparation

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these negotlatmns will be completed
by May 30, 1988.

DATED this T4  day of March = 1ogg,
BOARD OF COUNTY WSSIMS

COUNTY,
Vg
urdndg Kressel Gladys Mc(by
unty Counsel Mul tnomah ty Chair

(SEAL)
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& MULTNOMAH COoUNTY OREGON

GLADYSMcCOY »  Chair e 248-3308

ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 ¢ 248-5219
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JANE McGARVIN & Clerk e 248-3277
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March 3, 1988

Sheriff Fred Pearce
12240 NE Glisan
Portland, OR

Dear Sheriff Pearce:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March’'3, 1988, the following action was taken:

In the matter of the Performance Agreement for )
Emergency Communication Based upon the Emergency ) RESOLUTION
Communications/Operations Center Agreement R-11) #88~-24

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel, requested that draft num-
bers be placed at the bottom of all documents in order to be sure of
which draft is being considered.

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

Commissioner Kafoury requested changing the date of May 30,
1988 to December 31, 1988. v

Barbara Donin, Chair's Office, explained that packets were
delivered late last night with the latest version of the Resolution;

and that only a few typographical changes were made to the Resolu-
tion.

Commissioner Kafoury moved to amend the date, duly seconded
by Commissioner Anderson.

Commissioner Miller said she had no problem with changing
the date, but that she is concerned about the money and whether or
not it will be put in escrow.

Following discussion, Hank Miggins, Executive Assistant to
the Chair, explained the new Resolution does not speak about payment
of money, but the payment, based upon the formula for the old Per-
formance Agreement, has been budgeted; and can be transferred to the
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City of Portland if the Board authorizes payment. The difference
between the two Performance Agreements is an increase of $140,000
which would be paid from Contingency.

Commissioner Casterline stated she had been in touch with
the City of Portland, and was assured the City would prorate the
$140,000 increase to the other city jurisdictions should the County
put the money in escrow. She said she objects to that procedure.

Commissioner Anderson withdrew her second on the motion.
At this time, Commissioner Kafoury withdrew her motion.

Commissioner Anderson expressed her views that the Board
needs the enabling agreement with the City of Portland upgraded and
that technical aspects of the agreement changed; then a Performance
Agreement, compatible with the updated enabling agreement, should be
developed. She feels negotiations are not necessary.

Mr. Miggins agreed, but said that the enabling agreement
has been in force for two and a half years without being enforced.

' Commissioner Anderson said it is a violation of the enabl-
ing agreement that a police captain is the Director, and that this
problem should be rectified immediately.

Commissioner McCoy answered Commissioner Anderson, by say-
ing that at this time, it is impossible to determine why certain
acts were done and why they are continuing, however, through the
proposed Resolution, negotiations can begin to solve these disagree-
ments.

Following discussion, Captain Jim Slausen, Gresham police
department, stated that all parties using BOEC agree the enabling
agreement set-aside of two years ago should not have been done. The
user group decided to move ahead with a Performance Agreement, and
at the same time, encouraged elected officials to review the enabl-
ing agreement. He recommended passage of the Performance Agreement,
and asked that both Gresham and Troutdale become co-signers on fu-
ture agreements. Penalties for not adhering to the enabling agree-
ment are probably non-existent. He stated the date for completion
might be more reasonable if extended to September; and encouraged
the Board to resolve issues before the next budget period. He sta-
ted the language of the Performance Agreement, regarding a civilian
director, allows and encourages filling that position with a civili-
an; and added that ten years ago the intent was that the Communica~
tion Center would be the Emergency Dispatch Center for emergency
communications for all of Multnomah County.
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Commissioner Kafoury expressed her frustration that the
Board has not ratified an agreement all other jurisdictions involved
have agreed to; and explained that the Board sent the team out to
negotiate the formula, and she is concerned because the Board is now
saying something different.

Captain Slausen stated he feels now is a better timing for
negotiation because the City of Portland's Mayor Clark and Police
Chief Walker are now ready to sit down and discuss issues.

Commissioner Miller said her concern is regarding the open
ended costs of the enabling agreement; and that the civilian direc-
tor is critical because of the difference in cost.

Following discussion, Commissioner Casterline suggested
holding the matter over a week to make the decision.

Commissioner McCoy asked about the Performance Agreement,
which has been signed by all but Multnomah County; and asked if it
needs to come before the Board, or could be signed administratively.

Mr. Kressel advised that since this is an intergovernmental
agreement, it must be approved by the Board.

Following discussion, the motion was considered, and upon a
roll call vote, it is

ORDERED that said Resolution be approved. Commissioner
Kafoury voting NO.

Following discussion, the Board decided that the committee
who worked on the Performance Agreement, and the Chair will develop
procedures for negotiating the matter with all jurisdictions involv-
ed.

Commissioner Miller suggested procedures follow the same
format as that used in labor negotiations.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

McGarv
Clerk of the Board
jm
ce: Commissioner McCoy

Budget
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(Revised: 3-2-88)

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Emergency )
Basic Needs Committee Report ) RESOLUTION
of February 23, 1988 ) : #88-25

WHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners and the City
Council established the City-County Emergency Basic Needs
Committee by Ordinance No. 495 (County) and Ordinance No.

158185 (City) and charged the Committee to develop specific
policy, budget and planning recommendations, and produce a plan
for co-ordinated delivery of emergency basic needs services; and

WHEREAS the City-County Emergency Basic Needs Committee
("EBNC") has examined ways to improve co-ordination in funding,
planning, advocacy and delivery of emergency basic needs and
community action services including shelter, food, energy
assistance, transportation, medical assistance,
employment/income maintenance, and case management; and

WHEREAS EBNC has presented to the Board of County
Commissioners and the City Council its Plan for Coordination of
Emergency Basic Needs Services (February s BN
PIan') which recommends the adoption and implementation of a
spgcific service delivery model and a specific funding model;
an ,

WHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners recognizes
emergency basic needs services as one element of provision of
human services in Multnomah County; and

WHEREAS the Board of Commissioners determines that
implementing the elements of this resolution would result in
more effective and efficient delivery of emergency basic needs
and community action services;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that:

1. The Board commends EBNC for responding to its charge in
an exemplary manner and for producing a plan which has achieved
support from broad sectors of the community.




