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MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

FOR THE WEEK OF 

June 10 - 14, 1991 

June 11, 1991 - 9:30 AM - Board Briefings. 

June 11, 1991 - 1:30 PM - Agenda Review •• 
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June 13, 1991 - 9:00 AM - Executive Session ••. Page 2 

June 13, 1991 - 9:30 AM - Regular Meeting . .Page 2 

Meetings of the Mul tnomah County Board of 
are recorded and can be seen at the following times: 

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

, 6:00 PM, Channel 27 for Paragon Cable (Multnomah 
East) subscribers 
Saturday 12: oo PM, Channel 21 for East Portland and East 

subscribers 
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AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



1. 

2. 

Tuesday, June 11, 1991 - 9:30 AM 
Multnomah County courthouse, Room 602 

BOARD BRIEFINGS 

Oregon 
Neal and 

Proposed Interim 
and Board 
and Implementation 
by Hank Miggins, F. 
CERTAIN 10:30 - 11:30 

Briefing. Presented by 
CERTAIN 9:30 - 10:30 AM 

Accommodate Courtroom Needs 
s Floor Space Option 

Moves Modi • 
Wayne George and Jim Emerson. TIME 
AM 

J. Library to Multnomah County Board on 
Structural Problems and Remedies. TIME CERTAIN 11:30 AM 

1. 

Tuesday, June 11, 1991 - 1:30 PM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

Review of Agenda Regular Meeting June 13, 1991 

, June 13, 1991 - 9:00 AM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Pursuant to ORS 192.660 (1)(d), the Multnomah County Board 
of Commissioners will Meet in Executive to Discuss 
Labor Negotiations. 

0 

Thursday, June 13, 1991 - 9:30 AM 
Multnomah County courthouse, Room 602 

PUBLIC HEARING and Review in 
91-75 Approved by the May 16, 

Matter of ORDER 
1 Requesting 

Properties to Approval to Transfer 60 Tax Foreclosed 
Northeast Community Development Corporation. 

In the Matter for Adoption and 
Affordability to Enact Ordinance 672: Housing 

Demonstration ect. 

the Matter of the 
Foreclosed 

and 
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for Approval to Transfer 
to the American Institute of 
One street at a Time. 



(House 

Intergovernmental Agreement Between the 
of Insurance and Finance and 
Subsidy Agreement whereby the 

, will Reimburse 50 Percent 
Injured County Worker the 

Permanent Re-employment Not to Exceed 

R-6 of an Agreement Between the 

R-7 

R-8 

R-9 

R-10 

R-11 

R-12 

Metropolitan Services and Multnomah County the 
$16,000 Metro as Multnomah County's 

Phase 3 Costs the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program. 

Budget Modi #41 Authorizing Addition of $57 515 
in the to the Aging Services , 

Term Care Fund Community Health Nurses 
Division) who are Participating on 

Teams Serving At-Risk Elderly. 
(through the 
Multi-Disciplinary 

DHS #42 Authorizing Reduction of 
Decrease the Aging Services Divis 

XIX Grant Funds due to a Decrease 
From , and Shifts $2,952 XIX 

from Professional to Pass Through 
Division/Long Term Care Budget. 

fication DHS #43 
Grant Revenues 

the Professional 
Division to 

Personnel 
Hires to 

Authoriz Addition of ,500 
to the Gatekeeper Program 

of the Aging Services 
a Gatekeeper Program T:ta 

Authorizing Transfer of $30,497 
form Aging Services Divis 

Services, for Temporary 
Position Functions. 

Modi DHS #46 Authorizing Increases the MED 
Child Adolescent Mental Health Services 

Budget by $109,559 and Decreases the Social 
Services Division Administration Budget by $35,124 to 

of EPSDT Pilot Proj 
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Authoriz Transfer of $1,850 
Division, Temporary Personnel 

an Additional 9 



R-15 

R-16 

fication of an 
Portland Community 
Office to Provide 
Facilities. 

Intergovernmental Agreement Between 
and Multnomah County ff's 

GED Testing within all Correctional 

In the Matter of Approval of Recently Negotiated Amendment 
to the Corrections Officers' contract. (Continued from 
June 6, 1991) 

RESOLUTION in the Matter of supporting Federal Legislation 
Which Will Deem Licensed Health Care Employees at Community 
and Migrant Health Centers to be Federal 
Purposes Liabil Under the 
Claim Act. 

First Reading of an ORDINANCE 
Income Tax; Amending Multnomah 

June 6, 

-4-

to the 
County Code 5. 70. 045. 



ANNOTATED MINUTES 

Tuesday, June 11, 1991 - 9:30 AM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

BOARD BRIEFINGS 

1. oregon Legislative Session Briefing. Presented by Fred 
Neal and Howard Klink. (TIME CERTAIN 9:30 - 10:30 AM) 

FRED NEAL WITH HOWARD KLINK PRESENTED AND 
EXPLAINED THE UPDATED 1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY PRIORITY BILLS. 

2. Proposed Interim Solution to Accommodate Courtroom Needs 
and Board Discussion Concerning Sixth Floor Space Option 
and Implementation of Moves and Modifications. Presented 
by Hank Miggins, F. Wayne George and Jim Emerson. (TIME 
CERTAIN 10:30 - 11:30 AM) 

HANK MIGGINS INTRODUCED WILLIAM LINDEN JR., 
STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR, JUDGE IDNDER AND 
DOUGLAS BRAY, COURT ADMINISTRATOR. THE STATE 
REQUESTED THE BOARD TO DECIDE A DATE CERTAIN 
FOR THE COURTS TO ACQUIRE THE SPACE REQUIRED 
FOR THE NEW JUDGES. 

3. Library Board to Brief the Multnomah County Board on 
Structural Problems and Remedies. (TIME CERTAIN 11:30 AM) 

BILL NAITO, LIBRARY BOARD CHAIRMAN, EXPLAINED 
THE STRUCTURAL PROBLEMS OF THE MAIN LIBRARY AND 
POSSIBLE WAYS TO FUND THE REPAIRS NECESSARY TO 
SAVE THIS FACILITY. 

Tuesday, June 11, 1991 - 1:30 PM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

AGENDA REVIEW 

1. Review of Agenda for Regular Meeting of June 13, 1991 

Thursday, June 13, 1991 - 9:00 AM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Pursuant to ORS 192.660 (1) (d), the Multnomah County 
Board of Commissioners will Meet in Executive Session to 
Discuss Labor Negotiations. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION HELD. 
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Thursday, June 13, 1991 - 9:30 AM 
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602 

REGULAR MEETING 

REGULAR AGENDA 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

R-1 PUBLIC HEARING and Board Review in the Matter of ORDER 
91-75 Approved by the Board May 16, 1991 Requesting 
Approval to Transfer 60 Tax Foreclosed Properties to 
Northeast Community Development Corporation. 

PUBLIC HEARING CONTINUED TO THURSDAY, JUNE 2 0, 
1991. 

R-2 In the Matter of Request for Adoption of Procedures and 
Criteria to Enact Ordinance 672: Housing Affordability 
Demonstration Project. 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

R-3 ORDER in 
Transfer 
Institute 
Time. 

CONTINUED TO THURSDAY, JUNE 20, 1991. 

the Matter of the Request for Approval to 
Tax Foreclosed Properties to the American 
of Architects and Homeownership One Street at a 

ORDER 91-83 APPROVED. PUBLIC HEARING DATE SET 
FOR THURSDAY, JUNE 27, 1991. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

R-4 RESOLUTION in the Matter of Opposing HJR-61 (House Joint 
Resolution) and Recommending Amendments. 

TABLED. 

R-5 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement Between 
the State of Oregon, Department of Insurance and Finance 
and Multnomah County for a Wage Subsidy Agreement whereby 
the Workers' Compensation Division, will Reimburse 50 
Percent of Wages Paid Previously Injured County Worker 
for the First Six Months of Permanent Re-employment Not 
to Exceed $5,200.00. 

APPROVED. 

R-6 Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement Between 
the Metropolitan Services District and Multnomah County 
for the Transfer of $16,000 to Metro as Multnomah 
County's Share of Phase 3 Costs of the Metropolitan 
Greenspaces Program. 

CONTINUED TO THURSDAY, JUNE 20, 1991. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 

R-7 Budget Modification DHS #41 Authorizing Addition of 
$57,515 in the Title XIX Grant Funds to the Aging 
Services Division, Long Term care Budget to Fund 
community Health Nurses (through the Health Division) who 
are Participating on Multi-Disciplinary Teams Serving 
At-Risk Elderly. 

APPROVED. 

R-8 Budget Modification DHS #42 Authorizing Reduction of the 
Personnel Expenses to Decrease the Aging Services 
Division Budget by $21,346 Title XIX Grant Funds due to a 
Decrease in Allocation From the State, and Shifts $2,952 
Title XIX Grant Funds from Professional Services to Pass 
Through in Aging Services Division/Long Term Care Budget. 

APPROVED. 

R-9 Budget Modification DHS #43 Authorizing Addition of 
$3,500 of Grant Revenues Dedicated to the Gatekeeper 
Program to the Professional Services Line of the Aging 
Services Division Budget to Pay for a Gatekeeper Program 
Training Contract. 

R-10 

R-11 

R-12 

APPROVED. 

Budget Modification DHS #45 Authorizing Transfer of 
$30,497 of Federal/State Funding form Aging Services 
Division Permanent Personnel to Professional Services, 
for Temporary Agency Hires Used to Cover Critical 
Position Functions. 

APPROVED. 

Budget Modification DHS #46 Authorizing Increases the MED 
Office of Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services 
Program Budget by $109,559 and Decreases the Social 
Services Division Administration Budget by $35,124 to 
Reflect Additional Funding of the EPSDT Pilot Project. 

APPROVED. 

Budget Modification DHS #47 Authorizing Transfer of 
$1,850 within the Aging Services Division, Temporary 
Personnel Costs to Pass-Through to Pay for an Additional 
9 Burials Cremations of Indigent Persons. 

APPROVED. 
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JUSTICE SERVICES 

R-13 

SHERIFF'S OFFICE 

Ratification of an Intergovernmental Agreement Between 
Portland Community College and Multnomah County Sheriff's 
Office to Provide GED Testing within all Correctional 
Facilities. 

APPROVED. 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

R-14 

R-15 

R-16 

0151C/1-4 
cap 

In the Matter of Approval of Recently Negotiated 
Amendment to the Corrections Officers' Contract. 
(Continued from June 6, 1991) 

APPROVED. 

RESOLUTION in the Matter of Supporting Federal 
Legislation Which Will Deem Licensed Health Care 
Employees at Community and Migrant Health Centers to be 
Federal Employees for Purposes of Liability Protection 
Under the Federal Torts Claim Act. 

RESOLUTION 91-84 APPROVED. 

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Relating to the Business 
Income Tax; Amending Multnomah County Code 5.70.045. 
(Continued from June 6, 1991) 

FIRST READING TABLED AND 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 1, 1991. 
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fl 

516C. 





SHARRON KELLEY 

Multnomah County Commissioner 
District 4 

M E M 0 R A N D U M 

TO: Board of Commissioners 
Dave Warren 

FROM: Commissioner Sharron Kelley S ~ 

RE: Reducing Personnel Expenses 

DATE: June 14, 1991 

606 County Courthouse 

Portland. Oregon 97204 

(503) 248·5213 

This memo will outline some different approaches for 
reducing personnel expenses to the general fund. These are not 
mutually exclusive approaches. I would be interested in 
hearing your thoughts about these in the next week. 

A. 

This policy, adopted by the Board on May 30 as part of 
Resolution 91-78, is a useful starting point for this memo. 
The policy states that "Departmental requests for use of 
General Fund salary savings from vacancies will be screened and 
acted upon by the Board using contingency criteria." The 
primary goal of the policy as stated in the report was to force 
departmental priorities into the regular budget process or the 
contingency process. 

In other words, the effect of this policy should be to 
reduce expenditures on materials and supplies which were being 
funded by salary savings. It is not really a policy that will 
reduce personnel costs. In fact, it may increase personnel 
costs to the extent managers 11 vacancies more quickly 
because they have lost their incentive to hold on to a vacancy 
to fund a major equipment purchase with a budget modification 
request. 

B. Require Board Approval for New Hires 

Attached is an ordinance which would stiffen the current 
selective hiring freeze by requiring Board approval of new 
hires. To assist the Board in this function, a committee of 
three, appointed by the Chair, would evaluate personnel needs 
and shifts for each vacancy. New hires would then be subject 
to three reviews. First, the responsible manager would 
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determine that the position should be filled. Second, the 
committee would evaluate the request and prepare a report. 
(See Section 3.B. of the attached draft ordinance.) Third, 
Board approval would be required. With respect to the 
screen, the responsible manager would be elected officials for 
their employees. For the majority of county employees, the 
Chair would be the responsible manager if she chose not to 
delegate this decision; or, it would be either the 
departmental, division, or program manager depending on how 
this authority were delegated. 

The advantage of this approach is that it may lead to fewer 
new hires and a more productive distribution of existing 
personnel. It would require more time of the Board and whoever 
was put on the committee. 

c. 

This is an option which would bring the county budgeting 
process more closely in line with the state budgeting process. 
In the April approved budget, the county gave each elected 
official and department a personnel budget equal to the 
anticipated salary for all current employees during FY 
1991-1992. This included COLA's for MCSO and the DA as well as 
step and anniversary increases across the board. 

In contrast, most state agencies receive a personnel budget 
which covers the salaries of current personnel as of July 1, 
1991. The personnel budget that the agency receives does not 
include the expense to the agency of salary increases during 
the biennium such as anniversary increases, step increases, and 
the COLA for the second year. The agency must use its savings 
from vacancies to cover salary increases during the biennium. 
These vacancy savings consist of the personnel savings during a 
normal hiring period in which a position remains vacant as well 
as the savings an agency may gain by leaving a position vacant 
and not filling it for an extended period of time. 

Because the county budget covers only one year and because 
the county employees who receive a COLA this year will receive 
it as of July 1, this type of budgeting procedure can be 
implemented in the county by reqliiring all departments to fund 
the anniversary and step increases of their employees from 
salary savings due to vacancies. The initial savings of such 
an approach would need to be calculated by the budget office, 
but they are probably in the the range of $500,000 - $600,000 
for the general fund. 
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It is possible that this approach would transfer funds 
that would have ended up in beginning working capital the 
following year. However, this approach would restore some 
incentives for managers to keep vacancies unfilled or open 
longer and should lead to actual savings in personnel budgets. 
In addition, it would have the effect of tranferring money into 
the budget for the current year where it may be needed. 

D. Reduce or Eliminate Funding for Current Vacant Positions 

This approach would involve adding up the dollar amounts 
each departmental budget which involve general fund and were 
set aside for positions currently vacant. Then each budget 
would be reduced by a specified percentage of this amount (e.g. 
10, 25, 33 1 50 or 100). 

This approach would require departments to fill fewer of 
their vacancies, resulting in budget savings and hopefully a 
more efficient and productive distribution of workload. 

I look forward to hearing from each of you about this memo. 

1612L - 1 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 

ORDINANCE NO. 

Page 1 of 4 

An ordinance establishing a selective hiring freeze and 

procedures to govern hiring for general fund supported 

positions. 

Multnomah County ordains as follows: 

A. The current budget situation of the county and the 

anticipated budget situation for the near future requires 

extreme scrutiny in new hiring and careful review of all 

staffing levels. 

B. Achieving maximum deployment of existing.county 

personnel and reducing new hiring will minimize the risk of 

future layoffs. 

Section 2. Imposition of Selective Hiring Freeze 

A. No vacant county position which is supported fully or 

part ly by the general fund shall be filled unless approval 

received from the Board of Commissioners in the manner 

provided in this ordinance. 
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B. For purposes this ordinance, the term "supported 

fully or partially by the general fund" shall include but not 

be limited to: 

(1) all positions funded by the federal - state fund where the 

position is partially or fully supported by the general fund 

transfer to the federal - fund; and 

(2) all itions supported by the recreation fund because 

authority of the Board to modify the ordinance establishing 

the fund; and 

(3) all positions supported by the library levy fund because 

savings in budgeted positions may result, at the discretion of 

Board, in general fund savings through reduced general fund 

support the library; and 

(4) all positions generally understood to be fully or 

partially supported by the general fund. 

Section 3. Establishment of a Standing Committee on New Hires 

A. The Chair shall appoint a committee consisting of three 

members to review all requests to fill vacant positions as 

defined in Section 2. The members of this committee may be 

either county employees or outside experts or both. 

B. For each vacancy defined in Section 2 for which the 

manager ible to 11 the vacancy that 

vacancy be fill , the committee shall investigate (1) whether 
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the workload of the vacant position may be redistributed to 

existing employees; (2) whether there exist county employees 

who may be shifted over to cover the workload of the vacant 

position while redistributing the workload of the shifted 

employee; and (3) the impact of not filling the vacancy or 

leaving the position vacant for an extended period of time. 

The Committee shall prepare a brief written report and make a 

recommendation to the Chair and the Board about the relative 

need to fill each such vacancy and any potential cost savings 

or fts with respect to the vacancy. 

Section 4. Authorization to Fill Certain Vacancies 

A. The Committee 1 place on the Board agenda for the 

last meeting of each month a request for authorization to 1 

any vacancy covered by this ordinance which the Committee 

recommends be filled in full or in part. The Committee may 

also place on the agenda for such meetings any budget 

modifications necessary to implement recommended personnel 

shi 

(B) For each vacancy defined in Section 2 for which the 

manager responsible to fill the vacancy disagrees with the 

recommendation of the Committee, the manager may place on the 

Board agenda for the last meeting of each month a request for 

authorization fill the vacancy. The report of the Committee 
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with the vacancy shall be attached to any such 

ADOPTED this day of , 1991, being 

the date of its second reading before the Board of County 

Commissioners of Multnomah county. 

(SEAL) 

REVIEWED: 

Laurence Kressel, County Counsel 

Multnomah County, Oregon 

1566L - 61 

By 

Gladys McCoy, Chair 

Multnomah County, Oregon 



Agenda No.: __ ~~~~~~~~~~~=­
(Above space for Clerk's Office Use) 

.. .. .. . . . . . . . .. . . ., . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . 

SUBJECT: __ E~X_E_C_U_T_I_VE ___ S_E_S_S_I_O_N _____ 9 __ :_0_0 __ a_._m_. ___ T_c ____________ __ 

AGENDA REVIEW/ 
BOARD BRIEFING----;--;:--.,---.:------ REGULAR MEETINtuG_--=...J..::.:.un;...;..e.;_.,-l-=-3......:.-, ,l:-9_9_1 __ _ 

(date) 

DEPARTMENT Nondepartmental 

CONTACT Mark B. Williams 

DIVISION County Counsel 

TELEPHONE 3138 ----------------------------
PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION -------------------------------------------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

c=J INFORMATIONAL ONLY 0 POLICY DIRECTION D APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: one half hour ---------------------------------
CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: -----
BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 
Executive session-- Pursuant to ORS 192.660(1) (d) to discuss labor 
negotiations 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL ----------------------------------------------------------
Or 

DEPARTMENT MANAG 

(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 
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Meeting Date: -------------------------

20 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING 
------------------------------------------------------

AGENDA. REVIF.W/. 
BOARD BRIEFING·---..-::---..----- REGUlAR 

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services D I v r s I ON Facili ties/Corrrrnuni ty Development 

CONTACT Bob Oberst/Cecile Pitts TELEPHONE X-3322/X-3044 

PERSON ( S) NAKING PRESENTATION Cecile Pitts/Bob Oberst 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

INFORMATIONAL ONLY POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: -----------------------------------
CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL vmiTTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: ----
BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

Public Hearing and Board Review in the Matter of ORDER 91-75 Approved by 
the Board May 16, 1991 Approval to Transfer 60 Tax Foreclosed 
Properties to Northeast Corrrrnunity Development Corporation. 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

SI,-GNATURE?,~ 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER -------------------------------------------------
(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FOR MULTNOAMH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter of the Request 
for Approval to Transfer of 60 
Tax Foreclosed Properties to 
Northeast Community Development) 
Corporation ) _________________________ ) 

ORDER 

91-75 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ordinance 672, the Northeast Community Development 
Corporation has filed a request for transfer of Sixty (60) tax foreclosed 
properties; and 

WHEREAS, in accord with the ordinance, the Tax Title Unit hhs reported 
the request to the Board at a public meeting; and 4 

WHEREAS, based on the report, it appears that the public interest will 
be served by the transfer; 

NOW THEREFORE, it is ORDERED that a public hearing on the request shall 
be held on Thursday, June 13, 1991 - 9:30am, and the Director shall 
publish notice of the hearing as required by Ordinance 672. 