2. The Board adopts the following EBNC recommendations:

a) to ''create a single countywide community action
agency to coordinate planning and channeling of funds for
emergency basic needs and community action services in
Multnomah County' under contract with the Board of County
Commissioners which expands '"its current designation to become
the countywide governing authority for community action;" and

b) to "adopt a service delivery model organized around
9-12 emergency service centers;' and

c¢) to "establish an Advisory Committee to advise the
funders and the countywide community action agency."

3. The Board affirms its intention to proceed in good faith
efforts toward implementation of those recommendations.

4. The Board takes no action on any fiscal recommendations
pending: 1) policy and fiscal analysis by the County of the
EBNC Plan and of the transition of Multnomah County Community
Action Agency (''MCCAA") to an independent agency; 2) the
County's regular budget process; 3) the progress of discussions
with the Community Action Agency of Portland ("CAAP") and
"MCCAA"; and 4) commitment of other funders.

5. Subject to the preceding paragraph, the Board instructs
the Department of Human Services and other representatives the
Board may designate to enter into negotiations with the Board
of CAAP in order to move implementation forward, and to
maintain regular communication with the Board concerning the
progress of these negotiations.

6. The Board affirms its support for the transition of
MCCAA to a private not-for-profit agency capable of continuing
to deliver quality services in Mid and East County, and
requests the Department to provide regular reports to the Board
on progress toward this end.

7. It is the Board's desire to have the elements of this
resolution in place by July 1, 1988.

ADOPTED THIS 3rd DAY OF MARCH, 1988.
(SEAL) BOARD OF, COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

OMAH Cig%? gREGON
ladys M¢Coy, Chaxr
APPROVED AS TO RM
/L47~€L»

ayirence Kressel, County Counsel




(Revised: 3-2-88)

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIOMERS

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Emergency )
Basic Needs Committee Report g * RESOLUTI@HN
of February 23, 1988 n

WHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners and the/City
Council established the City-County Emergency Basic eeds
Committee by Ordinance No. 495 (County) and Ordina .
158185 (City) and charged the Committee to develo specific
policy, budget and planning recommendations, and produce a plan
for co-ordinated delivery of emergency basic negds services; and

WHEREAS the City-County Emergency Basic
("EBNC'") has examined ways to improve co-ordination in funding,
planning, advocacy and delivery of emergenc¥ basic needs and
community action services including shelter, food, energy
asslstance, transportation, medical assigtancc,
employment/income maintenance, and case/management; and

WHEREAS EBNC has presented to the/Board of County
Commissioners and the City Council #ts Plan for Coordination of
Emergency Basic Needs Services (February 23, 1988) ("EBNC
Plan") which recommends the adoption and implementation of a
sp§c1fic service delivery model /And a specific funding model;
an

WHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners recognizes
emergency basic needs services as one element of provision of

human services in Multnomah County; and

/

. WHEREAS the Board of Commissioners determines that
implementing the elemeénts of this resolution would result in
more effective and efficient delivery of emergency basic needs
and community actién services;

/

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that:

1. The Board commends EBNC for responding to its charge in
an exemplary manner and for producing a plan which has achieved
support from broad sectors of the community.



*

LY

2. The Board adopts the following EBNC recommendations:

a) to ''create a single countywide community action
agency to coordinate planning and channeling of fundg for
emergency basic needs and community action services in ~
Multnomah County' under contract with the Board of Cgmntg
Commissioners which expands '"its current designation’to becone
the countywide governing authority for community gﬁtion;" and

A R
b) to "adopt a service delivery model otrganized around
9-12 emergency service centersg £

" > £ (gl B
v | 3(3/5%

c) to "establish an Advisory Co ttee to ﬁdvise the
funders and the countywide community actjon agency.
s

3. The Board affirms its intention/to proceed in good faith
efforts toward implementation of tho recommendations.

4. The Board takes no action on any fiscal recommendations
endin%: 1) policy and fiscal ana)Yysis by the County of the
BNC Plan and of the transition @gf Multnomah County Community
Action Agency ('"MCCAA") to an iddependent agency; 2) the
County's regular budget procesé; 3) the progress of discussions
with the Community Action Ageficy of Portland (''CAAP") and
"MCCAA"; and 4) commitment other funders.

5. Subject to the precéding paragraph, the Board instructs
the Department of Human Sérvices and other representatives the
Board may designate to ter into negotiations with the Board
of CAAP in order to mové implementation forward, and to

maintain regular commyfniication with the Board concerning the
progress of these negbtiations.

6. The Board affirms its support for the transition of
MCCAA to a private/not-for-profit agency capable of continuing
to deliver quality services in Mid and East County, and

requests the Depdrtment to provide regular reports to the Board
on progress towdrd this end.

/

/
7. It is phe Board's desire to have the elements of this
resolution in place by July 1, 1988,

ADOPTED THIS DAY OF MARCH, 1988.

Arpm————

(SEAL) BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Gladys McCoy, Chair
APPROVED AS TO FORM .