ADOPTED this 16th 

Entered May 16, 1991 

day of 991. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 



REPORT ON REQUEST TO TRANSFER TAX FORECLOSED PROPERTY 

DATE: February 24, 1991 

REQUESTING AGENCY: NORTHEAST COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CORP, 

PROPOSED USE: CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION TO PROVIDE SAFE 
SANITARY AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING FOR PERSONS AND FAMILIES OF LOW I~COME UNDER 
THE FEDERAL NEHEMIAH HOUSING OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM. 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION TAXES COSTS ASSESSED VALUE 

ALBINA HOMESTEAD $ 4,837.33 $ 30.50 $ 10,100.00 
LOT 4, BLOCK A 
4316 NE GARFIELD 

ALBINA HOMESTEAD $ 3,401.06 $ 80.00 $ 3,5EJO.OO 
N 1/2 OF LOT 11, BLOCK 3 .. 
3930 NE GARFIELD 

ALBINA HOMESTEAD $ 3,714.57 $ 987.32 $ 4,700.00 
W 1/2 OF LOT 1, BLOCK 12 
126 NE MASON ST 

ALBINA HOMESTEAD $ 1,048.60 $ 308.00 $ 1,000.00 
LOT 11, BLOCK 12 
SOUTH OF 4038 NE RODNEY 

ALBINA HOMESTEAD $ 189.22 $ 478.00 $ 500.00 
W 29' OF E 70' OF LOT 1, BLOCK 14 
W 29' OF E 70' OF N 10' OF LOT 2, 
BLOCK 14 
WEST OF 136 NE FAILING 

ALBINA HOMESTEAD $ 3,676.76 $ 887.60 $ 8,700.00 
N 19.6' OF LOT 15, BLOCK 27 
S 10.6' OF LOT 16, BLOCK 27 
4070 N VANCOUVER AVE 

ARLETA PARK $ 122.30 $ 240.00 $ 800.00 
LOT 1, EXC PT IN ST, LOT 6 
NE 9TH AVE, s OF 870 NE ROSELAWN 

ARLETA PARK $ 1,065.58 $ 977.80 $ 6,000.00 
LOTS 35 & 38 
WEST OF 724 NE SUMNER 

ARLETA PARK $ 4,417.69 $ o.oo $ 15,300.00 
LOTS 46 & 51 
727 NE WEBSTER ST 

CENTRAL ALBINA $ 2,604.66 $ 2,455.16 $ 5,500.00 
LOT 2, BLOCK 5 
FORMER 4415 N KERBY 



LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 

CENTRAL ALBINA 
LOT 1, BLOCK 7 
FORMER 4235 N BORTHWICK AYE 

CENTRAL ALBINA 
LOT 11, BLOCK 11 
SOUTH OF 4134 N HAIGHT 

CENTRAL ALBINA 
W 55 1 OF LOTS 15 & 16, BLOCK 19 
FORMER 3966-3970 N ALBINA 

CENTRAL ALBINA 
LOT 11, BLOCK 30 
FORMER 3726 NE ALBINA AY 

CENTRAL ALBINA 
W l/2 OF LOT 18, BLOCK 31 
NORTH OF 3634 N ALBINA AVE 

CENTRAL ALBINA 
LOT 1, BLOCK 36 
3633 N VANCOUVER AVE 

CENTRAL ALBINA ADD 
LOT 5, BLOCK 16 
SOUTH OF 4512 N COMMERCIAL 

CENTRAL ALBINA ADD 
LOT 6, BLOCK 18 
NORTH OF 4506 N GANTENBEIN 

CLIFFORD ADD 
LOT 5, BLOCK 1; N 1/2 LOT 6, 
BLOCK 1 
4529-4535 N MISSISSIPPI 

CLOVERDALE EXTENSION & PLAT 2 
LOT 11, BLOCK 13 
835 NE JESSUP ST 

CLOVERDALE EXTENSION & PLAT 2 
LOT 12, BLOCK 13 
5719-5721 NE 9TH AVE 

CLOVERDALE EXTENSION & PLAT 2 
LOTS 13 & 14, BLOCK 13 
5711 NE 9TH AVE 

CLOVERDALE TRACT 
LOT 16, BLOCK 2 
E OF 625 NE CHURCH 

DAVIS HIGHLAND 
LOTS 11 & 12, BLOCK 3 
FORMER 4803 NE GRAND 

TAXES COSTS ASSESSED VALUE 

$ 4,308.76 $ 5,041.32 $ J6,400.00 

$ 821.85 $ 270.75 $ 6,100.00 

$ 5,726.64 $38,402.59 $ 2,500.00 

$ 1,310.23 $ 619.43 $ 3,700.00 

$ 534.84 $ o.oo $ 2.6~0.00 

$ 3,981.63 $ 1,380.81 $ 19,900.00 

$ 814.72 $ 862.00 $ 4,900.00 

$ 853.16 $ 280.00 $ 5,300.00 

$ 7,894.42 $ 1,656.03 $ 10,000.00 

$ 4,493.95 $ 2,093.97 $ 5,800.00 

$ 6,603.31 $ 319.23 $ 5,000.00 

$ 8,653.22 $ 1,728.30 $ 9,000.00 

$ 916.11 $ 592.00 $ 1,500.00 

$ 2,194.21 $ 556.09 $ 6,000.00 



LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 

HIGHLAND SCHOOLHOUSE 
LOT 1<1, BLOCK 3 
FORMER 4841 NE 12TH 

LINCOLN PARK 
LOT 13, BLOCK 19 
FORMER 3607 NE 8TH 

LINCOLN PARK 
LOT 15, BLOCK 21 
3623 NE 6TH AVE 

LINCOLN PARK ANNEX 
LOT 3, BLOCK 4 
4406 NE 7TH AVE 

LINCOLN PARK ANNEX 
LOT 4, BLOCK 5 
SOUTH OF 4404 NE 8TH AVE 

LINCOLN PARK ANNEX 
W 1/2 OF LOT 9, BLOCK 10 
821 NE MASON ST 

LINCOLN PARK ANNEX 
LOT 4, BLOCK 18 
FORMER 4046 NE 7TH AVE 

LINCOLN PARK ANNEX 
LOT 5, BLOCK 19 
FORMER 4036 NE 8TH AVE 

LINCOLN PARK ANNEX 
E 59' OF LOT 16, BLOCK 23 
FORMER 3973 NE lOTH AVE 

M PATTONS & SUB 
SUB TRACT K, LOT 5, BLOCK 1 
844 N EMERSON 

M PATTONS & SUB 
SUB E 1/2 OF TRACT L, LOT 12 
FORMER 627 NE WEBSTER 

M PATTONS & SUB 
N 53' OF LOT 1, E 1/2 OF BLOCK L; 
N 53' OF W 17' OF LOT 2, E 1/2 
OF BLOCK L 
5134-5138 N ALBINA AVE 

MAEGLY HIGHLAND 
LOT 5, BLOCK 1 
4905 NE CLEVELAND 

TAXES COSTS ASSESSED VALUE 

$ 1,101.06 $ 148.00 $ 4,500.00 

$ 874.38 $ 319.39 $ 5,300.00 

$ 2,809.81 $ 1,324.30 $ 6,000.00 

$ 3,823.24 $ 1,062.00 $ 5,700.00 

$ 743.41 $ 969.00 $ 4,9'{)0.00 

$ 7,462.46 $ 902.19 $ 10,000.00 

$ 3,493.36 $ 618.52 $ 5,800.00 

$ 2,159.78 $ 840.65 $ 1,000.00 

$ 1,682.57 $ 616.84 $ 3,800.00 

$ 4,149.77 $ 1,232.07 $ 39,800.00 

$ 3,498.90 $ 270.00 $ 6,000.00 

$ 8,243.32 $ 35.52 $ 8,200.00 

$ 3,997.49 $ 1,331.00 $ 6,500.00 



LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 

MAEGLY HIGHLAND 
LOT 7, BLOCK 12 
4504 NE CLEVELAND AVE 

MULTNOMAH 
LOTS 14 & 16, BLOCK 14 
SOUTH OF 4026 N MICHIGAN 

MULTNOMAH 
S 2' OF LOT 4, BLOCK 23 
N 31 1 OF LOT 6, BLOCK 23 
SOUTH OF 3964 N MICHIGAN 

MULTNOMAH 
S 19' OF LOT 6, BLOCK 23 
N 14' OF LOT 8, BLOCK 23 
FORMER 3950 N MICHIGAN 

MULTNOMAH 
S 1/2 OF LOT 8, BLOCK 36 
3610 N MISSISSIPPI 

NORTH ALBINA 
LOT 4, BLOCK 25 
5916 N MISSOURI AVE 

NORTH IRVINGTON 
LOT 10, BLOCK 1 
3913 NE GRANO AVE 

NORTH IRVINGTON 
LOT 14, BLOCK 4 
FORMER 3953 NE 8TH AVE 

NORTH IRVINGTON 
LOT 14, BLOCK 6 
FORMER 3953 NE lOTH AVE 

NORTH IRVINGTON 
LOT 12, BLOCK 25 
4316 NE 11TH AVE 

PIEDMONT 
LOTS 6 & 7, BLOCK 4 
5621 NE RODNEY AVE 

PIEDMONT 
LOT 17, BLOCK 19 
5765 NE GARFIELD ST 

ROSEDALE & ANNEX 
LOT 13, BLOCK 9 
5045 NE 13TH AVE 

TAXES COSTS ASSESSED VALUE 

$ 3,584.75 $ 4,517.33 $ 9,600.00 

$ 2,363.18 $ 312.80 $ 10,300.00 

$ 733.RO $ 0.00 $ 3,800.00 

$ 3,023.82 $ 0.00 $ 3,300.00 

"' 
$ 4,098.64 $ 178.50 $ 8,500.00 

$ 5,586.39 $ 4,449.14 $ 23,700.00 

$ 3,591.82 $ 735.04 $ 11,500.00 

$ 2,946.78 $ 360.00 $ 6,000.00 

$ 2,640.66 $ 0.00 $ 5,000.00 

$ 3,420.59 $ 3,417.93 $ 5,500.00 

$ 8,951.28 $ o.oo $ 49,900.00 

$ 8,711.50 $ 0.00 $ 46,400.00 

$ 4,234.31 $ 1,171.47 $ 9,200.00 



LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION TAXES COSTS ASSESSED VALUE 

ROSEDALE & ANNEX $ 3,827.56 $ 240.00 $ 8,700.00 
LOT 2, BLOCK 11 
5044 NE 14TH AVE 

ROSELAWN $ 3,920.71 $ 279.82 $ 2,000.00 
LOT 6, BLOCK 4 
FORMER 845 NE ROSELAWN ST 

ROSELAWN $ 3R9.58 $ 210.00 $ 1,400.00 
LOT 5, BLOCK 7 
W OF 440 NE ROSELAWN 

ROSELAWN $ 630.47 $ 0.00 $ 3,000.00 
LOT 9, BLOCK 7 
WEST OF 524 NE ROSELAWN ST 

ROSELAWN $ 4,930.95 $ 331.94 $ 2,000.00 
LOT 10, BLOCK 7 
524 NE ROSELAWN 

ROSELAWN $ 3,171.46 $ 1,114.67 $ 3,000.00 
LOT 11, BLOCK 7 
FORMER 534 NE ROSELAWN ST 

ROSELAWN $ 639.75 $ o.oo $ 2,200.00 
LOT 19, BLOCK 7; w 15 I OF LOT 20. 
BLOCK 7 
WEST OF 726 NE ROSELAWN 

VERNON $ 1,347.24 $ 140.00 $ 5,100.00 
LOT 15, BLOCK 2 
s 24' OF LOT 16, BLOCK 2 
FORMER 5321 NE 15TH AVE 

WALNUT PARK $ 5,482.77 $ 807.97 $ 6,000.00 
LOT 7, BLOCK 23 
FORMER 5022 NE RODNEY ST 

WILLIAMS AVENUE ADD 2 $ 3,313.38 $ 75.00 $ 4,800.00 
W l/2 OF LOT 17, BLOCK 1 
FORMER 134 N ALBERTA ST 

TOTALS $199,765.76$ 88,257.99 $493,200.00 



3 Options to Reduce in Transfer 

of Tax Foreclosed Properties 

I. 

:3 ((}/Q4 
Amend H.B. ~~ which amends ORS 271.330, to authorize 

conveyances to programs resulting in transfer of tax 

foreclosed properties to low income famil and individuals. 

II. 

Add a provision in County deeds for reversion to the County 

if the property not used for a "housing proj defined in 

the statute and in County ordinance 672. 

III. 

Add a deed restriction to prevent future transfers to 

persons other than low income famil or individuals. The 

could perpetual or limited in duration. 



JUN 13 Meeting Date: _____________________ _ 

Agenda No . : ---:7"'---~i'<'--.=:::::::------­
(Above space for Clerk's Of 

SUBJECT: '"''-''-''-''- Procedures & Cr:i teria to Enact Ordinance 672 
----~~---------------------------------------------

AGENDA. REV1EW/ 
BOARD BRIEFING---.,..-::---....,.------ REGULAR 

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION Facilities/Community Development 

CONTACT Bob Oberst/Cecile Pitts TELEPHONE X-3322/X-5000 

PERSON ( S) ~1AKING PRESENTATION Bob Oberst/Cecile Pitts 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

c=J INFORMATIONAL ONLY POLICY DIRECTION lxx I APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: ---------------------------------
CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: ----
BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

Request Adoption of Procedures and Criteria to Enact Ordinance 672: 
Housing Affordability Demonstration Project 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL _______________________________________________________ __ 

Or 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER ~ ~ht7Yi/JAF 
(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 
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TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

DATE: 

Gladys Mccoy, Chair 
Board of County Commissioners 

Cecile Pitts, Community Development 
Bob Oberst, Facility Management 

Housing Affordability Demonstration Program 

June 4, 1991 

Time has been reserved for the June 11 informal Board meeting to 
discuss the implementation of County Ordinance 672 adopted by the 
Board last fall. A draft procedure and criteria are attached. 
The purpose of the Board review is to discuss the implications of 
the program, consider the various questions and give staff 
guidance as to the direction and focus of this program. 

The purpose of the program is to foster development of affordable 
housing for lower income families. The procedure describes a 
demonstration phase which will provide information about how to 
carry out this goal. The proposal assumes that the program will 
result in the award of a limited number of properties, and some 
vacant lots. Following the first phase of the program, a report 
of recommendations and impacts will be submitted to the Board for 
review. 

The following are some of the policy questions which are raised 
by Ordinance 672: 

1. What properties should be included in the demonstration 
phase? 

2. How will the properties be maintained during the development 
phase? 

3. What are the desired criteria for successful projects? 

4. What are the sanctions for non performance? 

5. How will the decisions be made? 

6. Who oversees the program during the demonstration phase? 

7. Is an application fee appropriate? 

Time has scheduled for the formal agenda to take action on the 
procedure and criteria. 



DRJ.\FI' 

1991 Housing Affordability 

Demonstration Program 

Property Transfer Procedure 

I. Purpose: The purpose of the Housing Affordability Demonstration 

Program is to foster the developnent of affordable housing for lower inocme 

families using the inventory of county tax foreclosed property. For this 

program, lower inocme families shall have the meaning stated in section 3 (b) 

of the united States Housing Act of 1937 and the most recent adjustment 

schedule published by the us Department of Housing of Urban Developnent. 

This procedure will be used to designate __ properties as part of the 1991 

demonstration project. No fewer than ___ of these properties shall be vacant 

lots. 

II. Application Process 

A. COunty Tax/Title will publish a list of available properties. 

During the demonstration phase of this program the available 

properties shall be screened to exclude those not suitable for 

residential uses, and those currently occupied. 

Notice of the available properties shall be sent to interested public 

agencies and non profit housing sponsors. Notice of the program will 

be published in the Oregonian. 

B. Eligible Applicants: PUblic agencies and non profit housing sponsors. 



DemOnstration Program 
Property Transfer Procedure 
Page 2 

c. Application Period. 

Eligible applicants shall have 60 days to respond to published 

property list on a form provided by the county (see attached) • 

1\pplicants can apply for up to five properties unless they have the 

demonstrated capacity to carry out more than five properties in the 

program year. 

A non-refundable application fee of $50 will be required to for each 

requested property. 

The technical review ccm:nittee may reccmnend restriction of an 

applicant's award of properties :based on the demonstrated capacity of 

the sponsor. only full and caoplete applications received during the 

60-day application period will be considered. 

D. Technical Review. 

A technical review ccm:nittee shall be formed to review applications 

and make reccmnendations to the Board of Ccmnissioners. The review 

shall be a a non-binding staff recarm.endation about the merits of a 

project to the DCC according to adopted criteria. The technical 

review ccm:nittee for the demonstration project shall include 

representatives from the ccmmm.ity Developnent Division, Tax/Title 

Program, City of Portland, and the camn.issioners' office. The review 

ccm:nittee shall examine each application and provide a narrative 

report to the DCC. The technical report shall also include location 

of property, taxes owed, and costs incurred by the county in managing 

the property. 1\pplicants must be able to answer affil:matively to each 

criteria. Points will be awarded on the basis of the strength of the 

answers. Program criteria and relative weighting are as follows: 

a. Sponsor must demonstrate capacity to carry out the project. (15 

points) 



Demonstration Program 
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b. Sponsor must demonstrate project plan that will result in timely 

ca:npletion and use. (10 points) 

c. Sponsor must demonstrate fina:ncial plan sufficient to carry out 

the project. (10 points) 

d. Sponsor must demonstrate capacity to provide ongoing operation, 

maintenance and hazard insurance during developnent phase. (5 

points) 

e. Sponsor must demonstrate ocmmmity support (5 points) 

f. Sponsor must demonstrate the project contributes to neighborhood 

stability. (5 points) 

g. Sponsor must demonstrate understanding of planning, zoning, and 

building requirements (5 points) 

h. Sponsor must demonstrate that the project will result in 

affordable housing for lower incane families. (5 points) 

i. Sponsor may demonstrate that the project will result in 

affordable housing for very low incane families. (5 bonus 

points) 

III. Hearing Process 

Following technical review, a hearing will be scheduled before the Board of 

county camdssioners to consider the req_uests for transfer of property 

under this program. The BCC will receive the technical review canmittee 

report as part of their agenda package. Board hearing will include the 

technical report and public testimony. The hearing shall require a 

representative of the technical review canmittee to describe its findings 

and be available to answer questions. 



Demonstration Program 
Property Transfer Procedure 
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IV. Transfer Process 

A $200 non-refundable transfer fee will be charged for each property 

awarded through the program. 

The successful applicant will receive title to the tax foreclosed property 

after an 1\greement with the COUnty and lien instrument are executed. 

Basically the COUnty is donating the value of land and structure to the 

agency and expecting benefit to accrue to lower incane people in increased 

affordability. :If we accept the premise that encouraging low incane 

housing requires zoonitoring the progress and successes of the non-profit 

developers, security in the fo:r:m of encumbering documents is the starting 

point. 

When title is transferred to the successful applicant, the transfer will be 

conditioned to the develop:nent of affordable housing for lower incane 

families. The resulting 1\greement will specify a 12 zoonth period by which 

financing will be obtained, and a total of 24 zoonths for the renovations 

described in the application to be ca:npleted. After transfer, the property 

will revert to COUnty ownership only if: the non-profit developer is 

unable to demonstrate adequate financing for the project has been obtained, 

the developer does not ca:nplete renovations during the 24-month 

construction te:r:m, or the te:r:ms of the 1\greement with the COUnty are 

breached. Anually, during this develop:nent or construction phase the 

applicant will be required to file financial status reports that provide 

both project specific fiscal infonnation and corporate financial 

statements. The technical review conmittee will track the applicant 

financial reports and report to the Board if serious problems or 

inadequacies are presented. The technical review conmittee will make 

periodic site inspections of project construction progress and 1\greemen.t 

ca:npliance. Project canpletion is initiated by the COWlty upon 
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receipt of oanpletion notice fran local building codes jurisdiction. 

Cctnpletion of the project rehabilitation reg:uires final inspection and 

certificate of Cctnpletion to :be issued by the CoUnty. Upon oanpletion of 

the project, the county shall remove the short term developnent conditions 

fran the title. 

We anticipate three different housing models, with differing contractual 

and lien documents, to result fran this demonstration program. Different 

procedures and enforcement documents must follow the different uses and 

types of housing pram.llgated by the applicants. The structure of 

enforcement during the develq:ment phase of the projects will remain the 

same whatever the type of housing proposed. The structure of longer term 

enforcement processes for the three housing models is as follows: 

Model #1 Haneless Shelter or Special Needs Housing. 

The non-profit developer wishes to own and renovate tax-foreclosed property 

for haneless shelter. CoUnty and developer sign an 1\greement, secured by a 

pranissory note and trust deed in the amount of the tax arrears and 

penalties. The 1\greement and lien documents would stipulate the face 

amount of the note :be reduced by 20% per year to :be oanpletely extinguished 

after five years of performance by the non-profit developer in providing 

haneless shelter. Any county interest or restriction in the property would 

disappear after five years. If the property is sold or changes use prior 

to oanpletion of the five-year performance term, the balance of the note 

shall :be payable to the CoUnty. 

Model #2 .Affordable Rental Housing. 

The non-profit developer intends to develop affordable rental housing for 

lower inca:ne families. The property will be owned and operated by the 

applicant or a non profit property management agency which is approved by 

the CoUnty. Performance is secured by an 1\greement secured by a note and 

trust deed as for the haneless shelter developnent. The restriction 

described in the encumbering documents will ensure low-income renters and 
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housing afford.ability. The term of the restrictions will be 10 years. 

This total encumbrance would be due and payable only if the developer 

breaches the tei:ms of the 1\greement. 

Model #3 Heme ownership Models. 

The non-profit developer of owner occupied housing seeking the subsidy of 

county tax foreclosed property will be required to sign an lV:Jreement 

secured by a trust deed for the aJ.liOUD.t of the tax arrears. The lV:Jreement 

would specify beneficiaries, project canpletion and marketing term to 

qualified lower inccme buyer, two years fran transfer to sale. At sale the 

county's trust deed would transfer to the property buyer as a second 

mortgage. The mortgage would be perfoz:mance based, enforcing a five year 

occupancy and no sale or rental requirement. If the property was sold 

previous to the sunset of the second mortgage, title search at escrow would 

show' the encumbrance due and payable. In the case of contract sales 

without title assignment, our ensuring continued lower inccme ownership is 

problematical. 

Final Notes. 

Hopefully other housing products will be suggested by the non-profit 

developers. The proposed document stream for the three differing housing types 

is flexible enough to incorporate other innovative housing and ownership 

models. The Technical Review ccmnittee may recxmnend additional Special 

conditions to fit the applications received during the demonstration program. 

The technical review carmittee will advise the Board regarding program delivery 

policy throughout the demonstration phase. 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY PROPERTY TRANSFER APPLICATION 

DRAFT 
I. APPLICANT INFORMATION 

Name: 
Address: 

Applicant Status Non-Profit Organization 
Government Sponsored Agency 

Does your organization have a 50l(c)3 status? Yes 
(Enclose a copy of IRS letter 1045.) No 

Con tact Person: 
Federal TIN: 

Certification: I certify that to the best of my knowledge, all information 
in this application is accurate, and that this proposal has been adopted and 
approved by the organization I represent. If funding is received, this 
applicant will comply with all applicable program requirements. 

NAME: 
TITLE: 
ORGANIZATION: 

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
A. Project Name: 
B. Property Location: 

C. Proposed Use: 

D. Number and type of dwe n in g un i 
1. Non-residential uses: 

SIGNATURE: 
DATE: 

E. Please provi con se description of project. (Please include propo 
use, project beneficiaries and project ). 

31 C/2608C 



Page 2 

III. RESPONSE TO PROJECT AND APPLICANT CRITERIA 

A. Sponsor must demonstrate capacity to carry out project. {Maximum one 
page.) 

1. Describe experience of staff, board and volunteers. 
2. Describe previous project experience. 
3. Describe partnership if more than one organization will be involved. 

B. Demonstrate project plan that will result in timely completion and use. 
(Maximum three pages.) 

1. Describe project timeline. 
2. Provide construction cost estimate. 
3. Provide analysis of needed volunteer and professional services. 

C. Demonstrate financial plan. (One page with attached documentation to 
support all contributions: cash and in-kind.) 

1. Identify funding commitments and sources. 
2. Describe application of funds, predevelopment through take-out 

financing. 

D. Demonstrate capacity to provide on-going maintenance and operation of 
project. (Maximum one page.) 

1. Describe the maintenance plan during the development period. sure 
to include property hazard insurance costs. 

2. Describe continuing project oversight, funding and required reporting. 

31C/2608C 
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E. Demonstrate community support. (Maximum one page.) 

1. Projects demonstrating support from local neighborhood and community 
organizations will receive priority. Please provide documentation. 
(Projects that promote use of community organization or neighborhood 
residents in construction, maintenance and management of facility 
wi 11 be given preference. 

F. Community Stability. (t4aximum one page.) 

Projects receiving the highest score will demonstrate a commitment to 
serving and stabilizing the existing community. Affirmative marketing is 
critical. Housing project owners or tenants should be drawn from 
surrounding neighborhoods, as much as is practicable. 

G. Demonstrate understanding of planning, zoning, and bui 1 ding requirements. 
04aximum one page.) 

H. Income Qualification. (Maximum one page.) 

1. Define the low-to-moderate income beneficiaries of your project. 

31C/2608C 

(The principal purpose of the Housing Transfer Ordinance is to 
increase the available housing for very low income households - 50% 

or belO\tl median income- and low and moderate income households- 80% 

or below median in that priority order.) 



SUBJECT: Transfers for Low Income Hous 
------~--~------------------------~---------------

DEPARTMEN DIVIS I 

TELEPHONE 248 3044 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Tom Benjamin, Ted Gilbert, Ross Dey 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

c=J INFORMATIONAL ONLY D POLICY DIRECTION APPROVJ.I.L 

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: X ----
BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

The American titue of Architects and Homeowners 
have requested trans of a total of (5) tax 
for development of low income housing. 

A delay in trans r 
or financial support 

these properties will result 
r these projects 

One Street at a Time 
1osed properties 

a loss of material 

Attatched is the report required by Multnomah County Ordinance 672 

Request that the Board schedule a public hearing 
(If s please use other side) 

ELECTED OFFICI 

Or 

DEPARTMEN~ MANAGER -------------------------------------------------
(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF MULTNOMAH COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter of the Request 
for Approval to Transfer Tax 
Foreclosed Properties to the 
American Institute of Architects 
and Homeownership One Street 
at a Time 

ORDER 91-83 

Whereas, pursuant to Ordinance 672, the American Institute 
of Architects has filed a request for transfer of one (1) tax 
foreclosed property; and 

Whereas, pursuant to Ordinance 672, H.O.S.T.­
Homeownership One Street at a Time has filed a request for 
transfer of four (4) tax foreclosed properties; and 

Whereas, in accord with the ordinance 1 the Tax Title Unit 
has reported the request to the Board at a public meeting; and 

Whereas, based on the report, it appears that the public 
interest will be served by the transfer; and 

Whereas a delay in transferring these properties would 
result in loss of material and financial support for these 
projects by other organizations who have assured their 
involvement contingent upon the County 1 s timely transfer of these 
properties 

NOW THEREFORE, it is ORDERED that a public hearing on the 
requests shall be held on June 27 1991 
and the Director shall publish notice of the hearing as :required 
by Ordinance 672. 

1991. 



REPORT ON REQUEST TO TRANSFER TAX FORECLOSED PROPERTY 

June 6, 1991 

Requesting Agency: American Institute of Architects 

Legal Description & Location 

King Neighborhood 
Highland Park 
Lots 11 & 12, Block 21 
N. 5' of Lot 10, Block 21 
SW corner of NE 6th & Going 

$2,570 $1,562 $8,400 

Requesting Agency: Home Ownership One Street at a Time 

Legal Description & Location 

King Neighborhood 
North Irvington 
Lot 14, Block 5 
3957 NE 9th 

King Neighborhood 
North Irvington 
East half of Lot 1, Block E 
Former 808 NE Failing 

King Neighborhood 
North Irvington 
West half of Lot 2, Block E 
Former 808 NE Failing 

King Neighborhood 
Lincoln Park 
Lot 5, Block 5 
Former 3724 NE 8th 

$3,086 

$0 . 

$0 

$1,366 

Cost Assessed Value 

$1,317 $12,000 

$2,281 $4,300 

$740 $4,300 

$4,149 $6,000 



Meeting Date ______ _ 

Agenda No. : ---LC""""----L---­

<Above space for Clerk's Office Use> 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 
(For Non-Budgetary Items> 

SUBJECT: Resolution Opposing HJR-61 Sandy River Scenic Waterway 

BCC Informal 
(date> 

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services 

CONTACT Charles Ciecko 

BCC Formal June 13. 1991 
(date> 

DIVISION __ !....lp a"'-'r.....,l< .... s_,S...,.ew...r_,_V..wi c"'""e'""'s __ _ 

TELEPHONE _ __,2""-'4Uo<.8__.-5....,.0.>r<.,;50"'------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

1_1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY 1_1 POLICY DIRECTION [1J APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: 

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, as well as 
personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts. 1f applicable>: 

Resolution in opposition to HJR-61 in 1ts current form. supports incorporation of 
amendments which address County concerns. 

(If space 1s inadequate, please use other side) 

ELECTED OFFICIAL 

(All accompanying documents must have r1equired signatures) 
\ ,, 

3706V/4182p 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter of Opposing 
HJR-61 and Recommending 
Amendments 

) 
) 
) 

RESOLUTION 
No. 

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners has formally voiced it support for the 
Sandy River Scenic Waterway and 1ts associated values, such as fish. wildlife, 
and recreation on many occasions; and 

WHEREAS, it is apparent that private water purveyors in Hoodland Cooridor have 
been selling Sandy River Basin water without legal water rights; and 

WHEREAS, legal water rights cannot be issued by the Water Resources Commission 
until flows necessary for the Scenic Waterway have been identified and 
protected; and 

WHEREAS, HJR-61 seeks to establ1 sh a "Hood land Area Water Supply Task Force" 
which would develop a plan for the coordination of the Hoodland Coor1dor 
drinking water supply and preservation of the Sandy River as a Scenic 
Waterway; and 

WHEREAS, in its current form, HJR-61 does not address the interests of 
Multnomah County; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commissioners of 
Multnomah County, Oregon, does resolve as follows: 

1. We oppose HJR-61 in its current form; 

2. We support the incorporation of amendments which would accomplish the 
following: 

• Expand the task force composition to include agencies and 
organizations with statutory responsibilities and/or direct interest 
in the management of the Scenic Waterway. Examples include but are 
not limited to Oregon Depts. of State Parks and Fish & Wildlife, and 
Multnomah County; 

• Direct the task force to develop their plan and recommendations in a 
manner which preserves 1nstream flows at the level required for the 
Sandy River Scenic Waterway; 

• Prevent the expansion of unpermitted consumptive water uses in the 
Sandy Basin during the interim; and 

• Direct the Water Resources Dept. to continue the flow assessment 
process for the Sandy River Scenic Waterway as mandated by the 
Supreme Court. 



Resolut1on 
Opposing HJR-61 
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Approved th f s __ day of June. 1991 . 

Reviewed: 

laurence Kressel, County Counsel 
for Multnomah County, Oregon 

By ---------------------Deputy 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Gladys McCoy, Chair 

Commfssioner Pauline Anderson 
District #1 

Commissioner Gary Hansen 
District #2 

Commissioner Rick Bauman 
District #3 

Commissioner Sharron Kelley 
District #4 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the Matter of Opposing 
HJR-61 and Recommending 
Amendments 

) 
) 
) 

RESOLUTION 
No. 

WHEREAS. the Board of Commissioners has formally voiced it support for the 
Sandy River Scenic Waterway and its associated values. such as fish, wildlife. 
and recreation on many occasions; and 

WHEREAS. ft is apparent that private water purveyors in Hoodland Coor1dor have 
been selling Sandy River Basin water without legal water rights; and 

WHEREAS, legal water rights cannot be issued by the Water Resources Commission 
until flows necessary for the Scenic Waterway have been 1dentif1ed and 
protected; and 

WHEREAS, HJR-61 seeks to establish a 11 Hoodland Area Water Supply Task Force" 
which would develop a plan for the coordination of the Hoodland Cooridor 
drinking water supply and preservation of the Sandy River as a Scenic 
Waterway; and 

WHEREAS, in its current form. HJR-61 does not address the interests of 
Multnomah County; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commissioners of 
Multnomah County, Oregon, does resolve as follows: 

1. We oppose HJR-61 1n its current form; 

2. We support the incorporation of amendments which would accomplish the 
following: 

• Expand the task force composition to include agencies and 
organizations with statutory responsibilities and/or direct interest 
in the management of the Scenic Waterway. Examples include but are 
not limited to Oregon Depts. of State Parks and F1sh & Wildlife, and 
Multnomah County; 

• Direct the task force to develop a plan and recommendations which 
preserve instream flows at the level required for the Sandy River 
Scenic Waterway; 

• Prevent the expansion of unpermitted consumptive water uses in the 
Sandy Basin during the interim; and 

• Direct the Water Resources Dept. to continue the flow assessment 
process for the Sandy River Scenic Waterway as mandated by the Oregon 
Supreme Court. 
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Reviewed: 
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Commissioner Pau ine Anderson 
District #1 

Commissioner Gary Hansen 
District #2 

Commissioner 
District #3 
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Commissioner Sharron Kelley 
District #4 



Board of Commissioners 
II 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Mul tnomah County Commissioners ~ f)~A· 

Clackamas County Commissioners · 
/) 

June 12 1 1991 

Your resolution opposing HJR 61 

EO LINDQUIST 
Cill\lfl 

It has come to our attention that you plan to take action on 
Thursday to oppose HJR 61 in its "current form." We would have 
appreciated the opportunity to talk with you about this so 
that both our commissions could have presented a united front 
regarding the problem to be solved. You are probably aware that 
we are working on amendments that might have enabled you to 
support, rather than , this bill. 

It is our understanding that your interest is in meeting the flow 
requirements as set out in the Diack decision and thus protecting 
the ional, fish and wildl values of the Sandy River 
Scenic Waterway. Because the lower portion of the Sandy River 
runs through Multnomah County and Oxbow Park, we recognize this 
as a legitimate concern. Because the majority of the river runs 
through Clackamas County and great value for its scenic 
beauty, wildlife, fish and ion, this is also our interest. 

In addition, we have one other interest. We currently have about 
7500 residents in unincorporated Clackamas County who live in the 
Hoodland corridor. They have access to water through rights that 
fall under the general categor of legal, exempt, 
unadjudicated, unverified and illegal. The amount of water 
currently used in the corridor is about 3-4 c and at build-out 
as identified by the Clackamas County Comprehensive Plan, 
(20,000) would be approximately 6-10 : a minor amount of 
water. Considering the amount of water used by Portland's 
exclusive water rights in the Bull Run and Little Sandy Rivers 
which impact the lower Sandy in the extreme, we are a little 
puzzled that you are targetting the Roodland corridor needs and 
ignoring the Portland uses. An appropriate conservation plan by 
all users, including Portland 1 would have a far more significant 
effect. 

We feel that the answers to these problems, including a study and 
a conservation plan, l in HJR 61. We are currently working 
toward a compromise as by Oregon Rivers Council over 
Charles cieko 1 s signature. We are confident that you understand 
our position of trying to a problem for our residents -
obtaining an assured, legal water supply, while complying with 
the flow requi according to the Diack dec ion. We do not 
see·these desires as being inconsistent with your interests. 

We would appreciate your help. 

900 Main Street • Oregon City, OR 97045-1882 • 655-8581 



13 Meeting Date ______ _ 

Agenda No. : ---"--"------=--­

(Above space for Clerk•s Office Use> 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 
<For Non-Budgetary Items) 

SUBJECT: Intergovernmental Agreement with State of Oregon. Department of Insurance 
and Finance, Workers• Qonpensation Division 

BCC Informal 
<date> 

BCC Formal June 13. 1991 
(date) 

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION Transportation 

CONTACT Virginia Webster TELEPHONE 248-5050 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

1_1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY 1_1 POLICY DIRECTION /XI APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: ----'-"--"''-'-'-'-"~"------------­

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: 

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

Department of Environmental Services, Transportation Division, requests 
approval to enter into a Wage Subsidy Agreement with State of Oregon. The 
Department of Insurance and Finance, Workers• Compensation Division will 
reimburse 50 percent of wages paid previously injured county worker for first 
six months of permanent re-emp~~me~t ~ot ,200.00. 

' ~~'vtA&L.. 
<If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL 

Qr 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER\+-Jt:-J+~--::7 

<All accompanying documen~ust have required signatures) 

3706V/8867V 



MUL TNOMAH COUN1Y OREGON 

i CLASS I 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #2106) 

CLASS II 

Contract# 3-0235-1 

Amendment 

CLASS Ill 

LJ Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $10,000 []J Intergovernmental Agreement 

l 
(RFP, Exemption) 

RATIFIED 0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement Multnomah County loara 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction of Commiuioners 
0 Grant lff!.-s- 6..-L-J.-9L 
0 Revenue 

Contact Person __ V~iwr....::9wi.!..!n-.!..i M-a ....2Wwe.ubusw.t!.!=e...!...r ______ _ Phone 248-5384 Date 5/22/91 ___ _ 

Department Environmental Services Division Transportation Bldg/Room. __ ..._.:.:42=..:5=------

Description of Contract Wage Subsidy Agreement; County agrees to re-employ preferred worker 

A~ Bridge Operator; State of Oregon, Department of Insurance and Finance agrees to 

reimburse Multnomah County 50 percent worker's wages for six months not to exceed $5,200.00. 

RFP/BID 

ORS/AR 

Date of RFP/BJD ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date -------=-, 
OWBE OQRF Contractor is 0 MBE 

Contractor Name State of Oregon, Department of 
Insurance and Finance Mailing Address 

--~2~1-rla~b~o-r-n&-rin-d'u-s7t-r~ie-s~B~l'd_g __ __ 

Salem, OR 97310 
Phone 378-5421 

Employer ID #or SS # -----------­

Effective D'ate _ __;;:_;::~--=-.z__:=-=-=~-------­
Termination Date December 1, 1991 

Original Contract Amount $--'-5-"-',2=-0:::....;0:...:•:...:0.,c:;O _____ _ 
t v' 

AmountofAmendment~---------------------

Payment Term 

0 Lump Sum ... -----:--:----:--:---

0 ·Monthly 

0 Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

T otal Amount of Ag 0 Requirements Not to Exceed .,. _______ _ 
, .. ,, 

REQUIRED , SIGN 

Department Manager~~~~~~~~~~~~~; 

Purchasing oirector_~L..l---;,----,,L------­
(Ciass II Contracts Only)// 

County Counsel ----1'1!4Ar-ttt.~~-4!l~~'-7'~~ 

County Chair/Sherif 

VENOORCODE 

LINE 
NO. 

FUND AGENCY 

01. 161 030 
02. 

03. 

ORGANIZATION SUB 
ORG 

664 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

ACTIVITY OBJECT SUB REPT 
Rev • OBJ ATEG 

TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

WHITE PURCHASING CANARY- INITIATOR PINK -CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN- FINAN:::E 

INC1 

I:EC 
IND 



WAGE SUBSIDY AGREEMENT 
Department of Insurance & Finance ·Workers' Compensation Division 
Rehabilitation Review Section • Reemployment Assistance Reserve 

Legal 

Federal Tax ID No.: _ __,::..:::.,o~~"-"-''------------

Unemployment Ins. Reg. No.: _ __.:;..=:..:...::..::._ _________ ~ 

Insurer at Injury: l\1ultnomal] County 

Claim No: 002722 Hire Date: 6 L l £.2.1 
Date of Injury: 6/14/88 Preferred Worker No.: E42-7180 

Job at Injury:--=..:.=.::.:....:===~=""-~"'-'-'-"""'-------
0 New Employer 

~ Same Employer 

0 Modified Job 

fZ NewJob 

Employer 11t Injury or Empfoyttr 11t Aggrt~VIItion- Premium Ex&mptlon ttnd W~~ge 5ub•ldy m•y be provided with prior Division 11pprov•l for the 

worker's regular employment only when !IIUb:stantial job 11ltert1tlon hi nec<~tssary or IIUb:stantial work.slte modlfiCIItion hi required to lfCcommodste 

the worker's penn•nent limitation• 11s 11 re111u/t of the Injury. 

The employer and woi'Xer must be eligible for reemployment assistance as prescribed in OAR 436-110. 