Laurenceé Kressel, County Counser




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON ///

/
In the Matter of the Emergency ) ,
Basic Needs Committee Report ) RESOLUTIO
of February 23, 1988 ) )
: s
/

e
WHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners and the City
Council established the City-County Emergency Basic Needs
Committee by Ordinance No. 495 (County) and Ordinance No.
158185 (City) and charged the Committee to deVelyﬁ specific
policy, budget and planning recommendations, and produce a plan
for co-ordinated delivery of emergency basic needs services; and

WHEREAS the City-County Emergency Basic Needs Committee
("EBNC") has examined ways to improve co-ordination in funding, ¢
planning, advocacy and delivery of emergefcy basic needs and i Actrons
- - * * g WW -
assistance, transportation, medical assistance,
employment/income maintenance, and case management; and

WHEREAS EBNC has presented to tpé Board of County
Commissioners and the City Council/its Plan for Coordination of
Emergency Basic Needs Services (Fébruary y
Plan") which recommends the adop&ion and implementation of a
specific service delivery model’ and a specific funding model;
and s

/

WHEREAS the Board of Codnty Commissioners recognizes
emergency basic needs services as one element of provision of
human services in Multnqyah County;

Greg ST (Heees
NOW, THEREFORE, BE/IT RESOLVED that:

1. The Board copfiends EBNC for responding to its charge in
an exemplary manner.

2. The Board/adopts the EBNC recommendation to "create a
single countywide community action agency to coordinate
planning and c¢hanneling of funds for emergency basic needs and
community action services in Multnomah County" and the EBNC
recommendation to "adopt a service delivery model organized
around 9-12 emergency Service centers, based upon the current
non-profit agencies in Multnomah County,'" and affirms its
intenti to proceed in good faith efforts toward
implementation of those recommendations.

Resolution in the Matter of EBNC Report, page 1 of 2 pages.



3. The Board takes no action on any fiscal recommendations
pending: 1) policy and fiscal analysis by the County of the
EBNC Plan and of the transition of MCCAA to an independent
agency; 2) the County's regular budget process; 3) the progress
of discussions with the Community Action Agency of Portland
("CAAP") and Multnomah County Community Action Agency
("MCCAA"); and 4) commitment of other funders.

4. Subject to the preceding paragraph, the Board instructs
the Department of Human Services and other representatives the
Board may designate to enter into negotiations with the Board
of CAAP in order to move implementation forward, and to
maintain regular communication with the Board concerning the
progress of these negotiations.

5. The Board affirms its support for the transition of
MCCAA to a private not-for-profit agency capable of continuing
to deliver quality services in Mid and East County, and
requests the Department to provide regular reports to the Board
on progress toward this end.

6. It is the Board's desire to have the elements of this
resolution in place by July 1, 1988,

ADOPTED THIS DAY OF MARCH, 1988.

(SEAL) BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Gladys McCoy, Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel

Resolution in the Matter of EBNC Report, page 2 of 2 pages. B
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DRAFT ~ DRAFT

MEMORANDUM

TO: Interested Persons

FROM: City~County Emergency Basic Needs Committee

DATE: March 1, 1988

SUBJECT: Coordination of Local Funding for Emergency Basic Needs

Local funders (City of Portland, Multnomah County and United Way) contribute
substantial discretionary funding to the emergency basic needs and community
action services system. In FY 1987-88 total local discretionary funding is
estimated at $3.25 million for benefits and services. This amount includes
City and County general funds, City and County Community Development Block
Grant funds (for services but not for housing acquisition/rehabilitation) and
United Way funds. (This estimate does not include earmarked funds received
under the McKinney Homeless Assistance Act, State Homeless Assistance funds,
Federal Emergency Management Agency funds, Community Service Block Grant funds
or State/Federal energy assistance funds.)

Funding Source Types of Services Funded Discretionary Funds

City of Portland Night shelters;“gxggflow winter shelter;
CMI, youth and @# shelters; emergency
housing vouchers; emergency child care,
energy assistance and other services est. § 800,000

Multnomah County Case management services; clean-up services;
CMI and youth shelters; emergency housing
vouchers; “high resource user” services;
community action services (MCCAA); housing
counseling and other services est. $ 725,000

United Way Variety of services through emergency
helping agencies and neighborhood agencies. est. $l,725,000
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& MULTNOMARH CoOUNTY OREGON

GLADYSMcCOY ® Chair e 248-3308
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS PAULINE ANDERSON o Distict 1 & 248.5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE e -

GRETCHEN KAFOURY @ District2 # 248-5219
i h S assilila i CAROLINE MILLER ® District 3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

POLLY CASTERLINE » District4 & 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN »  Clerk e 248-3277

March 3, 1988

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

Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Zussy:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

In the matter of Emergency Basic Needs Committee ) RESOLUTION
Report of February 23, 1988 R-12) #88-25

Commissioner McCoy stated the document being considered is
the one designated as Revised 3/2/88.

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel, said he will meet with

Board staff to develop a procedure for identifying drafts for Reso-
lutions, Ordinances, etc.

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

Commissioner Kafoury stated that the action taken in the
Resolution culminates a five-year discussion process between local
governments and the community to establish which jurisdiction is
responsible for Emergency Basic Needs, and to improve the delivery
system. She' said the underlying problem is that there is never
enough money available to provide for needed services, and that the
Board's concern is that the County would be responsible for lost
revenues from either the State or the Federal governments. She as-
sured the Board that is not the expectation, and explained her point
of view. She noted that currently most persons needing emergency
services are families; and that 527 of persons falling into this
category in Multnomah County, are families with children. She urged
the Board to pass the Resolution keeping in mind that this fits the
Board service priority of prevention.




-2

Commissioner Casterline asked if the Advisory Committee
referred to on Page 2 (2c.), is the same as the Funder's Advisory
Committee.

Commissioner Kafoury said yes, and that elected officials
will sit at the table with agency heads to work out Emergency Basic
Needs processes.