The employer must have and shall maintain woi'Xers' compensation insurance. 

The worker, employer, and the Department of ln:~uranett & Fin~~ nee (Dep11rtment), enter Into tho following llffrtHHTtent: 

1. The employer agrees to employ the worker in an approved suitable job accorting 1o the same business practices and personnel policies affecting all 

employees. 

3. The Department. as presaibad in OAR 436-110, will reimburs.e 50 percent of the wages paid the 't'i'OI'i<er for six months. (Wages include paid leave 

but do not include commission, tips, overtime, board, rent, housing, «other payment) Total reimbursement Is not t:> exceed$ 5, 200. 00 

4. To obtain reimbursement, the employer must submit a Department-issued reimbun;.ement request (Form 1427) to the Department 

5. This agreement ceases if employment ends prior to the agreement termination date, « the Department may end this agreement by written notice to 

the employer and worker, if the employer or worker has not complied with all other appropriam state and federal statutes regan:fmg employment 

6. If this agreement is mrminated because of any breach, default. or omission by the employer, the Department win be reimbursed for an costs as 

detarmined appropriam by the Department 

THIS AGREEMENT IS NOT VALID UNTIL SIGNED BY A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF INSURANCE & FINANCE 

I have reviewed the job analysis for this position, and can perform this pb. 
I have the knowfedge, skJ7/s, abilities, and sccept the wa;ge for this job. 

of or~egon 

Send to: Rehabilitation Review Section 

21 Labor & Industries Building, s.tlem, OR 97310 

{440-2100) (12Ea!DIF/CSS) 

co 
:r- <f -'17 

H COUNTY 

If you have ques ons or need further 
assistance, please contact the workers 
Insurer, vocational counselor or the 
Rehabilitation Review Section In Salem 
at 378-5421, or 1-800-445-3948. 

Data 

rLfqJ 

RRS Ua.e only 

enoe~.,.. 0to1e: ---------------­

T..mt!Cloo Do<te: ----------------



JOB ANALYSIS FOR WAGE SUBSIDY 
Department of Insurance & Finance ·Workers' Compensation Division 
Rehabilitation Review Section • Reemployment Assistance Reserve 

EMPLOYER---------------------------------------------------------­
(Fill out fhis secDon) 

Employer Multna:nah COunty 

Contact Person/Title Mary Cosby, Workers' Compensstion 
Speclalist 

Employer at Injury or Employer at Aggravation - If lhe wage subSidy 
requested is for regular wori< whic:tl is mod lied, please explain how lhe job 
duties or the ~ site have been substantially modified (requires prior 
Rehabilitation Review Sed:ioo approval):----------

Employer Signature Date 

WOI'Ker Information: 

Job Title ----=B:::r::..:i::.:d:::gJ.::e::.......:;Ope=:.:r...:::a:..:::t...:::o;;:;;.r __________ _ 

HoursPerW"k----~-----------------------------

control waterway and road traffic. 

Physical Requirements • Please check the correct box for each task the worker will do on this job. 

Tout hours In 8-hour d11y 

0-1 j1·31 3·6j6-S IN/A Body Movements_......_ _ ____. __ _.__ _ _.... __ ...~..-_ __,~ 

Bend at waist 

Twist upper body 

Kneel 

Walk - Uneven Surface 

Climb 

Reach Above Shoulder 

Repetitive Use of Hands 

(a) Squeezing 

(b) Keyboarding 

Operate Foot Controls 

Crouch 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

Endurance------------,_,_.._, ____________ ____ 

Sit 

Stand 

Walk 

Tout hours In 8-hour d11y 

0 ·1 I 1 • 3 I 3- 6 I 6. 8 I N/A 
Physical------~---~---~--~------~--~ 

Lift 
1- 10 lbs. 
11-20 lbs. 
21-50 lbs. 
overSOibs. 

Carry 
1-10ibs. 
11-20 l:ls. 
21· 50 lbs. 
overSOibs. 

Push 
1- 101bs. 
11· 20 l:ls. 
21-50 l:ls. 
overSOibs. 

Pull 
1 - 10 lbs. 
11- 20 l:ls. 
21 -50 l:ls. 
overSOibs. 

I ~ I ~ I I I I 

I ~ I ~ I I I I 
On wheels? N/A 

I ~ I I I I I I 
On wheels?N/A 
YES NO 

X 
y 

X 
X 

PREFERREDWORKER~,------~---------------------------------------­
(Fill out this $8Ciion) 

Preferred 

Type of Injury _....:B::::;a:::.:c~k"""/:...::d:;.i~;.::S..,C~e.;,C'""t.;.QID~.:t--------

OPTIONAL 

My patient a is a Is not released to do this job. 

Physician Signa!I.Jre Date 

Acc:cn:ling to my doctor, I can lift up m: ---"'""'-----lbs. 

Aa::orcrmg to my doctor, other physical limits are: Avoid 

~epetitive ·bending, stQQpjng. twistjng. 

ff you do not know if you can cb this job, ask your dc:x:1cx to look at this Job 
Analysis. 

Date 



c .. 

REVERSE SIDE OF NEW PREFERRED WORKER CARD 
TO BE FILLED OUT BY EMPLOYER AND WORKER AS INSTRUCTED 

Ern pfoyer: W'OOn you hire a Preferred Wo~r. yCJJ do not pay wod<.ers• compen­
sation insuran::e. premiums or premium ~esments on that wo!'Xerforthree years. 
~:he Preferred Wcrker has a rew injury during this time, the Workers' Co~ersation 
Division will repay your insurer a.JI claim ccsa Your nnes wiH not go up becausa of 
L~at claim. Employer at Jnjuy or Employer a!. A{}JravatkJn: Premium Exsmptian wil 
only be approved if substantial job aft era/Jan or worksite m«fif'JCation is requited. 
'l-lh9n you hire a Prefetred Worker you must: 

.. Maintain Ore9c:t1 wori<.er3' compensatkln ir.surance. 
• Pay workers' compensation employer assessments (centS per day) and 

withootd empbyee Contributions {cants per day) on the Preferred Worker. 
• Complete. sign and date this c:a.rC no later than 14 days after hirit"Q. 
• lv'.ajJ tlis card oo later than 7 days after s tgnir.g. 

If you are using 'Nage SUbsidy. attach tl"l:l Job Analysis and Agreement form to this 
card. ~ Clill1~ or (HJ:J} 37a...s.l21. 

E:rpcyer's Lsg<il Nai'T'Jl: Multnomah County 

?hc::ne: 248-5190 Ccing Suslnn.s As: Mul tnomah County 

Ada~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----------------
Z!p: 97204 

Hire Date: -..i.J.1 f 9 Tr:!e d J:b; Bridge Operator 

Wet'Kers• ~ !nst.rr. Self-Insured, Scott Wetzel Services 

\YCO Reg. No.; 5880729 

E.crpoyers Signa:!Uf'e: . 0.:.-:.a: ----
J:::b at ltitJry: Road Maintenance 

We<Xir's Sgna:x.n: ~_@) . "J/1~ cats: 5" ~ <6'- 9 I 
. !/ 

Send e:ompleted ard !1:1: 
R.th~Ui'tat::icn Review Sectioo, 21 l.abor & ndu:a:triea S:dgt StJem, OR $7310 



mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
GLADYS McCOY 

DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 
PORTLAND BUILDING 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 
EMPLOYEE SERVICES 
FINANCE PAULINE ANDERSON 

GARY HANSEN 
RICK BAUMAN 
SHARRON KELLEY 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

1120 SW FIFTH, 14TH FLOOR 
PORTLAND, OR 97204-1934 

AT OTHER LOCATIONS: 

MEMORANDUM 

LABOR RELATIONS 

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
ASSESSMENT & TAXATION 
ELECTIONS 
INFORMATION SERVICES 

VIRGINIA L. WEBSTER, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 

MARY L. COSBY, RISK MANAGEMENT ~ 
MAY 17, 1991 

WORKERS' COMPENSATION 
DONALD MILLER 
WAGE SUBSIDY AGREEMENT 

(503) 248-3303 
(503) 248-5015 
(503) 248-3312 
(503) 248-5135 

(503) 248-5111 
(503) 248-3345 
(503) 248-3720 
(503) 248-3749 

As we discussed attached is the wage subsidy agreement regarding 
Donald Miller. You will note in the attached letter that Linda 
Weidig indicates that the County requires wage subsidy agreements 
to be reviewed and signed by the commissioners. That was how we 
previously understood that it needed to be accomplished we have 
since found out that a revenue contract will suffice. 

Thank you for your help. If you have questions, please do not 
hesitate to call me at 248-5190. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



.: 

c. M ... CARNEY ANC ASSOCIATES .. :::c 
DISABILITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

May 8, 1991 

Mary Cosby, Risk Management 
Mu1tnomah County 
1120 SW Fifth Avenue, 14th Floor 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

RE: Donald J. Miller 
Claim No.: 002722 

Dear Mary: 

Enclosed are the wage subsidy agreement and job analysis forms. 
I completed a copy of what is on the reverse side of the new 
Preferred Workers card. On the wage subsidy agreement form 
(bottom left hand corner), is where the County Commissioners are 
required to sign. On the job analysis for wage subsidy form, the 
employer signs on the upper left hand corner, certifying that the 
job analysis is true and correct. It has been reviewed by both 
Vern Souders and Bart Bonney. On the reverse side of the 
Preferred Workers card, at the bottom, the employer's signature 
and dates are required. Mr. Miller has signed off. 

The return to work date is June 1, 1991. Vern Souders explained 
that even though Mr. Miller returned to work on April 7, 1991, he 
has been in an in-house training phase. Mr. Souders reports 
that he anticipates Mr. Miller will be certified to operate all 
bridges and begin a regular full time assignment on June 1, 1991. 
Therefore, the Workers' Compensation Department will reimburse 
Mr. Miller's wages 50% from June 1, 1991 through the 1st week of 
November, 1991. 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE: 

P.O BOX 7545, EUGENE, OREGON 974D1 (5D3] 342-4234, FAX (5D3] 683-8829 

REGIONAL OFFICES: 

OREGON: PORTLAND SALEM, EUGENE, COOS BAY, ROSEBURG, MEDFORD 
WASHINGTON: SPOKANE, WENATCHEE, SEATTLE 



, " c. M. CARNEY AND ASSOCIATES .... = .... 
DISABILITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

After the forms are signed, please mail to Rehabilitation Review 
Section for processing. 

If you have any questions, please call 244-9836. 

Respectfully, 

~~,W~!rYJL 
Linda D. Weidig, M.#.·, C.R.C. 
Disability Management Consultant 

6600 SW 92nd Ave., #24 
Portland, Oregon 97223 
(503) 244-9836 

Attachments: Wage Subsidy Agreement 
Job Analysis for Wage Subsidy form 
Reverse side of the Preferred Workers card 

(Completed) 

smdjcrdjpl333886 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE: 

RD. BOX 7545, EUGENE, OREGON 874D1 [5D3] 342-4234, FAX [5D3] 683-8829 

REGIIDNAL. OFFICES: 

OREGON: PORTLAND, SALEM, EUGENE, COOS BAY, ROSEBURG, MEDFORD 
W".SHINC:::TntN· SPOKANE. WENATCHEE. SEATTLE 



c. M. CARNEY AND ASSOCIATES. ~ 
DISABILITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

April 24, 1991 

Re-Employment Specialist 
Preferred Worker Program 
Workers' Compensation 
Rehabilitation Review Section 
21 Labor and Industries Bldg. 
Salem, Oregon 97310 

RE: Donald J. Miller 
WCD NO: E42-7180 
SS NO: 543-52-2346 

Wage Subsidy/Premium Exemption 

Dear Re-Employment Specialist: 

Mr. Miller was referred for an Eligibility Evaluation and was 
determined eligible for vocational assistance under the 
administrative rules on November 29, 1990. 

Mr. Miller sustained two prior back injuries from 1979 through 
1989. Regarding the particular incident of June 14, 1988, Mr. 
Miller failed to respond to conservative treatment, and underwent 
an L5-S1 lumbar discectomy on October 19, 1988. He returned to 
regular work in 1988, and was declared medically stationary in 
April 1989. 

The following October, on the 11th, 1989, Mr. Miller received a 
Determination Order of 19% PPD for his low back. Mr. Miller 
continued to work from December 1989 through July 1990 as a 
Parking Garage Attendant, with Multnomah County. He filed an 
aggravation of his condition in January of 1990 and remained on 
light duty until July of 1990, when the employer indicated they 
could no longer accommodate his physical capabilities. 

Mr. Miller was determined medically stationary again on August 3, 
1990, by his treating physician, Dr. Brett. Dr. Brett indicates 
that Mr. Miller's physical restrictions include avoiding 
repetitive bending, stooping, twisting, and lifting. Mr. Miller 

not to carry more than 35 pounds at one time, and should avoid 
sitting and standing for more than two consecutive hours. 

Don Winkley, Personnel Analyst, arranged for Mr. Miller to 
interview for a position as Bridge Operator. Consequently, an 
offer of this position was made to Mr. Miller. He did return to 
work on April 7, 1991, for job orientation requiring training on 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE: 

RO BOX 7545. EUGENE. OREGON 97401 [503) 342-4234, FAX [503) 683-8828 

REGIONAL OFFICES: 

OREGON: PORTLAND. SALEM, EUGENE. COOS BAY, ROSEBURG, MEDFORD 
WASHINGTON: SPOKANE, SEATTLE 



c. M. CARNEY AND ASSOCIATES ~ 
DISABILITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

all four of the bridges operated by Multnomah County. His actual 
return to work date, on a full time permanent assignment, working 
independently is June 1, 1991. The DOT Code number for Bridge 
Operator is: 371.362-010. Mr. Miller is earning $9.52 per hour. 
Dr. Brett has released Mr. Miller for the bridge operator 
position. This position is sedentary with some light category 
aspects. 

Multnomah County is requesting reimbursement of 50% of these 
wages for a period of six months, in addition to premium 
exemption benefits and claim cost reimbursement under the 
Preferred Workers' Program. 

This request may be submitted to Rehabilitation Review Section 
beyond the 21 day period allotted by the Department. Multnomah 
County requires that their county commissioners review and sign 
the paper work. 

If there are any questions, please call 244-9836. 

Respectfully, 

L~ ~eid~~:~LC.R.C. 
Disability Management Consultant 

6600 SW 92nd Ave., #24 
Portland, Oregon 97223 
(503) 244-9836 

Attachment: Wage Subsidy Agreement 
Job Analysis for Wage Subsidy 
Reverse side of the Preferred Workers' Card 

smdjcrd/pl333856 

AOMINIEITRATIVE OFFICE: 

PO. BOX 7545, EUGENE, OREGON 97401 1503] 342-4234, FAX 1503] 683-8829 

REGIONAl.. OFFICES: 

OREGON PORTLAND, SALEM, EUGENE, COOS BAY, ROSEBURG, MEDFORD 
WASHINGTON: SPOKANE. WENATCHEE. SEATTLE 



JUN 1 3 1991 Meeting Date ______ _ 

Agenda No. : --~£-'-""--__,,/==---­
<Above space for Clerk's Office Use) 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 
<For Non-Budgetary Items) 

SUBJECT: Metropolitan Greenspaces Phase 3 

BCC Informal BCC Formal 
<date) <date) 

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION Park Services 

CONTACT Charles Ciecko TELEPHONE -----"'--~'--------

PERSON ( S) MAKING PRES ENTA II ON -~C!J..!h..!C..a r'-lw.e:...!.S_;C""'iu.:e~c=ko.w.o_.!...!.M,._e 1!...-L!H~u..wi e._..--'-"Me>:..Jt"-Lr-""o---.-------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

1_1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY L_l POLICY DIRECTION lXI APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: 

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

The Park Services Division is transferring $16,000 to Metro as Multnomah County's 
share of Phase 3 costs of the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program. Phase 3 will 
continue analysis and data collection for the natural area inventory. 
~~ N 6 -cQo-9/. 

<If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL 

.•" 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER ~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~-------~ 

must have required signatures) 

3706V/4138p 



··& 
Contract 302301 .e::::=::::\ 

CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #2106) -------

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON Amendment 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

LJ Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $10,000 0 Intergovernmental Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption} 

0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 
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Phone 5050 Date 5/17/91 -----
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OWBE OQRF Contractor is 0 MBE 

Contractor Name Me 1 Hu i e, Metro 

MaiHngAddress 2000 SW First Ave. 

Port 1 and, OR 97201-5 398 

Employer ID #or SS # ------------

Effective Date _ _,U.qp.u.ou..n.__..E..ax,_e,...cu.._t,._l.u. o.un..__ ______ _ 

Termination Date _ _;Fue;J.b"-' • ........;;.2_.9_.,,........._19.~...9J.J2...._ _____ _ 

Original Contract Amount $ _ _..._16..,_,_., O ..... O.u.O,__,_....OL.UO ____ _ 

Amount of Amendment 

Total Amount of Agreement $ 16,000. 00 

Department Manager~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Purchasing Director ---------L------­
(Ciass II Contracts Only) 

County Counsel -----------·--­

County Chair/Sheriff -------------

VENOORCODE I VENDOR NAME 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT 
NO. ORG 

01. l 00 030 5350 6110 
02. 

03. 

INSTRUCliONS 01\i REVERSE SIDE 

OCX Lump Sum~-----------------

0 Monthly 

0 Other 

0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed ~----·-----

Drue _____________________________ __ 

Date __________________________ ___ 
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SUB REPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC.' 
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IND 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

Between the Metropolitan Service District 
and Multnomah County 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into as of the __ day of , by 
and between the METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT, hereinafter referred to as 
"Metro ," whose address is 2000 S.W. First Ave., Portland, OR 97201-5398, and 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, hereinafter referred to as "County," whose address is 1021 
S.W. Fourth Ave., Portland, OR 97204. 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, It would be in the public interest for local governments, Metro and the 
state of Oregon to cooperate and work together in addressing regional park and 
natural areas issues affecting the Portland metropolitan area; and 

WHEREAS, Metro will conduct an analysis of natural areas within the region as part 
of the Metropolitan Greenspaces Program as described in Attachment "A" and 
Attachment "B" attached ·hereto; and 

WHEREAS, the total cost for the project is $169,809. The County agrees to 
contribute $16,000 to Metro to complete this analysis for the entire geographic area 
of the County; and 

WHEREAS, The County, the state of Oregon, local governments and Metro are direct 
beneficiaries of the regional natural areas analysis, and are willing to contribute to the 
funding of said project, now, therefore, 

IN CONSIDERATION of those mutual promises and the terms and conditions set forth 
hereafter, and under authority of the ORS Chapter 190.010 and 190.110, the parties 
agree as follows: 

1. TERM: 

The term of this Agreement shall be from d<lfe af ea<ec&.JI o tJ to 
and including February 29, 1992 . 

. 2. CONTRIBUTION: 

·The County agrees to pay SIXTEEN THOUSAND DOLLARS and No/1 OOths 
($16,000) by June 30 1 1991 to Metro for the regional natural areas analysis 
project. 



3. FISCAL AGENT: 

Metro shall be the fiscal agent for all entities contributing to the project. Metro 
shall receive and account for all contributions and expenditures necessary to 
complete the project. 

4. METRO's PROJECT OFFICER: 

Metro's Project Officer is Mel Huie. Metro shall give prompt written notice of 
any redesignation of its Project Officer. 

5. ACCESS TO RECORDS: 

The County shall have access to such books, documents, receipts, papers, and 
records of Metro that are directly pertinent to this Agreement for the purpose 
of making audit, examination, excerpts, and transcripts. 

6. WORK IS PROPERTY OF METRO and the COUNTY: 

All work performed under this Agreement for the geographic area covering 
Multnomah County shall be the property of Metro and the County. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Intergovernmental 
Agreement to be executed by their duly appointed officers the date first written 
above. 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT 

Name: Name: ------------------------ ------------------------
Title: Title: ----------------------- ----------------------

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Multnomah County Counsel 

A:\PPAC\MCintQvt.&Qm 
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''/krzu:::hm~ A·// 
-scope of Wor:.Jc:. · . . : · , . · ..... · .... 

·URBAN NATURAL AREAS .. !illf.LYSIS FOI{ METROPOLtt!ili' 'GREENS~ACES . 
• • .. ... •' • • • • " • .1' •• '·-" ~·~·~ * ... ~ .. . .. • *.. . . • .. .. . ... ""~ 

I. . . · PROJECT DESCRIPTION .... 
. . : . 

A· Project summary 
This project involves the analysis of relllotely sensed and 

field collected data concerning natural. areas in the Portland· 
ME?trapolitan Service District (Metra) Region. Eight discrete:tasks 
are identified: · 

1. Review of the sufficiency of previously collected field.qata 
for providing a statistically reliable sample of the natural 
areas in the region; · · 

2. Updating and maintenance of the database developed in the 
previous inventory phase of this project; 

3. Performance of additional field surveys (if needed) in order 
to provide a sUfficiently detailed cross-section of sites in 
the region; . 

4. Analysis of the natural areas data using numeric and spatial· 
analytical techniques; . 

5. Identification of additional sets information that might be 
used in conjunction with the natural areas data to analyze and 
identify· present and future patterns of natural areas 
preservation and loss; 

6. Analysis of the natural areas data in conjunction with 
additional data; 

7. Define values of natural areas and the contribution that they . 
make·to the metropolitan region can be effectively evaluated; 

8. Establishment of priorities for the acquisition and 
preservation of specific natural areas sites. 

B. Project Goals and Purpose 
In 1989 Metro, through it~ Parks and Natural Areas Advisory 

Group, initiated a study of natural areas in the region. Phase 1 
of that study involved the acquisition of current color infrared 
aerial photography of the region and was performed in May and June, 
1989. . 

In September, 1989, Metro contracted with Portland state 
University to perform Phase 2, an inventory of the "Natural Areas n 

within the Metropolitan Service DiS?trict. That inventory was 
completed in the Fall, 1990 and consisted of aerial photo 
interpretation and mapping of natural areas, field.surveys of more 
than 100 sites, and entry of the map and field data into an 
Arc/Info Geographical Information system. The results of Phase 2 
will provide the basis for: 

1. identifying areas of region-wide importancei 
2. developing a short-term strategy for the monitoring and 
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protection of natural areas; 
3. dev~loping a long-:term plan ~o~ .. the. acqul:sf:tion, .perma,nent" . 

. . .• '; .. protet::tion . and. management ·of . natural -areas; . . . .' 
... · · 4. · _deveJ.oping -~ ,_qigital :dat~pase o.f na1;:ura-l . .8.l::eas· intorma_t-i,ol_l to , . 

. . 'serve as' a 'component: of Metro's .devel'opihg RLIS system.·.' ... 
·5. providing_a set of baseline data from which to mo~itor -and 

evaluate future changes in natural areas. 

Phase 3 of the stUdy focusses on the analysis of the data 
collected during Phase 2. The analysis will include several 
elements, including a description and summary of existing 
conditions in the study area, an evaluation of ecological 
interactions that relate to habitat .quality, an appraisal of the 

· potential impacts on natural areas of future region-wide 
development, an examination of the ways that adverse impacts might 
be avoided or mitigated, ·an identification of general areas where 
acquisition may . be most appropriate, and the generation of 
ecological guidelines for optimizing management of natural areas 
within the Metropolitan service District boundaries. 

c. Task Descriptions 
.This .project has been· divided into ·eight separate tasks. 

Initial contracting will· not include all tasks and actual 
contracting for individual tasks will occur as Metro acquires the 
necessary funds. As additional funds become available, Portland 
state University will be notified by'a contract amen~ent.from 
Metro to proceed on the additional task(s). · 

· Though the description of the tasks below generally follows 
the sequence in which they should be performed for logical 
management of the project, some flexibility in the sequence is 
possible as the.project develops. 

'· 
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1. Review Field Data Sufficiency 
I.n. prder to be able to perform the field survey portion of 't:he 

invent.()_;ry at the optimal s~ason ·(late... Spring)., .:the. f!ielection·. of 
·. fi~ld .sP-rvey .. site$ had to .be .m.ade in .. tll~· ... ear,ly ~pril)g, -pJ;ior to. tl;le 

. . entry ···of· :the .data· .. into. the . computer mapping system ·and when ·there 
was still only a preliminary. understanding of the character and lni.x 
of sites. To ensure that the number of field visits provides 
sufficient detail on the full range of sites for statistical 
analysis, a review will be performed of the existing field data. 

J..J. Analyze Field Data. This will deal primarily with 
whether the number of sites sampled in the field provides 
a representative sample of the vegetation communities and 

. their geographic distribution with the study area. 
J.. 2 Prepare Report. A description of the sufficiency of the 

data will be included. If the number of surveyed sites 
is insufficient, the areas and kinds of insufficiency 
will be detailed and recommendations will be on 
additional·site visits. 

2. Update Natural Areas Database 
The system of field survey data has been design~d for ease of 

update and expansion with additional data. This additional data 
will likely come from·two sources. First, many field personnel 
from agencies and consultants in the Portland-Vancouver 
metropolitan region have agreed to use the field data collection 
forms that were developed for the inventory project. Since they 
are :involved in ongoing project work there is a need to regularly 
enter their new data ·into the Natural Areas . Database (NAD) • 
Second, there is a great deal of data available in existing 
studies. However, this data needs to be collated and transferred 
into the NAD format. · . 

To ensure that both of these sources of. data are entered into 
the database, student personnel will be supervised in the task of 
maintaining and updating the database. This will provide the 
mechanism for expanding ·tb.e database established during the 
inventory and will ensure that there will be an improved working 
set. of information available for future natural areas planning. 

DRAFT 

2-.J. Collect Reports. Local researchers will be contacted and 
existing reports, studies; and species lists for sites 
will'be collected. 

2.2 Code Data Sheets. The materials will be read and the£r 
data recorded on the data collection forms. 

2.3 Enter Data. The data derived from the existing studies 
as well as the data from new forms provided by field 
workers will be entered into the NAD. 

2.4 System Maintenance. Recommendations will be made on how 
to maintain and update the information base for natural 
areas. 

3 
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3. Field surveys 
This.task will be u~e the resul~s from Task 1 to se~~ct .and 

survey additional sites.. . .. . . · 
. · ·· 3 .• 1 .. Identify : Survey. Sites .• ." . ·.· . Based .· on . the. parameters ... 

recommended in the Task ·1 report, :additional s·ites . for 
field survey will be selected. 

3.2 Perform Surveys. Field surveys will be performed using 
the same techniques as in the initial inventory and 
recorded on the field data collection forms. 

3.3 Enter Data into NAD. Data from the field forms will be 
entered into the Natural Areas Database. 

3.4 Prepare Report. The results of the field ·survey and the 
data summarization will be described. 

4 •. Develop Natural Areas Maps and Descriptive statistics 
The goal of this portion of the analysis is to identify 

the key features of the inventoried natural areas data and their 
spatial characteristics. This analysis will rely heavily on 
statistical methodology and the spatial data manipulation 
capabilities of the geographic information system (GIS). These 
will be used.for producing.a number of maps and graphics. 

DRAFT 

4.1 Photo· .Interpreted Data. Preparation of maps and 
statistics on acreage and nUmber of sites for: (a) all 
natural areas, (b) each natural area category, (c) 
connected natural areas, (d) isolated natural areas, .(e) 
sites that are isolated but that have nearby sites and 
would be usefully connected (i.e., sites that are not now 
connected but could be connected via one or two 
acquisitions of property). 

4.2 Field Survey Data. The field survey provided a number of 
additional parameters that will.be examined. This will 
involve the preparation of maps and statistics for some 
selected summary parameters: (a) all surveyed areas, (b) 
various individual categories. 

4.3 Indexed Data. This task will explore the development of 
quantitative indexes for selected parameters of the field 
survey data, such as diversity of plant and wildlife 
species, species diversity vs area size, species 
diversity· vs habitat type, and species diversity vs 
degree of isolation. Such indexes may prove to· be 
important indicators of site quality. 

4. 4 Examine Variation. A key part of the analysis will look· 
at the variation within and between mapped vegetation 
types. The results of the index development in Task 4. 3 
will be applied here. The feasibility of extrapolating 
some of the parameters of the field data to the various 
photo interpreted sites, then maps and statistics on 
acreage and number of sites will be prepared for (a) all 
natural areas, (b) each natural area category 1 (c) 
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· connected natural areas; (d) isolated natural areas will 
. . · be in'?"esti.gat:ed. . . · . . . . 
:.:, ·4· •. 6·. ·Habitat Distri:bution and Interconnections .• ·· An .eva~uation 

. . .. .·.·.· .of t;h.e e;xisting_. ~p?ttia.l relationships .. of natural. :.areas,· .. 
. . identifying areas where 'connections are· iri good condition·. 

and areas where connections can be enhanced. 
4.7 Prepare Report. This report will consist primarily of 

maps accompanied by descriptive and explanatory text. 

5. Identify.Additional Data 
Among the types .of additional data that would be of importance 

for the natural areas analysis are zoning, population densities, E­
zone boundaries, floodplai~ delineations, wetland delineations,· 
present and projected land uses, transportation plans (including 
trails and bike paths), utility right-of-ways, severe slope and 
unstable soils information, aquifer and recharge area delineations, 
land ownership, stream sub-basins outlines, original land cover, 
historical patterns of natural area change, and assessed valuation 
of properties. 

Metro's Data Resource Center (DRC) is in the process of 
developing a Regional Land Information system (RLIS) using· the 
Arc/Info Geographic Information . System. Their major task at 
pres~t is the compilation and entering of data. Much of the data 
that would be necessary for the natural areas analysis either. is or 
will be included in RI.J:S and there is no need for this project to 
duplicate their ·data collection effort. However, it is essential 
that the analysis team· work closely with the DRC personnel to 
co.ordinate the analysis effort with the DRC 1 s compilation effort. 

DRAFT 

5 .l. Identify overall Needs. Determine which data layers 
would be most useful to analyze in conjunction with the 
natural areas data and the form of these analyses. 

5.2 Meet with DRC. Several meetings will be necessary with 
DRC personnel to determine which data they can provide, 
the details of that data (age, spatial resolution, 
attributes, etc.), and its suitability for use with the 
natural areas data. This will also allow for exploring 
other sources of data that DRC may be aware of. 

5. 3 Identify Additional Needs. Identify needs for data 
additional to that to be provided by the DRC or other 
agencies. Determine the best· method of acquiring this 
additional data, including the possibility of 
digitization by the analysis team. 

5.4 Prepare Report. This would include a listing of the data 
needs, how the various data sets would be employed in 
subsequent analysis, and the general plan for acquiring 
the· data. · 

tasks has looked simply at 
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the characteristics of the natural areas data in isolation. One of 
the major. advantages of the GIS approach to sto~ing and 

·~ m?tnipu:lating .spatial data is that it· provides. a·.tool. that allows 
.. · .. c;::9n~id~ation of the· data in relation to other data. s~_ts. This 

·task will take advantage of that· a·bility to deal wit:h· .multiple 
spatial data sets to analyze the data in conjunction with other 
landscape patterns and will use the data sets identified in Task 5. 
The level of analysis will be dependent on·the amount and types 
additional information available. · 

6.1 Development Susceptibility. This analysis will attempt 
to identify the potential susceptibility of natural areas 
to development, as determined from adjacent land uses and 
other factors. 

6.2 Adjacent Land Use Effects •. This task will be based on 
data collect~d during the field surveys and will assess 
the possible degree and kinds· of impacts resulting from 
adjacent land uses, especially on items such as corridor 
integrity, habitat interspersion, isolation of individual 
natural area patches, effects of alien 1 invasive 
species, etc. 

6.3 Build-out Scenarios. This will explore the relationship 
between projected population changes, future development, 
human disturbance, and various natural area protection 
strategies to identify a "future map" of the·area. 

6.4 connections. This will explore the connections between 
already protected natural areas and areas that are not 
yet protected .. 

6.5 Prepare Report. Overall conclusions regarding the 
abundance, variety, and condition of urban natural areas 
will be provided. Probable impacts of future development 
will be described. 

7. Define Values of Natural Areas 
Following an examination of the various roles, functions and 

values of natural areas, a conceptual scheme will be developed that 
focuses on how these functions and values can be maximized in·ways 
compatible with development. 

DRAFT 

7.1 Identification of Natural Areas Values. Through 
assessment of literature and discussions with planners, 
biologists and community leaders, the roles, functions 
and values of natural areas (e.g., habitat, flood 
control, water quality, aesthetics) will be identified. 

7. 2 Identify Alternatives. · Several . different systems of 
natural area protection will be identified, involving 
different patterns of natural areas and various levels of 
diversity and sizes. 

7.3 Evaluate Alternatives. The various systems, representing 
different levels of natural area preservation,·will be 
evaluated using existing information on costs and 
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compatibility with land use plans available through RLIS. 
7. 4 Prepare · Report. The natural areas val~es .. will · be 

discussed and the_advantages and disadvantages of each 
alternative will be summarized. 

8. Establish Acquisition Priorities . .. ___ . 
Working within the framework of developing. the· general system 

identified in Task 7, criteria for prioritizing acquisition will be 
developed. 

DRAFT 

8.1 Develop Evaluation criteria. EValuation criteria for 
individual sites will be developed, incorporating the 
values identified in Task 7. 

8. 2 Prepare Report. This will present and discuss the 
criteria developed. 
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1 II. UPDATES AND BRIEFINGS 
Metro will be provided with progress. reports on a regular 

basis, 'both in the form of written status reports and verbal 
briefings. 

A. Personnel 
Principal Investigator for the contractor will be Joseph 

Poracsky, Associate Professor of. Geography, Portland State 
University. In addition to overall project supervision, he will 
have direct responsibility for the GIS and mapping tasks. Work on 
these areas will be performed by students at PSU. 

Lynn Sharp and Esther Lev, Environmental Consultants, will be 
assisting in various aspects of the project and will have primary 
responsibility for the biological aspects. 

Primary Metro contacts will. be personnel from the Planning and 
Development Department, Richard Carson (Director), Patrick Lee 
(Regional Planning Supervisor), and Mel Huie (Senior Planner.) 

B. Coordination with Metropolitan Wildlife Refuge Rystem . 
The qoals of this project cl.osely r~late to the efforts of the 

Audubon Society of·Portland to establ.ish a Metropol.itan Wildlife 
Refuge system in th~ .. Portland-Vancouver region. Successful 
completion of the aerial photo acquisition required · for this 
project was the resul.t· of a cooperative effort with Portl.and 
Audubon and their assistance was invaluable in the ·oompl.etion of 
the inventory. It is anticipated that work on this analysis wil.l 
continue to be coordinated with the Audubon Society's efforts 
surrounding the Refuge System. 

c. Schedule of Progiess Reports 
on the l.5th of each month Metro will receive a memo describing 

progress to date, significant problems f questions encountered, and 
anticipated progress over the next one month· period. At the 
completion of each major task there will be a detailed briefing.of 
the Metro Staff. 

III. PROJECT PRODUCTS 
Metro will provide a set of l. inch= 2,000 foot aerial. phot~s 

to PSU for use during the various stages of the project. 
PSU will provide to Metro the following products: 

1. Report and Recommendations on Data Sufficiency 
A written report will be prepared that describes the suffi­

ciency andjor the shortcomings of the collected .field data and 
identifying what additional data, if any, needs to be collected. 

sources or as 
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; provided by ongoing field work, data will be· entered into the 
existing database and delivered to Metro. 

3. Report an Summary on Additional Field Surveys 
(Note: this will only be provided if additional field surveys 

are deemed necessary and. are performed.) A report will be prepared 
which summarizes the results of the additional surveys. 

4. Report on Descriptive Characteristics of Natural Areas Data 
A report will be prepared that describes the patterns and 

characteristics identified within the natural areas data. 

5. Report on Additional Data 
This report will detail the other types of data that· should be 

utilized in combination with the natural areas data and the ways in 
which it should be employed. 

6. Report on-Spatial Analysis of Natural Areas 
This will describe potential impacts of interaction between 

natural areas and other landscape features and processes, with the 
goal of detailing.future patterns of natural areas that are likely 
to result from these interactions. 

7· Report on Values of Natural Areas 
. The key values of natural areas will be discuss~d and a final 

system of natural areas proposed. 

S, Report on Acquisition Priorities for fiatural Areas 
This will discuss the general areas and criteria for natural 

areas acquisition within the context of an integrated system. 

IV. COMPENSATION SUMMARY 
Portland state will enter into this price and performance 

contract on a task-by-task basis.· Each task or group of tasks will 
·require a written agreement between the two parties stipulating the 
fixed price cost for each task in question, the period of service 
for completing the task(s), and directing Portland State to proceed 
on a specific task or tasks. 

Payment shall be made for each task upon the deli very to Metro 
of the final product(s) i9.entified for that task and the receipt of 
an invoice from Portland State University. 
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ATTACHMENT B 

PROJECT BUDGET/TERMS OF PAYMENT 

1. Total costs shall not exceed $90,315. until contract 
amendment (s) are approved by Metro authorizing expenditures up 
to a maximum of $169,809. 

2. Metro retains the right to contract with other parties or 
conduct the work in-house for the work tasks 5.1 through 8.2 
per "Attachment A -- Scope of Work." 

3. As additional funds for the project are raised and 
appropriated by Metro, they will be expended on this Agreement 
per Attachments A and B i.f Metro chooses to continue a 
contractual relationsh~p with the University beyond work task 
4.7. Contract amendments to this Agreement will be made at 
the appropriate time(s) to increase expenditures. 

4. University will enter into this Agreement on a task-by-task 
basis. Each task or group of tasks, as detailed· in 
Attachments ·A and B herein, exceeding $90,315 wi.ll require 
contract amendment(s) and written agreements between the two 
parties. The amendments will stipulate the fixed price cost 
for each task in question, the period of service for 
completing the task(s), the dates of delivery of products and 
materials to Metro, and direct the University to proceed on 
the additional task(s). 

5. Payments shall be made to the University within 14 business 
days following the receipt of an invoice for each task(s) and 
the delivery to Metro of the final products and materials as 
identified in "Attacb.m'ent A -- Scope of work." Final products 
and materials must be approved by Metro as to meeting the 
terms of this Agreement and as described in "Attachment A -­
Scope of Work" prior to financial compensation to the 
University; and 

6. This Agreement is in effect during the period December 15, 
1989 through twelve (12) months beyond the date thi.s Agreement 
is signed. 

7. This Agreement will be carried out during two Metro fiscal 
years (FY 90-91 and FY 91-92). Metro budget and contract 
requirements will be followed to carry out this Agreement. 

B. Payments to the University shall be sent to: 

Portland State University 
Attn: Research Accounting 
P.O. Box 751 
Portland, Oregon 97207 
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Budget Estimate*: 
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URBAf...: NATURAL AREAS ANALYSIS 

RHll EIA DATA SUFF I Cl EN::y Sl ~ 836 $2~415 $2.243 
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1 e 2e 
26 30 
1(3 

1 e 4e 
20 40 

s:5! 980 

$3,346 

$632 

1lV21/9G 

$19,142 

117 
50 

185 

$46,299 
613 

136 
146 
118 

$9e,315 

$11~328 

68 

48 
70 

$27,971 
65 

1(35 
813 

$-25~668 



·., .. 

... 

BUDGET MODIFICI>.'l'ION 1{0. ,(>1:15~1-\ I 

(For clerk's Uso) Meeting 
Agenda 

·-----------·------· 
1 • REQUES'I' FOR PLI>.C:Et-!ENT ON THE AGENDA FOR -------·-----.. --0:..----
DEPARTMENT:· HUMA;"'\1 SERVICES -·--- DIVISION:....:.:::.::!..::;=.:-~=-::-"::-::=·,;.:;..;==·-·------·--·--·-------·-· 
CONTACT: · Shirley Sanders , TELEPHONE: 
*NAME ( S) OF PERSON l1AKING PRESENTA'l'lON 'l'O BOARD: 

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE (To assist in prepa.ring c:. descript.~.on :for the printed agenda) 

DHS Budget Modification #!..\\ adds $57 1 515 in Title XIX Grant funds to the Aging se:.vices· 
Division, Long Term Care budget to fund community health nurses (through the Health Division) 

·· who are participating on multi-disciplinary teams serving at-risk elderly. 

DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION ( the changes this Bud Hod makes. What budget does· 
it increase? What do the changes accompl ph? where does the money come from? What budget 
is reduced?. Attach additional information if you need more space.) 