Mr. Kressel assured the Board the Resolution does not adopt
the report, but does adopt recommendations. He read (2a) on page 2,
and warned the Board that if the County contracts with outside enti-
ties, there is a danger of legal responsibility for the acts of the
contractural entity in case of misappropriation of funds or some
other negligent action. He said, that though the language is not
illegal, it does increase the risk for the County. He read (2b) on
page 2, and recommended that the last phrase be removed as it would
be a violation of the Public Contract Review regulations.

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

ORDERED that 2.b) be amended to read, "adopt a service de-
liverx model organized around 9-12 emergency service cen-
ters.

Commissioner Miller signaled to the Board that her vote
does not include approval to fund the matter. She stated the County
has grown by adding services and new personnel; and listed services
now being provided which have not provided accompanying support
staff to keep up with added responsibilities. As a result, person-
nel are breaking down, taking more sick time off, and some are fil-
ing grievances or leaving the County. She feels it is necessary to
build County infrastructure by '"building up' the support staff. She
discussed problems incurred using present procedures and result in
increased County liability and inefficiency.

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

mously
ORDERED that said amended Resolution be approved.
Very truly yours,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
. Clerk of the Board
jm

ce: BillVThomaa i
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MULTNOMAH CoOUunNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GLADYSMcCOY » Chair e 2483308
PAULINE ANDERSON » District 1 ® 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE
GRETCHEN KAFOURY e District2 ® 248-5219
1021 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE CAROLINE MILLER  District3 ® 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

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

March 3, 1988

Ms. Linda Alexander, Director
Department of General Services
1120 sw Fifth
Portland, OR

Dear Ms. Alexander:

Be it remembered, that at a meeting of the Board of County
Commissioners held March 3, 1988, the following action was taken:

(Recess as Board of Commissioners and sitting as the Budget
Committee)

Consideration of Budget Policy Issues ~ 5 year )
revenue projections R-13)

David Warren, Budget Manager, reviewed economic predictions
and presented the Board with options for budget planning.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

jm
cc: Budget
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AR MuULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR (503) 248-3303 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
PORTLAND BUILDING BUDGET & MANAGEMENT GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR
1120 S.W. FIFTH, 14TH FLOOR ANALYSIS {503) 248-3883 PAULINE ANDERSON
PORTLAND, OR 97204-1934 COUNTY COUNSEL (503) 248-3138 POLLY CASTERLINE
EMPLOYEE RELATIONS (503) 248-5015 GRETCHEN KAFOURY
' FINANCE DIVISION (503) 248-3312 CAROLINE MILLER

MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of County Commissioners

FROM: Jack Horner, Director Csahaﬁé

Office of Planning and Budget
David Warren, Budget Manager DX W~

DATE: February 29, 1988
SUBJECT: Implications on the 1988-89 Budget of the 5 Year Finan%ia]
Forecast

In reviewing the outcome of the budget retreat of February 3, 1988, the
members of the Finance Committee were concerned that the County's long term
fiscal picture may be at odds with the enthusiasms of the Commissioners.

The Finance Committee recommends that the Board review the financial position
of the County and consider the impact of the 1988-89 budget deliberations on
the next five years.

FINANCIAL SUMMARY

Attached are six estimates of the County's fiscal position for the next five
years. They vary based on different assumptions about revenues the County
will receive and based on different levels of ongoing programs the County may
want to pay for.

These projections show that:

a. without adding any significant ongoing program commitments, the
County has three years of stability in front of it, and even if the
economy takes a downturn that cuts into County revenues, a program
reduction of less than 1% in 1991-92 will bring the budget back into -
balance. L

b. any significant increased ongoing costs will require cuts in current
program spending even if the economy grows in a way that bolsters
County revenue.

Given the County's financial history and the current experience of other local
governments, this is almost an enviable position. However, it implies that
although shifts between programs may occur over the next 3 to 5 years, new
programs can only be paid for at the expense of current programs.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Memo to BCC
February 29, 1988
Page 2

LONG TERM CONSIDERATIONS

Before the Board makes decisions about the 1988-89 budget, it may be helpful
to give some thought to this long range picture and see if it can identify a
direction for the whole period.

The following questions illustrate ways to explore a multi-year orientation to
the 1988-89 budget process.

If the Board must make a choice, does it intend to provide continuity for
current services or does it intend to shift resources from current
services into new services?

Are there major County services which the Board wishes to phase out,
either by scaling back on the level of service (as the Board did with
Resolution A) or by negotiating a transfer to another level of government
(as was done with the transfer of Courts to the State)?

What level of investment should be made in prevention and cost avoidance
within the infrastructure: system efficiencies (whether provided by data
processing or by management staff) or identifying and providing for
unforeseen costs (for example through strengthening planning and control
staff positions or stepping up risk analysis)?

How can the County best position itself for the day the Library and Jail
serial levies terminate?

On a more concrete level, given the demands for space in the County
Courthouse, how should the County proceed on the question of relocating
the Board and the District Attorney?

Over what period of time should each of these issues be addressed?

Finally, given our new commitment to strategic planning and the practical
reality of not getting it substantially underway until the 1989-90 budget
year, is it prudent to make any major shifts or commitments until next
year?

On March 31, 1988, following the formal agenda, we would like to review
briefly the five year financial projection with the Board.