[J PERSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET 

Budget Modification #t..JI adds $57,515 of Title XIX Grant funds, which brings total Title 
XIX funds to $5,884,237, to the Internal services line in the Aging Services Division Long 
Term care (Org 1905 ):..l:mdget. These funds will be used to purchase.community health nurse 
services through the Health Division. · · 



28-May-91 

File Name: bmll 
EXPENDITURE 
TRANSACTION EB [ 

File Name: bmll 
REVENUE 
TRANSACTION RB ( 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 
Change 

Revised Increase 
1 Amount 1 (Decrease) 1Subtotal' Description 
'--------'----------'--------'---------------~~----1 . I s- 515 I · I t 1 . · 1 ·. ·. ·I '• 1. · .,In erna serv~ces 

. . · · 3, 739 ., Indirect · · I . I . . . I 61, 2 54 . ! TOTAL, . ORG 19 0 5 

I I I I 
________ j ______ :__, ____ ::.~::_!--------1:::~~-=:~:~::: _______ _ 

I 64,993 I TOTAL EXPENDITURE CIDL~GE 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUOGET FY 199~-91 
Change 

:·~Revised Increase 
Amount· '. Amount 1 (Decrease) :subtotal' .. Description 
--------'--------'----------I--------'·-------·--------·-~----

1 I 5- 515 I i~·t1 ·x1v 1 I 1, I . ·. 
1
-l. e .~ , . · I I 3, 739 I · 

1
Gen.Fund Ind. support: 

I I I 61,254 ,TOTAL, ORG 1905 
I I I 

I I I I . . . 
I I I I 

!--------1----=:.~::_!--------::::~:~:~:~:::::~:~-
1 64,993 I . ITOTAL RE"VENUE CHANGE 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Gladys,McCoy, county chair 

egaard, Acting Director 
tment of Human services 

Jim McConnell, Director 
Aging Services Division ~·v-~ 

May 28, 1991 

DHS Budget Modification # 

Recommendation: The Aging services Division recommends Board of county 
commissioner approval of the attached DHS Budget Modification # 

Analysis: DHS Budget Modification # I increases Aging services Division Long 
Term care Internal services budget by $57,515 in Title XIX Grant funds. These 
funds will purchase community health nurse services through the county Health 
Division, in support of the multi-disciplinary teams serving at-risk elderly. 

Background: The Aging services Division, social services Division, and Health 
Division are together providing multi-disciplinary consultation and treatment 
services to elderly with mental health problems. These multi-disciplinary teams 
are spread throughout the county, except on the west side. The program 
originated from a state Divisions' of Mental Health and senior and Disabled 
services Division grant. The three county divisions have been able to leverage 
more funds for the teams due to the need, interest, and success of the teams. 
Aging services Division has been able to allocate Title XIX grant funds for this 
program because many of the clients are Medicaid recipients. 

The funds for this Budget Modification are included in the amended revenue 
contract with the state senior and Disabled services Division, Modification #2, 
which is being routed separately for processing. 

bmllz 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



BUDGET MODIFICATION No. __ O~H~s_·~--4~~~-----------------

tJUN 13 1991 
(For Clerk's Use) Meeting Date ______ ~--~-------

Agenda No. ____ ~;e~,~JP~------

1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR------------------~~-------------------------
( ) 

DIVISION: AGING SERVICES DEPARTMENT: HUMAN SERVICES 
CONTACT: shirley sanders 
*NAME(S) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO 

TELEPHONE: ~2~4~8_-~3~6~4~6~~~----~~-------------­
BOARD: Billi Odegaard/Jim Mcconnell 

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

DHS Budget Modification :fl:'-1.9. reduces personnel expenses to decrease the Aging services 
Division Budget by $21,346 Title XIX Grant funds due to a decrease in allocation from the 
State, and shifts $2,952 Title XIX Grant funds from professional services to pass through in 
Aging services Division/Long Term care budget. 

2. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What 
it increase? What do the changes accomplish? Where does the money come from? 
is reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.) 

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

budget does 
What budget 

DHS Budget Modification :fl:4aadjusts the Aging services Division central office budget by 
reducing $21,346 Title XIX Grant funds from permanent personnel costs (salary, fringe, 
insurance) due to a decrease in Title XIX Grant funds from the state. The funds to be 
reduced are in. unexpended personnel costs accrued from staff vacancies. The Budget 
Modification also shifts $2,952 Title XIX Grant funds from professional services to pass 
through in the Division's Long Term care (Org 1905) budget. 

·\"' }/0'; 't ~' 

~~3-.~======~~~~--~~~---r-e_v_e_n_u_e __ s~b-e~i-n-g-.-c~h-a_n_g_e_d~-a~n~d~t~h-e_r_e_a_s_o_n--~f-o-r~t~h-e-.-c~h-a_n_g_e~)-----------
~ \ 

• • • • 

10, ASD cen'tral, by $21,346 in Title XIX Grant funds • 
Reduce General Fund'support.: for ASD by $1,558.' · 
Reduce .. service,rReimbursement from F/S to General Fund by $1·,558 • 
Reduce Service Reimbursement from F/S to Insurance Fund by $2,358 • 

4. CONTINGENCY .. STATUS (to be completed by Finance/Budget) 
---~~----:---Contingency before this modification (as of --~--

(Specify Fund) (Date) 
After this modification 



PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD NO: __ D~~~5-~ __ y~a~----------------------

5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGES (Compute on a full year basis even though this 
action affects only a part of a year.) 

FTE 
Increase 
(Decrease) 

POSITION TITLE 

N/A, one-time savings due to staff vacancies. 

TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) 

6. 

BASE PAY 
Increase 

(Decrease) 

ANN I Z E D 

FRINGE/INSURANCE 
Increase(Decrease) 

TOTAL 
Increase 

(Decrease) 

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.) 

I ,'j" 

TOTAL CHANGE ($14,388) ($4,600)/($2,358) ($21,346) 



16-May-91 

File Name: bm9 
EXPENDITURE 
TRANSACTION EB [ ] GM [ J 

Document organi-:. 
Number 1 Action 1 Fund 1 Agency 1 zation ··. 1 

--------'------'----'---~--'-------~ I 1156 I 010 ·!1110 I 
I 1156 I 010· I 1110 I 
I I 6 I I I 
I 115 I 010 .. I .1710 I 

I 1156 I 010 I 1110 I 
I I I I / I 
I I I .. 1· I 
I I I I I 

I I i~~ I I gg~ l 
1 1 156 1 1 1905 1 
I I I I I 
I l1oo I 010 I 0105 I 
I l4oo I 040 I 7531 I 

--------!------!---~!----~-!~------! 
TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE 

File Name: bm9 
REVENUE 
TRANSACTION RB 

· ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 
change 

current Revised Increase . 
1 ,Amount 1 Amount 1 (Decrease) 1 subtotal' • Description 

------'~-------'--------'----------'--------~---------------------
;i5100, j · j · I (14,388) I IPe~anent Personnel 
.55oo

1 
I I (4,600)I 1 Fr~nge 0.. (2,358) 

1
Insurance 

7W)I I I I (21,346) ISUB;'OTAL PERSONNEL 
10-~j:.l I I (

1
'
387

) I (22 733) ~~~~~ec~RG 1710 
.; I I I I ' I ' 

·. I I 
·I I I 2 952 1 'Pass Through 
I I I 2' I I f · 1 1 I I ( ,952) I 1Pro ess~ona svc 
1 1 I (171) I 1Indirect 

., I I I (171) 'TOTAL, ORG 1905 

<7608,1 I I (1,558) I leash Transfer 
6520' I I I (2,358) I jserv Reimb/Insurance 
-----~!--------!--------l----------1--------~---------------------

l (26,820) 1 TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE 
==========·= 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 [ ] 
d ,., • • ) ( chan-=ge=-----,---

Document · Organi- • · Reporting Revenuecurrent Revised Increase 

-~~~==-~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~=~~~~=:~~~~-~~~~~~~:~~category; ~~~~=~=~-~~~~~-~-~~~~~-~~~=~==:~=~~~~~~~~:=j-7---~=~~=~~~~~~-----
1 1 156 I 010 I 1710 I 1 1 2609 I 1 1 (21,346) 1 ,T~tle XIX i 1156 I 010 I 10 I 1 ·1 7601. I 1 1 (1,387) 1 IGen.Fund Ind. support 
I I . I I I I I I I I I (22,733) !TOTAL, ORG 1710. .. 
I I I I I I I I I I I l d d . t I 1 156 I 010 1 1905 I I I 7601 I 1 I (171) I 1Gen.Fun In • supper 
I I I I I I I I i I I ( 171 ) I TOTAL' ORG 19 0 5 

I l100 I 045 I 7410 I· I I ~602 I I I ( 1, 558) I l serv.Reimb./Gen.Fund 
I . . .. '1400 I 040 I 7531 I · I I 6602 I . ·. I I (2,358) I !serv.Reimb./Insurance 

--------!------!----!------!~------!--------!---------!------l-~------!--------1----------l--------,---------------------TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE ;.:;\~\,. ~;:. 1 ( 2 6 , 8 2 0 ) 1 1 TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE 
========================================================================================================================= . ' 

, 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

B 
D 

Odegaard, Acting Director 
tment of Human services 

Jim McConnell, Director 
Aging services Division 

22, 1 

DHS Budget Modification # 

Recommendation: The Aging services Division recommends Board of county 
commissioner approval of the attached DHS Budget Modification # l . 

Analysis: DHS Budget Modification # reduces Aging Services Division Central 
Office budget, permanent personnel, $21,346 in Title XIX Grant funds, due to 
a decrease in Title XIX allocation from the state Senior and Disabled services 
Division. The reduced funds are from personnel savings accrued due to staff 
vacancies. 

The Budget Modification also shifts $2,952 state Title XIX funds in organization 
1905 (Long Term care) from professional services to pass through, to more 
appropriately represent the type of service being contracted. 

Background: The Emergency Board of the oregon Legislature reduced Title XIX 
allocations for Area Agencies on Aging for FY 1990-91. The Aging services 
Division's reduction is $21,346. savings accrued from personnel vacancies are 
being used to respond to the reduction in allocation, as a means to minimize the 
impact of this reduction on client services provided through Aging services 
Division's case management program. 

bm9z 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



"' -

BUDGET MODIFICATION No.~D~H~5~~-Y~3~'---------------

(For clerk's Use) Meeting Date,--::;J......;U_N~l ..... S..,...,-19_9_1 __ 
Agenda No. ____ ~Ae~--9~------

1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR------------------~~~------------------------

DEPARTMENT: HUMAN SERVICES DIVISION:~A~G~I~N~G~S~E~R~V~I~C~E~S-----------------------
CONTACT: Shirley Sanders TELEPHONE: ~2~4~8~-~3~6~4~6~~~------~~-------------
*NAME(S) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD: Billi Odegaard/Jim McConnell 

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

DHS Budget Modification #43adds $3,500 of grant revenues dedicated to the Gatekeeper Program 
to the professional services line of the Aging services Division budget to pay for a 
Gatekeeper Program training contract. 

2. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What 
it increase?, What do the changes accomplish? Where does the money come from? 
is reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.) 

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

budget does 
What budget 

DHS Budget Modification #'-13 adds $3,500 of grant revenues dedicated to the Gatekeeper 
Program to the professional services line of the Aging services Division Central Office 
budget. These funds willbe used to provide training for businesses with client contacts, 
such , banks, utilities, telephone companies, ,which participate in the countywide Gatekeeper 
Program administered by\Aging services Division. ; , 

' / ' '" '" 

(Specify Fund) 
of 

(Date) 
After this modification 

$ _____ _ 



16-May-91 

File Name: bm12 
EXPENDITURE 
TRANSACTION EB [ GM [ ] TRANSAGTION ACCOUNTING PERIOD~-------------

,- ~ , : , change 
Document Organi- •, Reporting current Revised Increase 

. '. 

BUDGET FY 1990-91 

Number iActioniFundiAgency'zation 1Activity 1Category jobjectl Amount 1 Amount '(Decrease) 'subtotal' Description 
--------~------~----~------l-------~----~---l---------j------j--------j--------l----------l-------7 1-------7-------------

l 1156 1 010 I 1710 1 I I 6110 I 1 I 3,500 I 1Professl.onal svc 
1 1156'1 010 I 1710 1 I I 7100 I 1 I 228 I !Indirect 
I I ' I I I I I I I I 3 ' 7 2 8 ' TOTAL I ORG 1710 
I I I I , '', I I I 

I I I I I I I I I I I I 
I l1oo I 010 , I 0105 I I • I 7608 I I I 228 I I cash Transfer 

--------!----~-!----!------!-------!--------!~--------!------!--------!--------1----------I--------!---------------------
TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE 1 3,956 1 TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE 
========================================================================================================================= 

File Name: bm12 
REVENUE 
TRANSACTION RB [ GM ( J TRANSACTION ACCOUNTING PERIOD~-------------

, ' ' change 
BUDGET FY 1990-91 

Document ~ Organi- . Reporting Revenuecurrent Revised Increase 

-~~==-i~=~~~~~:~~~~~~=~=:l=~~~~~-l~=~~~~~:j~~~=~~=:-j:~~===i-~~~~~-l-~~~~~-~~~====~~=~j:~~~~~~:l-----~=~==~~~~~~-----
1 

1
156 I 010 1 1710 / 1 .· 1 1 6823 I 1 1 3,500 I !Gatekeeper Grant 

1 1156 I 010 1 1710 1 1 l 7601 I 1 1 228 I 1Gen.Fund Ind. support 
: I I I I I I I I I I 3 , 7 2 8 I TOTAL, ORG 1710 
I I I . I I I I I I I I I 
I l100 I 045 I 7410 I I .· I 6602 I ' I I 228 I lserv.Reimb./Gen.Fund 

--------!------!----!------!-------!--~-----!---------!------!--------!--------I----------1--------,---------------------
TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE . 1 3,956 1 1TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE 
========================================================================================================================= 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Gladys ~ccoy, county chair 

Bit2:~egaard, Acting Director 
D~~~nt of Human services 

Ji~ Mcconn711, D~r7c~oo~,O~ 
Ag~ng serv~ces D~v~s~o 1'"\' 

May 28, 1991 

DHS Budget Modification # 

Recommendation: The Aging services Division recommends Board of county 
commissioner approval of the attached DHS Budget Modification # 

Analysis: DHS Budget Modification # adds $3,500 of dedicated grant revenues 
from Gatekeeper organizations to Aging services Division, professional 
services budget to pay for training contracts for the Gatekeeper organizations. 
Gatekeeper organizations are businesses which have contact with elderly, such as 
utility, telephone companies and banks, and which are likely to identify elderly 
having difficulties maintaining themselves in the community. costs will be 
incurred only to the level of grant funds received. 

Background: The Aging services Division has funded the Gatekeeper Program for 
about three years. The original sponsor, Human solutions, turned over 
administration of the program to Aging services Division when that agency 
terminated its contract with the Division in october, 1990. several businesses 
contribute grant funds to the Gatekeeper Program, e.g., u.s. Bank, N.W. Natural 
Gas, PP&L, PGE, GTE, and u.s. west. These funds are being added to the county 
Budget through this Budget Modification. 

bm12z 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



BUDGET MODIFICATION NO ._'·-"'Q,tl5.:..;..;::::;_:#_Y"""'-=5.._ ______ _ 
MAY 2 ~ 1991 

(For Clerk's Use) Meeting Date 
r;gufi:jllla~\9'91\\ 

Agenda No ·---"-'R ..... --Z...::V:;__ __ 

1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR--------------------~-------------------------
( ) 

DIVISION: AGING SERVICES DEPARTMENT:~~~~~~~~-----------------­
TELEPHONE: ~2~4~8_-~3~6~4~6~--------~~-------------­

BOARD: Billi Odegaard/Jim McConnell 
CONTACT: 
*NAME(S) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO 

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

DBS Budget Modification # l-\5 moves federal/state funding for Aging Services Division 
permanent personnel to professional services, for temporary agency hires used to cover 
critical position functions. 

2. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What 
it increase? What do the changes accomplish? Where does the money come from? 
is reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.) 

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

budget does 
What budget 

DHS Budget Modification # 45 reduces permanent personnel costs (salaries, fringe, and 
insurance) by $30,497 of federal and state grant funding and increases professional services 
by $30,497 within the Aging services Division central office budget. Positions in which 
savings have accrued have had vacancies; the increase in professional servi~es is needed to 
cover temporary agency costs of people hired to perform those positions' critical functions. 

modification (as of·----­
(Date) 

this modification 



PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD NO:~D~H~~~~--Y~5------------------------

5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGES (Compute on a full year basis even though this 
action affects only a part of a year.) 

FTE 
Increase 
(Decrease) 

POSITION TITLE 

N/A, one-time savings due to staff vacancies. 

TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) 

BASE PAY 
Increase 

(Decrease) 

ANNUAL 

FRINGE/INSURANCE 
Increase(Decrease) 

D 

PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGES (calculate costs or savings that will 

TOTAL 
Increase 

(Decrease) 

.. take place within this fiscal year; these should explain the 

(. 05) .Adm 
(.06~ Fin Spec. 2 1121 
(;24) Off •. Assis 2 1643 
(.02) PDS #218 
(.31) Data Analyst #701 
(.04) PDS #203 
(.03) Adm Spec 2 1117 

.vacancy. 
vacancY ... ' 
vacancy· 
vacancy 
vacancy 
vacancy 
vacancy 

being changed by this Bud Mod.) 

($1,745) 
( 2,100) 

. ( 4~ 500) 
( 500) 
(10,500) 
( 1,350) 
( 950) 

($467)/ 
( 562) / .. 

(1,204)/ 
( 134)/ ( 76) 

(2,542)/(1,329) 
( 361)/ ( 180) 
( 254)/ ( 181) 

.($2,436) 
( 3,004) 
( 6,700) 
( 710) 
(14,371) 
( 1,891) 
( 1,385) 



07-May-91 

File Name: bmB 
EXPENDITURE 
TRANSACTION EB [ ] 

Document ·.· organi-
Number 1Action'Fund 1Agency 1zation ________ l ______ l ____ l ___ ~--'-------

1 1156 I 010 I 1110 
I 1156 ·I 010 I 1110 
1 1156 1 010 1 1110 

I 1156 I I 1110 
I 1156 I I 1110 
I I I I 
I I I :l 
I l4oo I ro4o I 

--------!------!----!------!-~----~ 
TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE ,; 

File Name: bmB 
REVENUE 
TRANSACTION RB [ ] 

< • 

' ( •• 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 
change 

current Revised Increase 
1object' Amount 1 Amount 1 (Decrease) :subtotal 1 Description , ______ l ________ , ________ l __________ , _________ l ____________________ _ 

I · · I I l 21 645 I . I t 1 .
1 

5100 I I I ( , ) I 1 Pe~manen Personne 
;. 5500 ( 5, 524) Fn.nge 
~I 5550 I I I (3 328)1 !Insurance I I I I , I I I I I I I (30 I 497) I SUBTOTru;. PERSONNEL . 

I 6110 I 1 1 30,497 I 1 Profess~onal svc 
I 7100 I 1 1 0 1 0 1Indirect 

1710 
I I I I I ,TOTAL, ORG 

• I I I 

I 6520 I I I (3,328)! !serv Reimb/Insurance 
---------!------!--------!--------l----------~---------~---------------------

1 (3,328) 1 TOTAL EXPENDITURE 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 
Change 

Revenuecurrent Revised Increase 

~~~~:==~-~~~~=-~-~~~~=-~:~:::=~~=~~~~~=~=~=-'-----~=~=:~~=~~~-----1 6602 I I I (3,328) I lserv.Reimb./Insurance , ______ , ________ , ________ 1 __________ , _________ , ____________________ _ 

,I 
1

' 
1 ! (3,328)! !TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Gladys McCoy, county Chair 

Billi Odegaard, Acting 
Department of Human services 

Jim Mcconnell, Director 
Aging services Division 

May 22, 1991 

DHS Budget Modification t 

Recommendation: The Aging services Division recommends Board of county 
commissioner approval of the attached DHS Budget Modification t 

Analysis: DHS Budget Modification # moves $30,497 in one-time permanent 
persc;mnel savings in Aging services Division central office to professional 
servJ.ces. The savings 1 which are federal and state grant funds 1 have accrued due 
to staff vacancies. The increase in professional services is to cover costs of 
temporary agency people hired to perform the critical functions of vacant 
positions. 

Background: The Aging services Division has relied on temporary agency hires to 
conduct critical business services functions during the interim time periods 
prior to permanent hires. some of these positions were then frozen after passage 
of Measure 5. Aging services Division continued to use temporary agency hires 
from month to month before and after November during the time of uncertainty 
about budget cuts this year and next. These costs have already been incurred; 
the transfer of funds will balance fund accounts within Aging services Division. 
The savings are all federal and state grant funds. 

bmaz 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



.,. 

(For Clerk's Use) Meeting DateKJUN 13 1991 
Agenda No.: 

II: RBJJES'I' FOR PLAC::3tEN1' al THE 1tGI!liDA FOR l 
I I 
I I 

l DEPARTMENT Human Services DIVISION Social Services l 
I CONTACT Susan Clark/Kathy Tinkle TELEPHONE 248-3691 l 
I I 
I I 

l NAME OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD l 
I I 
I I 

l SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE (To assist in preparing a description for the printed agenda: : 
: ·. Budget Modification DHS #..:l!.L increases the MED Office of Child and Adolescent : 
: Mental Health Services program budget by $109,559 and decreases the SSD Adrrdn l 
: budget by $35,124 to reflect additional funding of the EPSDT Pilot project. l 
I I 
I I 

l (ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON THE AGENDA ) I 
+-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------+ 
2. DESCRIPTial OF MODIFICATIOO (Explain the changes this bud mod makes. What budget does 

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

[X] PE:RSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHewN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET 

Budget Modification DHS #Yu increases the MED Office of Child and Adolescent 
Mental Health Services (OCAMHS) program budget by $109,559.· This appropriation 
increase reflects $71,776 State Mental Health Division funding for the EPSDT pilot 
project. 

In a technical adjustment, County General Fund of $32,977 is transferred from SSD 
Administration to OCAMHS for contracts with community service providers to fund 
start-up costs associated with the EPSDT project to, reduce .. client wa1i;. f8§tsq 
These. funds .were originally budgeted in SSD Adrrdn via budget modific~iotr:"DH~.# '20, 
although the contracts are charged and budgeted. in OCAMHS (q;.1 CGF is the. ··~··. · 
incre~ed. $41.80~ in.QCAMHS and decreaSEd $2,147 ;in. SSD Adrrdn to reg~ ~di~! 
Cost recovery. · ;rn l:• m . :'!::.~ 

'c:P ::c: .. :2::::: 
o- ?? :z ,, 

;~~s 

RE\TElruE IMPACT 
Increases State Mental Health Grant revenue by$ 71,776. 
Increases County General Fund by $ 2,659. 
Increases Service Reimbursement Fed/State Fund to General Fund by $4,727/ Telephone 

' Fund by $721, and the Insurance Fund by $6,235. 
;. 

4 .. <X>NTINGENCY~.STA'lUS (To bE;! ca:rpleted by Finance/Budget.) 

+---------------------------------------------+-------------------------------------------+ 
~ .i~edjb_y: Date: ,/ : D~ar~t Director: ~te: : 

~--~:~L6MdfiA1L_~[ ______ ~P:!_f-5) ___ l-~-~-------~!i.t-----l 
lFinanci{Bud~et:A . . . Date: t'7 r : ~';Yf,e Relations: ;:,ate: I 

l-----~~~~---~f11-~l--l-~~--------f~?~fj ________ ! 

l~~~~~~-~~=~~-------------------------------------------1 



EXPENDITURE TRANSACTION. EB [·~] ·'··<M [ 
Document 
Nunber Action 

156 
156 
156 
156 
156 
156 
156 
156 

156 

156 
156 

402 
. 100 

400 
100 

REVENUE TRANsACTION 
Document 

Nunber' Action Fund 
156 
156 

156 

402 
100 

. 400. 
100 

TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE 
OCAMHBMl/ 5-25/PGl··· 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUOOET FISCAL YEAR J 

Increase 
(Decrease) 

43,899 
11,703 

6,235 

32,977 
700 

2,600 
750 

1,600 
721 

4,806 
2,068 

1,500 

(32,977} 
. (2,147) 

721 
2,068 
6,235 
2,659 

86,118 

Increase 
(Decrease) 
·71~ 776 
.37,783 

' '! 

(35,124) 

721 
2,068 
6,235 
2,659 

86,118 

SUbtotal 

:61,837 
'' 

46,22f 

'1,500 
109,559 

(35,124) 

f'.·, 

Description •:t::: 

Permanent 
Fringe 
Insurance 

PS SUbtotal 
Pass Thorugh 
Printing 
Supplies 
Education and Training 
Local Travel 
TelephOne· ''t 

Indirect Costs 
Building Mgmt 

MS SUbtotal 
Equi~t 

Co Subtotal 
Org 1365 Total 

Professional Services 
Indirect Costs 

Org 1100 Total 

Telephone 
Bldg Mgmt 
Insurance 
Cash Transfer/Indirect 

11,683 ::~ 
TOTAL EXPENDITURE. aiANGE 

BUOOET. FISCAL YEAR 

Subtotal Description · ' 
State Mental Health Grant 
CGF. 

109,559 ' Org 1365 Total 
L CGF 

· Svs Reim F IS to Tel e Fund 
Svs Reim F/S to GF Bldg Mgt 
Svs Reim F/S to Ins Fund 
Svs Reim F/S to Gen Fund 

4 

TOTAL REVENUE J 



PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD DHS ..a-'"\(p 

+-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------+ 
: 5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL aiANGES ( cacpute on a full year basis even though this 
: action affects part of the fiscal year). 1 

I +---------------------------------------------+ 
: · ANNUALIZED 

F1'E POSITION TITLE BASE PAY FRINGE l INSURANCE I TOTAL 
I 
I 

1.0 Mental Health Consultant 28,805 8,047 4,245 : 42,097 
I 
I 

1.0 Program Supervisor 29,889 8,070 4,531 : 42,490 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I I I I I I I 

+-------+-----------------------------------+-----------+----------+-----------+----------+ 
+-------+-----------------------------------+-----------+----------+-----------+----------+ 

TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) l 58,694 l 16,117 l 8,776 l 84,587 

+--------------------------------------------------------------------~---~----------------+ 
6. CURRENT. YEAR PERSONNEL CHANGES. (calculate costs or savings ,that will take place . : 

within" this fiscal year: . these should explain the l 
actual dollar. amounts challged on the Bud Mod. l 

+~------::,-:-~,~~--:;:":*,-,~~,~~::::,~\:;-~-----:-.!..~;:;--;,--7'"-------+ 
CURRENT FISCAL YEAR 

l l POSITION TITLE l EXPLANATION 4 I I FRINGE l INSURANCE : I 
+-------+-----------------------------------+-----------+----------+-----------+----------+ . ' . 
I 
I 

I ?.,67 F1'E Mental Health Consultant 
I 
I 

I ' .07 F1'E Mental Health Consultant 

19,817 

2,133 

5,301 2,962 

529 108 

28,080 

2,770 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I I 
I I 

l .67 FTE Program SUpervisor 21,949 5,873 3,165 30,987 I 
I : /1 

. I I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I ., I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I I 

+-------+-----------------------------------+-----------+----------+-----------+----------+ 
l l TOTAL CHANGE (CURRENT YEAR) I 43,899 : 11,703 l 6,235 : 61,837 l 
+-------+-----------------------------------+-----------+----------+-----------+----------+ 
OCAMHBM3/5-25/PG1 





BUDGET MODIFICATION No.-=D~H~~-~-'1~1~-----------------­
\"' 

(For clerk's use) Meeting Date_r_J_U_N_1_3.,........t9_9_t __ 
Agenda No. ____ ~Je~-~2~Jt;==~----

1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR------------------~~~------------------------

DEPARTMENT: HUMAN SERVICES DIVISION:~A~G~I~N~G~S~E¥R~V~I~C~E~S-----------------------
CONTACT: Shirley Sanders TELEPHONE: :2~4~8~-~3~6~4~6~~--------~~~-----------
*N&~(S) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD: Billi Odegaard/Jim McConnell 

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

DHS Budget Modification # '11 adjusts the Indigent Burial program budget within the Aging 
services Division by moving $1,850 temporary personnel costs to pass-through to pay for an 
additional 9 burials/cremations of indigent persons. 

2. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What 
it .. increase? What do the changes accomplish? Where does the money· come from? 
is reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.) 

(X] PERSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET 

budget does 
What budget 

DHS Budget Modification #I.{'"] reduces temporary personnel costs (salary, fringe, and insurance) 
by $1,850 and increases pass-through by $1,850 county General Funds within organization 1960, 
Indigent Burial program, Aging Services Division. · This action allows the county to fund an 
additional·9 burials/cremations. 



PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD NO:-=b~H~~~~-~~1~-----------------------

5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGES (Compute on a full year basis even though this 
action affects only a part of a year.) 

FTE 
Increase 
(Decrease} 

POSITION TITLE BASE PAY 
Increase 

(Decrease} 

N/A, one-time funding for temporary positions. 

TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) 

AN 

FRINGE/INSURANCE 
Increase(Decrease) 

TOTAL 
Increase 

(Decrease) 

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.) 

FullzTime Position 
Part;~Time ;' • overtime 
or Premium 

shift to Pass-Thru. 

TOTAL CHANGE ($1,669) 

Increase(Decrease) 

( $130 ) I ( $5 I ) 

TOTAL 
Increase 
(Decrease) 

($1,850) 

($1,850) 



16-May-91 

File Name: bm10 
EXPENDITURE 
TRANS~CTION EB [ 

Document '"organi:... , '5· 

-~~~::_l~=~~~~~:~~~~Agencyl:~~~~2_!Activity 
I I I· I. " I 
I 11 0 0 I 0 10 .. I ,19 6 0 I 
I 100 010 1960 I ! ! 100 

1

1 010 ! c'1960 1

1 I I I 

I l1oo I 010 I 1960 I 
I l1oo I 010 I 1960 I 
I I I I I 
I I I I I 
I I I ·. I I 

• I I I I I 
• r I . I 400 040 I. 7531 

--------!------!--~-!-----~!~------! 
TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE . 

File Name: bmlO 
REVENUE 
TRANSACTION RB [ 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 
~ change 
Current Revised Increase 
~Amount· 1 Amount 1 (Decrease) 1 Subtotal' Description ________ , ________ , __________ , ________ I ____________________ _ 

· ! 
1

1 (1,669)! !Temporary Personnel 
' ( 13o) 1 Fringe 
I I (51) I IInsurance I I I (1,850) !suBTOTAL PERSONNEL 
I 1 1,850 I 

1
Pass Through 

I 1 0 I 1Indirect 
I I I 0 'TOTAL, OR~ 1710 
I I I I 

.. I I (51 ) I I serv Reimb/Insurance 
--------!--------!----------!--------!---------------------

: (51) I TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE 
======:======:===:==:========================== 

ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY 1990-91 
Chan~g~e-------------

Document · . Organi- . J.. , Revised Increase 
Number I Action I Fund 1 Agency 1 zation 1 Activity 1 1 source 1 Amount 1 Amount l (Decrease) 1 subtotal' Description 
--------~------~--~-1----7-1-------1----~-~-1 I l---~----~--------~----------~--------1---------------------l l400 I 040 ,!,7531 l I .. I 6602 I, I I (51)1 lserv.Reimb./Insurance 
;~;~-;;;v;;~;-~~~~;l------'-------~--------!---------!----~-I~~------!---~----j------(51)!--------j;~;~-;;;;;;~;-~~~;-



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Gladys Mccoy, county chair 

B aegaard, Acting Director 
D artment of Human services 

Jim Mcconnell, 
Aging services 

28, 1 

DHS Budget Modification # 

Recommendation: The Aging services Division recommends Board of county 
Commissioner approval of the attached DHS Budget Modification # 

Analysis: DHS Budget Modification # moves $1,850 county General Funds from 
temporary personnel costs to pass-through in the Indigent Burial program, Aging 
Services Division budget in order to pay for an additional 9 burials/cremations 
for indigent persons. 

Background: Demand for reimbursement for burials/cremations of indigent persons 
exceeded the budget in March, 1991. These are funds used when no other resources 
exist to pay for the disposal of remains of indigent persons. Funds originally 
budgeted in temporary personnel for the Indigent Burial program are being moved 
to increase services. The Indigent Burial program is a General Fund program. 

bm10z 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) Contract# ______ _ 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON Amendment# _________ __ 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

0 Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professlonal Services over $10,000 ~ Intergovernmental Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption) 

0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

D~partment Sheriff's 

RFP/BID # _______ _ Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ____ _ 

ORS/AR # Contractor is 0 MBE "~ EJ WBE OQRF 

Effective Date----------------
Termination Date ________________ _ 

Original Contract Amount $ _ __;.._ _______ _ 

AmournofAmendmern$ ___________________ __ 

Total Amount of Agreement$____,''----'--'--------­

REQUIRED Sl ~ T~R1s: 1 U ~, 
Department Ma ger A t.4A\M!t?~ 
Purchasing Director __ 'v_' ----------­
(Class II Contracts Only) 

County Counsel --~-_;._---'i"'i:-'---~,...---,.....,_...,_.__ 

County Chair/Sheriff -'L---'-'------=--...::-..~-------~.....,_........._. 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT 

NO. 

"" 
ORG 

01. 168 025 4043 
02. 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 

:;;:~: 

=
c$~ *\;Rt 

Payment Term ····' ,;··~·1;:!;;,~· 
...,..3' ~~ 
·····•J~r.>.· en ·""-;;;!:if 

0 Lump Sum $ _______ -c;c_,• · ..;;;:i,_;.::__ : ~ 
z. ("') !£ ' ··~ 

o Monthly $ g _ -.~ 

11! Other $ As oi '11 r~d for jirv~es;;,; 
-< :¢"' ¢<; 

o Requirements contract - Requisition re~red. 

Purchase Order No. __________ _ 

0 Requirements Not to Exceed $ ______ _ 

Date ___________________ _ 

Drue ______________________________ __ 

Drue ___ _;._ ____ ~---~~----------·------

Drue ____ _;._~----~~~-----------------· 

I TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

SUB REPT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC/ 

OBJ pATEG DEC 
INO 

(I ':\1:\1) ·"' 

WHITE- PURCHASING CANARY· INITIATOR PINK • CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN· FINANCE 



INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING CONTRACT APPROVAl FORM 
1. ClASS I, ClASS II, ClASS III - Check off appropriate ass of contract in one of the 

three columns on the top of the form. 
2 • CONTRACT # - To be i s 

to get a number. 
3. AMENDMENT # - Sequent i 

approved. 
4. PTION CONTRACT 

Note if an or 
5. RFP/BID # -

6. DATE RFP/BID 
7. EXEMPTION EXPIRATION 

by designated person in each Division or call Purchasing 

numberi original contract as changes are made and 

or services to be performed. 
sian. 

is RFP/Bid selection process. 

ion date from competitive bidding 
granted by BCC or the air. 

8. ORS/AR# - Refer 
applicable. 

9. CONTRACTOR MBE, WBE, 
, or ( 

10 CONTRACTOR NAME, MAILING 
11. ID# OR SS# -

is an i ividual. 
12. EFFECTIVE DATE -
13. TERMINATION DATE 
14. ORIGINAl CONTRACT AMOUNT -
15. AMOUNT OF AMENDMENT -
16. TOTAl AMOUNT OF AGREEMENT 

and/or Administrative Rule #, when 

if contractor is certified as an 

ilitation Facili ). 
, PHONE - current information. 

ID# or Social Security # if contractor 

in services. 
on n services. 

amount of original contract. 
amendment or amount only, if applicable. 

origi amount of contract. If this is an 
amendment or change please incl origin amount and amended amount. 

17. PAYMENT TERMS - Design 
dollar amount. 

18. REQUIREMENTS CONTRACT 

payment terms by checking appropriate box and entering 

Requisition Check this box to note that a 

purchase order will issued to initiate payment. 
19. PURCHASE ORDER # - n of hase be issued. If number is not 

known, enter "PO will iss II 

20. REQUIREMENTS NOT TO - Li t estimated dollar amount of requirements 
contracts. 

21. REQUIRED SIGNATURES - completed as approved. Purchasing Director needs to 
sign l Class II cont s only. 

22. ACCOUNT CODE account ructure for the type of agreement; 
i.e., expense or revenue. 
LGFS DESCRIPTION Abbreviated scription for Data Entry purposes. 

24. AMOUNT- If total dollar amount is being split among different account numbers, 
indicate dollar amounts here. 



CONTR'ACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) Contract 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON Amendment# _____ . 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

LJ Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $10,000 Ol1 Intergovernmental Agreement 

0 
(RFP, Exemptiol)) 
PCRB Contract 

0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licerisl'9g Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

RFP/BID # _______ _ Date of RFP/BID ______ _ Exemption Exp. Date ____ _ 

ORS/AR # Contractor is 0 MBE OWBE OORF 

Contractor Name ___,~LI<..l.L...lolu..._.lLLI&.lif~~=z:..:::.:.....::.:.:.:=..::..:..:::;__:; 

Mailing .anr1 r-".t.". cs ---~-.-::-r-::-::::--..-_,.....,-:r-:-::-.:---.----.;-,r-r---

Phone ~~~~~-----------------
Employer ID #or SS # ------------
Effective Date _____ ..:::_ __________ _ 

Termination Date~~~~!.:._~~~~-----

Original Contract Amount .,._--"-_ _;:_ ______ _ 

Amount of Amendment $ __________ _ 

I 
I 

o Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Purchase Order No. _________ _ 

Total Amount of Agrfement $. _________ _ o Requirements Not to Exceed $ ________ . 

REQUIRED SIGN TURES: 

Department Manager I / 
Purchasing Director ____ _,---"7"'--------
{Ciass II Contracts Only) / 

Drue ____________________ _ 

Count~' Counsel ·--"""-'-"'-------=-·-~~·"---­ Date --'/_;/:.;,;;_;l~._·''-r ________ _ 

County Chair/Sheriff Date / 

VENDOR CODE I lVRNDOR NAME I TOTAL AMOUNT $ 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANilATION SUB ACTIVITY JfEBJECT SUB REPT lGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC! 

NO. ORG ev OBJ CATEG DEC 
Source IND 

01. .~61 030 6640 .4900 
02. 

r·:v ·: •t 

03. 

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE 
WHITE- PURCHASING CANARY- INITIATOR PINK- ClERK OF THE BOARD GREEN- FINANCE 



INSTRUCTIONS fOR COMPlETING CONTRACT APPROVAl fORM 
1. ClASS I, ClASS II, ClASS III - Check off appropriate class of contract in one of the 

three columns on the 
2. CONTRACT I - To be 

to get a number. 
3. AMENDMENT I - Seque 

approved. 

601/SZv# 909 'WU/TOT# • E! 
plEOE! a44 JO ~laT) 

sion or call Purchasing 

--··-· --v .... .;; changes are made and 

4. DESCRIPTION Of CONTRACT - Summary of product purchased or services to be performed. 
Note if an or sion. 

5. RFP/BID I - number if is a result of RFP/Bid selection process. 
6. DATE RfP/BID - r RFP/Bid public opening. 
7. EXEMPTION 

granted by 
RATION DATE - Enter exemption expiration date from competitive bidding 
or t air. 

8. ORS/AR# - fer to Oregon Revi Statutes and/or Administrative Rule #, when 
applicable. 

9. CONTRACTOR IS MBE, WBE, QRF - k appropriate box if contractor is certified as an 
MBE, WBE, or QRF (Qualifi Rehabilitation Facility). 

10. CONTRACTOR NAME, MAiliNG ADDRESS, PHONE - Enter current information. 
11. EMPlOYEE ID# OR SS# - empl federal ID# or Social Security II if contractor 

is an individual. 
12. EffECTIVE DATE - st on ract to begin services. 
13. TERMINATION DATE - on contract to terminate services. 
14. ORIGINAl CONTRACT AMOUNT - Enter amount of original contract. 
15. AMOUNT OF AMENDMENT- amendment or change order amount only, if applicable. 
16. TOTAl AMOUNT Of AGREEMENT - Enter original amount of contract. If this is an 

amendment or change order, please include original amount and amended amount. 
17. PAYMENT TERMS - ign payment terms by checking appropriate box and entering 

do 11 ar amount. 
18. REQUIREMENTS CONTRACT - Requisition Required - Check this box to note that a 

purchase will iss initiate payment. 
19. PURCHASE ORDER # - r purchase order to be is sued. If number is not 

known, II wi 11 " 
20. REQUIREMENTS NOT Li the estimated dollar amount of requirements 

contracts. 
21. REQUIRED SI - To comp 1 eted as approved. Purchasing Director needs to 

sign 1 Class II cant s only. 
22. ACCOUNT CODE STRUCTURE - account code structure for the type of agreement; 

i.e., se or revenue. 
23. LGFS DESCRI ION -
2 4 . AMOUNT - I f 

indi lar amounts 

scription for Data Entry purposes. 
lar amount is being split among different account numbers, 



err~ 

1fD0052 

SUBJECT: 

Meeting Date: ______ l __ J_1_99_1 ________ _ 

Agenda No. =--------~~-L-------------­
(Above space for Clerk 1 s Office Use) 