0927F/DW/kd
Attachments .
: L
cc: Linda Alexander Fred Pearce ;
John Angell Sally Anderson '
Paul Yarborough Jean Miley
Duane Zussy Betsy Williams
Mike Schrunk ‘ Denise Chuckovich
Kelly Bacon Kathy Tinkle

Hank Miggins



REVENUES

Historical
Growth
(p. )

High
Economic
Growth
(p. 8

Low
Economic
Growth
(p. B

0881M

SUMMARY OF PROJECTIONS AND RESULTS
(Dollars in $1,000's)

EXPENDITURES
Minimum Desired
Current Additions Additions
(pp. 10-11) (pp.12-13) (pp. 14-15)
1 2
FY Cut FY Cut
88-89 0 88-89 ( 954)
89-90 0 89-90 ( 308) NO PROJECTION
90-91 0 90-91 ( 268)
91-92 0 91-92 0
92-93 0 92-93 0
3 4
FY Cut FY Cut
88-89 0 88-89 (1,710
NO PROJECTION 89-90 ( 525) 89-90 (1,027
90-91 0 90-91 0
91-92 0 91-92 0
92-93 0 .92-93 0
5 6
FY Cut FY Cut
88-89 0 88-89 (1,028
89-90 0 89-90 0 NO PROJECTION
90-91 0 90-91 ( 294)
91-92 (730) 91-92 (1,585)
92-93 0 92-93 0




3 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3
CURRENT EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, HISTORICAL REVENUE GROWTH

22-Feb-88
COUNTY BUDGETED REBUIREMENTS 1987-88 1988-8% 1989-%0 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Personal Services 850,140 $93,491 $55,985 $59, 664 $43,588 $47,331
Haterials & Services 32,842 35,421 37,542 39,986 42,415 44,883
Capital Outlay 76% 815 864 710 939 1,014
Subtolal 83,751 89,728 94,392 100, 559 106,962 113,228
Scheduled Costs (see below) 36,858 33,6217 - 34,778 24,047 24,546 24,674
Contingency 3,030 1,300 1,368 1,625 2,402 3,694
Arount Cut 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL COUNTY REGUIREMENTS 123,639 124,655 130,538 126,232 133,909 141,596
COUNTY REVENUES 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Tax Base 0 0 9 0 0 0
Continuing Revenue 115,585 121,618 128,116 123,744 131,228 138,786 -
Larryover 8,054 3,037 2,422 2,518 2,481 2,810
TOTAL COUNTY REVENUES 123,639 124,655 130,538 126,262 133,909 141,596
TOTAL cmmﬁ EXPENDITURES ' 121,268 122,233 128,020 123,580 131,099 138,409
BALANCE (Revenues less Expenditures) 3,037 2,422 2,518 2,681 2,810 2,987

1222223 222222212 2222222222223222233232 2223232222 2222222222222322222232222232 2222 28222 2222222222 22222 3332282232222 322222 2223222323223 23222322 2222223222322223322244
l*Q!!if!i{**ii!}i!!!f&f!ii*l!iifiiif*!f&ﬂ'iii*‘!H‘**‘Hl!iiﬂ*ﬂ*ﬂ»”*!H!H{*&!H’*‘Hiﬂ***!!H4*!**!!!*&*“&!H&H*!l*{*!!!{-H—{-if!li*ﬂ-i!H'H'fff!*i*ii!*illli!i!“’i

EXPENDITURE & INFLATIONARY ASSUKPTIONS 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Expenditure 7 0.980 0,980 0. 960 0.960 0.980 0.980
Base Annual Increase 1,041 1,060 1,060 1,083 1,054
Fringe Annual Increase 1,061 1,080 1,080 1073 1,074
KLS/CD Annual Increase 1.060 1,080 1,033 1,054 1,057
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5 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3
CURRENT EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, HISTORICAL REVENUE GRONTH

SCHEDULED 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
School Fund 1, 144 1,144 1,144 1,144 1,144 1,144
Borrowing 9,39 9,400 9,400 9,400 §,400 9,400
Parks Dev ’ 739 220 220 220 220 220
. dJail Levy §,271 4,442 4,524 288 144 72
New Developsent 582 200 200 200 200 200
DP Mainlenance 0 ‘ 0 0 1] 0
Lity Bldg. 542 539 578 597 619 430
Wilities 1,904 2,056 2,221 2,376 2,590 2,648
Library 4,766 5,052 5,355 3,639 3,943 6,282
Library Serial levy 7,022 7,131 7,241 470 235 118
EdC 490 490 430 430 430 490
Insutance 692 892 692 692 892 692
Construction 1,759 1,800 1,943 2,083 2,208 2,310
Construction Mice, 0 0 0 0 0 0
3rd Parly 170 181 138 158 40 4
150 200 200 230 230 260 260
Dues 58 & 60 &0 &0 148
010 1,475 0 0 0 0 0
Emp Dev 0 ¢ 9 0 6 0
Equip Replacesent 0 0 0 0 0 0
Taging District Paysents 1,347 0 0 1] ] 0
Pay Equily 0 0 o 0 0 0
L. 1. b. Costs ¢ o 0 o 0 {1
Space Lease/purchase 0 0 0 0 0 0
Primary Election 300 0 300 0 300 0
0 ] 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL SCHEDULED 36,858 33,627 34,778 24,047 24,546 24,674
0 0 A 0 0 0 0 0

| B




5 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3
*HINIMUN®™ RDDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUNPTIONS, HISTORICAL REVEWUE GROWTH

22-Feh-88

COUNTY BUDGETED REBUIREMENTS 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Personal Services ‘ $30, 140 $32,933 433,748 $39,773 $64,19Y $67, 949
Materials & Services 32,842 35, 064 37,051 39,315 41,748 44,200
Capital Outlay 769 807 833 898 944 998
Subtotal 83,751 88,824 93,652 100,044 106,911 113,187
Scheduled Costs {(see below) 36,838 34,581 35,616 24,918 24,964 235,142
Contingency 3,030 1,250 1,250 1,250 2,00% 3,21
Aeount Cut ] {954) {308) {2468} 0 0
TOTAL COUNTY REGUIREMENTS 123,639 124,655 130,517 126,212 133,884 141,580
COUNTY REVENUES 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-%4 1991-92 1992-93
Tax Base 0 0 0 0 0 ‘ 0
Lontinuing Revenue 115,585 121,618 128,116 123,744 131,228 138,784
Carryover 8,054 3,037 2,408 2,498 2,656 2,7
TOTAL COUNTY REVEHUES 123,639 124,655 130,517 126,242 133,884 141,580
TOTAL COUNTY EXPERDITU?ES 121,268 122,254 128,019 123,584 131,090 138,610
BALANCE (Revenues less Expendituresi 3,037 2,401 2,498 2,656 2,794 2,949

1222222222222 132 2222222 22222222 3222222322222 222223222322 33232322332222322222232 32 3223222223222 22220322 222322322 222323222323 222322222 32322232322:3222323222223
B R R R R R R R R R R A R R S F R R R R R R R R F R R R R H AR A R R R R R E R R R R R R R E R R R E R HE

EXPENDITURE & INFLATIONARY ASSUMPTIONS 1987-88 1988~B9 1989-90 1990-91 L 1991-92 1992-93
Expenditure 1 0,380 0.980 0.980 0,980 0,980 0.980
Base Annual Increase 1,044 1,060 1.060 - 1,083 1,054
Fringe fnnwal Increase 1,041 1,080 1.080 1,073 1,074
H48/C0 fnnual Increase ) 1,060 1,060 1,053 1,054 1.057

L 2.
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3 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3
*MININUN® ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, HISTORICAL REVENUE GROWTH

SCHEBULED 1987-88 1988-89
School Fund - 1,144 1,144
Borrowing ‘ 9,391 9,400
Parks Dev 739 220
dail Levy 4,277 4,442
New Developaent 582 200
DP Mainienance 115
City Bidg. 942 559
Btilities 1,904 2,056
Library 4,786 5,001
Library Serial levy 7,022 7,131
EWC 490 490
insurance ‘ 692 692
Construction 1,759 1,800
Construction Hice, ¢ 240
3rd Party 170 181
T8CC 200 200
Dues 38 b0
01D 1,475 0
Enp Dev G 0
Equip Replaceseni ' 0 0
Taxing District Payaenis 1,347 0
Pay Equity 0 500
L. I. b, Losts 0 148
Space Lease/purchase 0 0
Prisary Election 300 0

0 0 0
TOTAL SCHEDULED 36,858 34,581

0 0 0

1989-90

t, 144
9,400
220
4,524
200
156
578
2,221
5,285
7,241
490
892
1,965
252
158
230
50

0

©n
<>
o~

€t
>
O O D O O R O wD

35,61

1990-91

1,144
9,400
220
288
200
19
597
2,376
5,552
470
430
692
2,083
261
156
230
40

1991-92

1,144
9,400
220
144

200

236
619
2,590
5,882
2335
430
692
2,208
213
40
260
&0

0

o> T

24,9

Lol
3
L~ 2~ R - e ]

1992-93

1,144
9,400
220
72
200
276
630
2,648
6,186
118
490
892
2,310
288
10
240
148

0

<>

25, 14
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5 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3

"MININUN® ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, HIGH ECONOMIC GROWTH REVENUES

22-Feb-88

COUNTY BUDBETED REQUIREMENTS 1987-88 1988-89 1989-9¢ 1990-91 19%1-92 1992-93
Personal Services $30, 140 $53,541 $36,294 439,927 $64,363 $68, 142
Materials & Services 32,842 35,236 36,934 39,199 41,583 43,931

- Capital ODutlay 769 807 851 897 942 996
Sublotal 83,751 89,584 94,099 100,023 106,888 113,069
Scheduled Costs (see below) 36,858 34,632 38,658 24,975 25,024 25,205
Contingency 3,030 1,673 1,250 1,355 2,112 3,447
fmount Cut 0 0 {525) 0 0 0
TOTAL COURTY REGUIREMENTS 123,639 125,889 131,008 126,353 134,024 141,691
COUNTY REVENUES 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Tax Base 0 @ 0 0 0 0
Conlinuing Revenue 113,585 22,832 128,574 123,874 131,364 138,894
Carryover 8,054 3,037 2,434 2,507 2,660 2,197
TOTAL COUNTY REVENUES {23,639 125,889 131,008 126,383 134,024 141,691
TOTRL COUNTY EXPENDITURES 121,248 123,455 128,501 123,723 131,226 138,718
BALANCE (Revenues less Expendilures) 3,037 2,434 2,507 2,560 2,791 2,973

PR R R R R P R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R S R R R R R R SRR R 0 E
B R R R R R F R R R R R R T R R A R R R P R R R R L R R R R R L R E R R R LR R R R R R R RS

EXPENDITURE & INFLATIONARY ASSUHPTIONS 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1950-91 1991-92 1992-93
Expenditure % . 980 0.980 0.980 0.980 0.980 0.980
Base Annual Increase 1,042 1.080 1,060 1,053 §.051
Fringe Annual Tncrease 1.062 1,070 1.080 1,073 1.071
HYS/CO Annual Increase 1,050 1.060 1,053 1,051 1,057
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5 YEAR PROJECTION B7/8-92/3

*NINIMUN® ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, HIGH ECONOMIC GRUWTH REVENUES

SCHEDULED

School Fund
Borrowing

Parks Dev

Jail Levy

New Developaent

DP Maintenance

City Bldg.
Itilities

Library

Library Serial levy
EWC

Insurance
Lonstruction
Lonstruction Kice.
3rd Party

T5CC

Dues

o1o

Eap Dev

Equip Replacement
Taxing District Paysents
Pay Equity

L. I. D, Costs
Space Lease/purchase
Prieary Election

TOTAL SCHEDULED

1987-88

1, 144
9,391
739
4,277
582

542
1,904
4,746
7,022

490
692
1,759
0

170
200
56
1,475
0

0
1,347
0

0

0
300
0
36,858
0

1988-89

1,144

9,400

220
4,402
200
115
559
2,056
5,052
7,131
430
692
1,800
240
181
200
40

1989-90

1, 144
9,400
220
4,524
200
156
578
2,221
5,327
7,241
490
692
1,945
252
158
230
40
0

b=
=

L
Py
L OO O D O D O O O

35,65

1990-91

1, 144
9,400
220
280
200
196
597
2,376
5,609
420
490
692
2,083
26
158
230
80

0

o>

whn
<

o RN OO OO

24,97

1991-92

1, 144
9,400
220
14
200
236
619
2,59
5,912
235
490

692

2,208
213
10
260
80

L= L«

L4
<>
-2 -

25,02

1992-93

1, 144
9,400
220
72
200
276
630
2,668
b, 249
118
490
492
2,310
288
40
260
148

L

L - i g =4

25,20
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5 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3

*DESIRED® ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, HIGH ECONOMIC GROMTH REVENUES

22-Feb-88

COUNTY BUDGETED REGUIREMENTS 1987-88 1988-89 1989-50 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Personal Services $30, 140 $32,573 $34,996 $38,536 $62,902 $564,595
Haterials & Services 32,842 34,598 36,099 38,294 40,625 42,920
Capital OQutlay 769 793 832 876 920 973
Subtotal 83,751 87,964 91,926 97,726 104,447 110,488
Scheduled Costs {see below) 34,858 36,675 37,782 27,209 27,348 27,630
Contingency 3,030 1,250 1,250 1,375 2,184 3,521
fmount Cul 0 {1,711 {1,027 0 0 0
TOTAL COUNTY REBUIREMENTS 123,639 123,889 130,938 126,310 133,979 141, 645
COUNTY REVENUES 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1390-94 19%1-92 1992-93
Tax Base 0 0 0 0 0 .0
Continuing Revenue 115,585 122,852 128,574 123,876 131,364 138,894
Carryover 8,054 3,037 2,384 2,464 2,615 2,751
TOTAL COUNTY REVENUES 123,639 125,889 130,958 126,340 133,979 141,645
TOTAL COUNTY EXPENDITURES 121,248 123,505 128,495 123,725 131,227 138,719
BALANCE (Revenues less Expendilures) 3,037 2,384 2,464 2,615 2,754 2,926

12123222222 222 222222222222 222222 2222 2228222323222 222 2223222222 2 2 Tz 2222222 2et 22222222 3 32222 22 22 222332222223 2222322222322 2222222232223222223222322]
R R R R B P R R R R R R B R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R RO B S

EXPENDITURE & INFLATIDNARY ASSUMPTIONS

Expenditure %

Base Annual Increase
Fringe Annudl Tncrease
H4S/CO Annual Increase

1987-88
0.980

1988-89
0.980
1.042
1.062
1,030

=gt

1989-90
" 0,980
1,050
1,070
1,060

1990-91
0.980
1,060
1,080
1,033

1991-92
0.980
1,053
1,073
1,054

1992-93
0.980
1,051
1,074
1,037

ottt

o ",




3 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3

*DESIRED" ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, H1GH ECONOMIC GROWTH REVENUES

SCHEDULED

School Fund
Borrowing

Parks Dev

Jail Levy

Hew Developsent

DP Maintenance

City Bldg.
Utilities

Library

Library Serial levy
ENC

Insurance
Construction
Construction Mtce.
3rd Parly

15CC

Dues

]

Eap Dev

Equip Replacesent
Taxing District Paysenis
Pay Equily

L, I. b, Costs
Space Lease/purchase
Primary Election

TOTAL SCHEDULED

1987-88

1,144
9,391
739
4,277
582

542
1,904
4,766
7,022

490

492
1,759

0

170

200

(¢

3
75

0
7

0
1,34
0

0
0
G

306

v

36,858
)

1968-89

1,144
9,400
220
4,442
B40
116
559
2,056
4,914
7,131
490
692
1,800
641
181
200
40

0

0

120

0

500
148
720

0

0
36,475
0

1989-90

1,144
9,400
220
4,524
840
284
578
2,221
5,154
7,241
430
692
1,985
b1
156
230
40

0

0

420

0

500

0

720
300

0
37,782
0

1990-91

1, 144
9,400
220
288
840
452
597
2,376
5,427
470
490
692
2,083
841
158
230
b0

0

0

420

0

500

0

720

0

0
27,209
0

1991-92

1,144
9,400
220
144
840
620
619
2,590
5,704
235
490
692
2,208
641
40
240
40

1992-93

1,144
9,400
220
7
840
788
630
2,648
6,029
118
490
692
2,310
b41
40
240
148

0

0
420



5 YEAR PROJECTION B7/B-92/3
CURRENT EXPENDITURE ASSUNPTIONS, LONW ECONONIC BROWTH REVENUES

22-Feb-B8

COUNTY BUDBETED REBUIREMENTS 1967-88 198887 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Personal Services $30, 140 $53,391 $35,774 $58,936 561,987 $44,830
Materials & Services ' 32,842 35,211 37,098 39,212 40,898 42,854
Capital Dutlay 769 808 g5t 883 920 983
Subtolal 83,751 89,410 93,723 99,033 103,805 108, hdb
Scheduled Costs isee below) 34,858 33,584 34,697 23,8% 24,302 24,360
Loniingency 3,030 1,269 1,733 2,013 1,230 3,267
fmount Cut 0 0 0 0 {730) 0
TOTAL COUNTY REQUIREMENTS 123,639 124,264 130,173 124,944 129,357 136,273
COUNTY REVENUES 1987-88 198889 1989-90 1990-91 199{~92 1992-93
Tax Base 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lontinuing Revenue 115,585 121,227 127,759 122,451 126,691 133,572
Carryover 8,054 3,037 2,414 2,520 2,646 2,701
TOTAL COUNTY REVERUES 123,639 124,264 130,173 124,971 129,337 136,273
TOTAL COUNTY EXPENDITURES 121,268 121,830 127,633 122,304 126,656 133,394
BALARCE (Revenues less Expendilures) 3,037 2,414 2,520 2,666 2,701 2,879
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EXPENDITURE & INFLATIONARY ASSUMPTIONS 198788 1988-89 1989-%0 1990-91 199192 1992-93
Expendilure 0.980 0,980 0.980 $.980 0,980 0.980
Base Annual Increase 1,039 1.051 1,053 1.040 {046
Fringe fAnnual Increase 1.05¢% 1071 1.073 1,060 1,066

M&5/C0 Bnndal Increase 1,051 1,053 1,040 1,046 1.047
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5 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3
CURRENT EXPEMDITURE ASSUNPTIONS, LOW ECONOMIC GROWTH REVENUES

SCHEDULED 198788 1988-89 1989-90 1990~-94 1991-92 1992-93
School Fund 1,144 1,144 1,144 1,144 1, 144 1,144
Borrowing 9,394 7,400 5,400 9,400 9,400 7,400
Parks Dev 139 220 220 220 220 220
Jail Levy 4,277 4,442 §,524 288 144 12
New Developaent Sez 200 200 200 200 200
DP Maintenance 0 0 0 0 0
City Bldg. 942 559 578 597 619 630
Ulilities 1,904 2,056 2,221 2,376 2,590 2,648
Library 4,766 3,009 5,275 3,486 5,700 5,968
Library Serial levy 7,022 7,134 7,241 470 235 118
EWC 450 490 430 490 490 490
Insurance 692 692 692 692 692 692
Construction 1,759 1,800 1,963 2,083 2,208 2,310
Lonstruction Mice, 0 0 0 ] 0 ¢
3rd Party 170 181 158 158 40 4
T5CC 200 200 230 230 260 260
Dues 38 40 b0 60 40 148
{i11] 1,475 0 0 0 0 0
Enp Dev 0 0 0 0 0 0
Equip Replacesent 0 0 0 0 0 0
Taxing District Paymenis 1,347 0 0 0 0 0
Pay Equity ] 0 0 0 0 0
L. I. D. Costs ] 0 ] 0 0 0
Space Lease/purchase 0 0 0 0. 0 0
Prisary Election 300 ¢ 340 ] 300 0

0 ¢ i 0 0 0 0
TOTAL SCHEDULED 36,838 33,584 34,697 23,8% 24,302 24,360

0 ] 0 0 0 0 0

G



J YEAR PROJECTION 87/8~92/3
*HINIHUM® ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, LOW ECONOMIC GRONTH REVENUES

22-Feb-88

COUNTY BUDBETED REQUIREMENTS 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-94 1991-92 1992-93
Personal Services : $30, 140 $52,810 $53, 667 439,170 $42,237 $43,082
Materials & Services 32,842 34,828 36,696 38,6%0 40,042 41,958

- Capital Outlay 7649 79§ 842 873 200 943
Subtotal 83,751 88,437 93,205 98,734 103,179 107,983
Scheduled Costs {see below) . 36,858 34,577 35,628 24,929 24,891 25,065
Contingency 3,030 1,250 1,320 1,250 1,250 3,213
Asount Cut 0 {1,028) 0 {294 {1,585 0
TOTAL COUNTY REQUIREMENTS 123,639 124,264 130,133 124,913 129,321 136,261
COUNTY REVENUES 1987-88 198889 1983-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93
Tax Base 0 0 0 0 ] L0
Continuing Revenue 115,583 124,227 127,759 122,451 126,691 133,372
Carryover 8,054 3,037 2,394 2,492 2,630 2,689
TOTAL COUNTY REVENUES 123,639 124,264 130,153 124,943 129,321 136,261
TOTAL COUNTY EXPENDITURES 121,268 121,870 127,641 122,313 126,632 133,397
BALANCE {Revenues less Expenditures) 3,037 2,394 2,492 2,630 2,689 2,843
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EXPENDITURE & INFLATIDNARY ASSUMFTIONS 198788 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93

| Expenditure 2 0.980 0.980 0.980 0.980 0.980 0.980
| Base fimnual Increase 1.039 1,051 1,053 1.040 1.046
. Fringe Annual~Increase 1,059 1.7 1,073 1.060 1,066
W&S/C0 Annual Increase 1,054 1,033 1,040 1,046 1,047

+
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3 YEAR PROJECTION 87/8-92/3

*KINIMUK" ADDITIONS EXPENDITURE ASSUMPTIONS, LOW ECONOXIC GROWTH REVENUES

SCHEDULED

School Fund
Borrowing

Parks Dev

Jail Levy

New Developaent

DP Mainienance

City Bldg.
Utilities

Library

Library Serial levy
ENC

Insurance
Lonstruction
Construction Mtce.
3rd Parly

15CC

Dues

010

Exp Dev

Equip Replacesent
Taxing Disirict Payeents
Pay Equity

L. I. D. Costs
Space Lease/purchase
Prisary Election

TOTAL SCHEDULED

1987-88

1,184

9,391
739
4,277
582

542
1,904
4,766
7,622

490
692
1,759
0

17
200
58
1,475
0

0
1,347
0

0

0
300
0
36,858
0

1988-8%

1,144
9,400
220
4,442
200
116
559
2,056
4,997
7,131
490
692
1,800
240
181
200
40

1989-90

1, 144
9,400
220
4,524
200
156
578
2,221
5,297
7,241
490
692
1,965
252
158
230
80

1950-91

1,144
9,400
220
288
200
19
597
2,376
5,563
470
490
892
2,083
261
158
230
80

1991-92

1,144

9,400
220
144
200
236
619

2,590

5,780
235
490
492

2,208
273

40
260
b0
0

LA~ =

24,89
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1992-93

1,144
9,400
220
72
200
276
630
2,668
6,109
118
490
692
2,310
288
10
260
148

>

25,06
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