.. "" . .. . .. . 

--~~~~~~~~~~~-------------~----~~-------

AGENDA" REVIEW/ 
BOARD BRIEFING ---;--:::--:---....,.----- REGULAR 

DIVISION COrrections 
------------------------------

CONTA TELEPHONE 251-2489 -----------------------------
PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Robert G. Skipper 

----------------------------------------------
ACTION REQUESTED: 

INFORMATIONAL ONLY D POLICY DIRECTION APPROVJI.L 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: Minutes 
-----------------------------------

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: ----
BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

Ratification of IGA between Portland Community College and 's 

provides for Portland Community College to provide GED testing within all 

correctional facilities. 

ELECTED OFFICIA 

Or 

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

2 1 



CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure #21 06) 

HAY 31 jJ_ 
Contract 800052 -------

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON Amendment 

CLASS I CLASS II CLASS Ill 

LJ Professional Services under $10,000 0 Professional Services over $10,000 ~ Intergovernmental Agreement 
(RFP, Exemption} RATIFIED 0 PCRB Contract 

0 Maintenance Agreement Multnomah County Board 
0 Licensing Agreement of Commissioners 
0 Construction 

#;3' t5-JJ-9/ ~ 0 Grant 
0 Revenue 

C
ReturtrL to Larry Aab 313/225 8,. 11 d ontac 1-'erson _________ ____.;__;_ ____ _ Phone 248-3256 

Department Sheriff's Office Bldg/Room 119/307 

Description of Allow for GED testin for inmates at Multnomah County Correctional 

facilities and rovide coordination with State Department of Education. 

RFP/BID 

ORS/AR 

Date of RFP/BID ------­ Exemption Exp. Date ____ _ 

Contractor is 0 MBE OWBE OORF 

ContractorName Portland Commtmity College 

Mailing P.O. Box 19000, Portland, OR 

97219 ATTN: Robert Pa 1 mer 

Phone 244-611 Payment Term 

Employer ID #or SS # 9 ___________ _ 0 Lump Sum ..,. _________ _ 

Effective Date 7 I 91 
~~--------------

0 Monthly 

Termination Date 6/30/92 __ __;___;_ ______________ _ ~ Other $ As bi11 ed for services. 

Original Contract Amount ~--9'-3_5_0_._0_0 _____ _ 0 Requirements contract - Requisition required. 

Amount of Amendment Purchase Order 

Total Amount of Agreement $,_9-",_3_5_0_. 0_0 _____ _ 0 Requirements Not to Exceed "'-------·--

REQUIRED S~ATKR:S;t ~ 
Department Ma~~g~-U¥1-J.:J~r:l.L.!=..lL....~------
Purchasing Director ____________ _ 

Date --------------------------------
Date ____________________________ _ 

(Class II Contracts Only) 

ttO 

County Counsel ~ fLtit Date ______ -=~~~~-----------·---------
County Chair/Sheriff ___________ _ Date __________________________ __ 

VENDOR CODE I VENDOR NAME I TOTALAMOUNT $ 

LINE FUND AGENCY ORGANIZATION SUB ACTIVITY OBJECT ~ b:~r;G LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT INC' 
NO. v\ ORG DEC 

IND 

01. 168 025 4043 q iC)O 

02. 

3. 

SON REVERSE SIDE 
WHITE- PURCHASING CANARY- INITIATOR PINK- CLERK OF THE BOARD GREEN- FINAN::::E 



INI'ERGOvrnNMENI'AL A.GR.EEMENr 
roRI'I.AND a::M1UNITY OJI...I..;EX;E - MlJL'lNCMAH COUNIY 

GED TESI'lliG SERVICES 

t00052 

'Ihe agreei't'l€mt, lnr.'lde and entered into by Portland Community COlleg-e and 
Multnomah County, a home rule sul::xlivision of the state of Oreg-on; hereinafter 
referred to as County; deals with the provision of GED testin::J services for 
the benefit of incarcerated individuals involved in the educational pr~ 
within the Multnomah County correctional facilities. 'Ihe folla.ving provisions 
comprise this agreei't'l€mt. 

I. REX:TrATION 

A. Portland Community COlleg-e, a colleg-e sanctione::i by the state of 
Oreg-on to provide GED instruction and testing, lnr.'lintains a 
GED 1 ABE instructional and testing program both on campus and in 
other locations. 

B. 'Ihe County desires to lnr.'lintain a GED testing program for inlUr.'ltes 
in the County correctional facilities. 

c. ORS Olapter 190 provides for intergovernmental cooperative 
agreei't'l€mts for the perforl11r.'l0Ce of functions and activities of 
either party by the other, in the interest of furthering economy 
and efficiency in local goverrnnent, and into that end declares 
that the provisions of ORS 190.003 to 190.110 shall be literally 
construed. 

II. SERVICES PROVIDED 

A. Portland Community College shall perfonn as folla.vs: 

1. Provide training and test examiner status to referred 
Sheriff's Office staff 'Who will be responsible for the 
actual GED test administration within the facilities. 

2. Register and lnr.'lintain registration records for all inmates 
participating in the testing program. 

3. Collect and remit the state processing fees and student 
service charges. 

4. Provide GED test lnr.'lterials. 

5. Provide persons tested under this pr~ the opportunity 
to complete their GED testing at Portland Community College 

their release from custody. 

6. TI>--'"'""'"'Y"O and lnr.'lintain .,...OJ...,...,.,.•rl to the administration 
the testing pr~. 



AGREEMENI' 
Page 2 

B. 'Ihe County shall perfonn as follows: 

1. Provide administration an::i supervision of GED testing 
within the County facilities during established testing 
hours, an::i provide Portlan::i Co:rmnunity COllege with the 
location sites, calerrlar of test dates an::i hours, an::i: 

2. Arrange for physical facilities, ec;{Uipment an::i security 
arra.n::;rements for GED testing, which are within state 
Deparbnent:: -of Education stan::iards, Portlan::i community 
COllege standards, an::i will notify the COllege that these 
stan:.:iards have been met, an::i: 

3. Provide infonnation to Robert Palmer, Chief Examiner, 
indicating when a participant is released from confinement. 

c. Compensation Rate an::i Mode of Payment: 

1. For the duration of this annual agreerrent, the County shall 
pay to Portlan::i Commu:nity COllege, upon receipt of a 
monthly reg:uest for payment, seventeen dollars ($17. 00) per 
inmate registered for testing during the month. 

a.) state processing fee - $15.00 per individual tested. 

b.) student service charge - $7. oo per individual tested. 

Fees associated with this agreement shall not exceed $9,350 
throughout the agreement period. 

III. CONSTRAINTS 

A. Persons involved in this agreement will make continuous an::i 
persistent efforts to protect the integrity of the GED testing 
program, as regulated by the .American Council on Education, 
Office of Education Credit. 

B. 'Ihe GED testing program identified in this agreement will be 
operated under the general supervision of Robert Palmer, Chief 
Examiner, in accordance with policies an::i regulations provided 
ani set forth by the Oregon Council on Education, Office of 
Educational Credit (GED Testing Services). 

c. '!his agreement is expressly subject to the debt limitation of 
Oregon counties set forth in Article XI, Section 10, of the 
Oregon COnstitution and. is contingent upon funjs being 
appropriated therefor. Any provisions herein which would 
conflict with law are deemed inoperative to that extent. 



AGREE11ENI' 
Page 3 

l8boo52 

D. Portlarrl Community College shall adhere to all applicable laws, 
regulations arrl p::>licies relating to equal e:rrq;>loyrrent 
opportunity, nondiscrimination in services, arrl affirma.tive 
action; includi.n:J all regulations implementing E:x:ecutive Order 
No. 11246 of the President of the United states; Section 402 of 
the Vietnam Readjustment Assistance Act of 1974; an:i Section 503 
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. County shall maintain copies 
of said laws and regulations on file with it's duly-appointed 
Affirmative Action Officer. 

~ 

IV. AGREEMENT TERM AND TERMINATION 

A. '!his agreement shall apply from July 1, 1991, through arrl 
including June 30, 1992, and is subject to renewal. 

B. '!his agreement may be terminated prior to the expiration of the 
agreed-upon terms: 

1. By mutual written consent of the parties. 

2. Either party may unilaterally terminate this agreement on 
one month's written notice. 

IN WI'INESS WHEREDF, the parties have caused. this agreement to be executed by 
their duly authorized officers on the 1st day of July, 1991. 

RATIFIED 
Multnomah County Board 

of Commauaoners 

,(~ /.3 l-!.5-9/ w 

APPROVED AS 'IO FORM 

I.ARRY KRESSEL 
County Counsel for 
Multnomah County, oregon 

WTW/rm/7752A/Dl3 

Dr. Daniel F. Moriarty, President 

Date: -----------------------------

MOL'INCMAH OOUNI'Y I OR.El30N 

Sheriff Robert G Skipper 

Date: -----------------------------
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CERI~FTCATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH ORS 305.380-.385 

'Ihe urdersigned provided of gocds, services, or real estates to Multnamah 
County hereby certifies urder penalty of perjury that to the best of my 
knowledge, the urdersigned is not in violation of any Oregon TaX I.aws Ascribed. 
in ORS 305.380 (4). 

Dated: 

By: 

7752A/D13 



SUBJECT: 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 
(For Non-Budgetary Items) 

AGENDA REVIEW/ 
BOARD BRIEFING _J_u_n_e----,.4--='-1-9...,.9_1 ____ REGULAR MEETIN...._G __ J_u_n_e--c-.,.6_, _ 1...,.9_9_1 ___ _ 

(date) 

DIVISION County Counsel 

CONTACT Mark B. Williams TELEPHONE 248-3138 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Mark B. Williams ----------------------------------------------
ACTION REQUESTED: 

c:J INFORMATIONAL ONLY 0 POLICY DIRECTION @APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 10 minutes -----------------------------------
CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: Yes 

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 
Approval of recently negotiated amendment to Corrections Of cers' 
contract. Tentative amendment agreement reached as result of 
settlement of grievance. No fisca impact 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

Or 

(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 

2/91 



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

The parties agree to the following settlement of the MCCOA 
(Herr Grievance). 

1. The parties agree to replace current Article 13 (3) (e) with 

the following language: 

(e) If the absence due to disability is for a period of 

30 days or more, and the employee's physician's 

statement states that the employee will be unable 

to resume the full unrestricted duties of his or 

her classification within 180 days after the date 

which the employee is first off the job due to the 

current disability, the Sheriff has the sole and 

exclusive discretion to terminate supplemental 

benefits or PERS continuation. If the employee's 

physician states that the employee will be able to 

resume the full unrestricted duties of his or her 

classification within 180 days after the date the 

employee is first off the job due to the current 

disability, the Sheriff may arrange for an 

additional medical examination by a physician 

chosen by the Sheriff. If the physician chosen by 

the Sheriff states that, in his or her judgment, 

the employee is unlikely to return to full 

unrestricted duty within 180 days, the Sheriff has 

1 - MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 



the sole and exclusive discretion to terminate 

supplemental or PERS continuation benefits. The 

findings of the physician chosen by the Sheriff are 

unappealable in any forum. 

The Sheriff has the sole and exclusive discretion 

to terminate supplemental benefits or PERS 

continuation benefits in the following additional 

circumstances: 

1. After 180 days from the date the employee is 

first off the job due to the current period of 

disability, or 

2. After the employee has received supplemental 

benefits or PERS continuation for a total of 

330 work days on any specific injury. This 

330 work day limitation shall only apply to 

injuries which occur on or after 3/8/91. 

(f) If the physician chosen by the Sheriff finds that 

the employee is likely to return to full duty 

within 180 days, or if the Sheriff does not 

challenge the employee's physician's statement to 

that effect, the Sheriff shall continue to pay 

supplemental or PERS continuation benefits during 

2 - MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 



the employee's disability, subject to the Sheriff's 

discretionary ability to terminate his benefits as 

stated in subsections (e) 1 and 2 above. 

(g) The parties agree that the Sheriff's discretionary 

decision to terminate benefits in excess of requirements 

of paragraphs (e), or (f), shall be unappealable in any 

forum. 

2. The County shall pay Michael Herr nine (9) weeks worth of 

supplemental workers' compensation pay, in full satisfaction of 

Herr's and MCCOA's grievance and in full satisfaction of their 

claims of.unfair treatment, whether under the collective bargaining 

agreement or under Oregon's workers' compensation laws. Mr. Herr 

shall sign a release releasing the county from any liability based 

on his claims of handicap discrimination. 

3. The County and MCCOA shall split evenly the arbitrator's 

fees and expenses for this arbitration. 

3 - MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 



' ' 

4. This offer is contingent on approval by the Sheriff and 

the Board of County Commissioners and by the MCCOA executive board. 

Dated this 

K:\MB~\110MB~.PLD\mw 

,; 
I 

REVIEWED BY: 

LAU CE KRESSEL, 
V~mLTNOMAH 

day of April, 1991. 

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY: 

COUNSEL 

4 - MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 



Agenda No . : ____ ___.&~Q:_ ____ _ 
(Above space for Clerk 1 s Office Use) 

SUB J E C T : RF.SJI1J'J'I(Il IN &JP.IURT OF '1HE F'mElWLY N>SIS1ED HF.AI.JH a.INICS Lfl.GAL ~ ACf 

AGENDA REVIEW/ H.B. 2239 

BOARD BRIEFING REGULAR MEETING June 13 , 199 1 
(date) 

DEPARTMEN 

CONTACT Jean Bucciarelli TELEPHONE ____ ~x~6~2~l6~---------------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

c=J INFORMATIONAL ONLY D POLICY DIRECTION 

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAK 

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

lS a resolution in support of H.R. 2239, The Federall 
This legislat on wou 

un e ommun ty and Migrant Health Centers serve more 
persons by halting the rising medical malpractice 

insurance costs. Presently as much as 15% of such federally 
supported health clinics' budgets go to medical malpractice insurance 
expenses. Since the insurance burden is greatest on facilities 
providing pre-natal and obstetrical care, extending the protection of 
the Federal Torts Claims Act should result in being able to provide 
critical medical services to more expectant mothers and infants. 

(If space is inadequate, please use other side) 

Or 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER-------------------------------------------------------

must have required signatures) 
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RESOLUTION 
BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

OF MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

In the matter of supporting federal legislation 
which will deem licensed health care employees at 
community and migrant health centers to be.federal ) 
employees for purposes of liability protection under) 
the Federal Torts Claim Act. ) 

RESOLUTION 
91-84 

WHEREAS, the County Health Divison's ion is to serve the primary 
care health needs of Multnomah County's low income population, and 

WHEREAS, there are ten community and migrant health centers in 
Oregon, and 

WHEREAS, these health centers spend approximately 5 to 15% of their 
budget for private malpractice and liability insurance, and 

WHEREAS, these funds could be utiliz 
needy Oregonians, and 

to serve 7,500 more medically 

WHEREAS, H. R. 2239: 
Protection Act extends 
licensed health 
clinics, and 

serving in 

WHEREAS, this Board of County Commissioners supports improved health 
care throughout the State of Oregon. 

THEREFORE I 0 f 
H.R. 2239: 
Act. 

13th June 

By 
Gladys McCoy, 
Multnomah Co f Commissioners 

2386 



National Association of 
Community Health Centers, Inc. 

Representative Ron Wyden 
2452 Rayburn Buildinq 
u.s. capitol 
waan1ngton, o.c. 20515 

Dear Representative Wyden; 

The National Association of community Health Center• (NACHC) 
is pleased to support your proposal to provid• medical liability 
protection to our c$~tar1 throuqh the Faaar&l T9;t Claims Act. 

Thanks to your le~dership, we can now look to the end of the 
significant and continuinq erosion ot our centers' ability to 
serve their six million low-income, medically undersarved 
patients nationally. 

Community Health centers and related programs support com­
prehensive primary care centers~ operated by community•based, 
not-for-profit organizations, servinq low-1ncomo people in 
localiti~G with high medical needs and lew numbers ot medical 
providQr•· ~hase programs are a siqnificant part at the feeeral 
satety net 1 addrossin9 infant mortality, HIV, drug addiction and 
a host of other health oara crises in America's communities 
today. 

Over tha past faw year~ health centers havQ bean hit with 
~scalating malpractice premiums and restrictions in ooveraqe, 
torcing them to reduce or evan eliminate services~ at the ver1 
same time that they are attemptinq to serve the ever-increasing 
numters of low-income uninsured people who are turning to them 
for care. 

ThreQ key federally-supported low-income health programs -­
Co~unity an~ Miqrant Health Centers ana Haalth Care for the 
Homeless Proqrama -· support over /.,000 clinics. They are aro 
the main source for millions in this ¢ountry, includinq 4 million 
minorities, 2.5 million children, and 1.8 million wo-en of 
childbearing age. Health centers la~t year provided maternity 
care to ov$r one thira of pregnant ~entgoxa nationally. 

In 1989 health centers spent approximately S5a .million -­
more than 11 percent of their federal grant budget ** on me4ical 
~alpractiee costs, even though health centers were estimated to 
have experienced only about ~~ million in actual malpractice 
claims-relatGd costs that year, a ratio of about eight percent 1 
compared to an indu5t~y standard of ~0 per¢ent. Tha funds paid 
by health center• to purchase malpractice coveraq$ eoul4 be used 

1330 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20036 (202) 659·80Cl8 
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Representative Ron Wyden 
April 26, 1991 

Paqe Two 

tQ acrve onotbti h~lf"million patients. Full insurance coverage, 
especially tor obstetrical services, is becoming incr~asinqly un~ 
affordable; and in some case:s, unobtainable at any cost. 

centGrs are unable to reeruit or re~ain personnel in many 
areas ot the country because of the high cost of coverage. Some 
health centers report that they have w~iting list$ equal in aize 
to •; • 2~ pe•~e~t of their c~rrent caseload. 

In 19SS we established our own Risk Purchase Group; no car­
rier of Physicians' Liability coverage for obstetrical care would 
join our plan eo it has remained an unfulfilled promise. Last 
year a risk ... retention proposal was offered, but th• re-insurance 
that would still be required vias not available. 

This crisis hit our c~nters six years aqo and we began s~ak• 
inq relief here three years ago. Our preference has been and 
remains protection under the Federal Tort Claims Act. While this 
issue has been the subject of other legislative propo•4ll intro­
duced in congress, we wish af!irm to you that the mechanism you 
proposQ i$ the ~ ~rsterr@~ 2Qtign by this organization and 
among individual health centers aa well. Thi• will be easen­
tially a re-instatement of eoverag• that had previously existed 
when most of the National Health Service Corps (NHSC) physicians 
at Community Health Centers were covered as federal employ-es. 

We believe firmly that these federal pro9rams deserv$ 
federal protection. We cannot do our job fac&d with the•e costs 
and this climate. We must have a solution. At present we are 
doing our level best to respond to the ever-growin9 and ever mora 
critical hedlth problems in our communitie& 6 but our efforts are 
seriously jeopardized. 

We continu4 to represent a first line ot defense in the com• 
munity. Ours ia a uniquely feder~l mission. Wo should be for­
tified, not handicapped. some form of action is absolutesly 
nacessary -· and ~, not later. 

We appreciate your commitment to work with us on this quest 
for the past two y~ars 1 and your lead&rship in introducing this 
lfAqislation. We stand raady to work with you to see that commit­
ment c rriad throu~h th o h to realization. Thank you for this 
opport nity to w u and your fine st~ff. 

cc; Graydon Forrer 
Beverly Lauck 
Oraqon Primary Care Association 

National A&sociadon of Community Health Centers, Inc. 
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News From 
Congressman 

RONWYDEN 

-~ I 
THIRD DISTRICT( 

OREGON 

2452 Ravburn Houae Office Building • Washlngtot"J * DC "' ~0515 * !202} 225·461 1 

PRESS REL!AS! 
WEDNESDAr; MAY 7, 1991 

CONTACT t GAAOY FORRER 
(:l02} 225-7117 

WENDY HO!tWI'l'Z 
(203) 225•4811 

WYDEN INTRODUCES LEGISU..T:tON TO H!:t.P ·~OMMUNITY 
ANO M!ORANT HEALTHCARE CINTElSt 

S~!~L1N4 Mlb!tit HA~~cTf~l 66$18 ~IA,~N 
MEDICAL CARE TO THE NATION'S NEEDIEST 

WASHINGTON t o.c. -- Today, Ron Wyden, o-ore., unveilf.ld 
le9i•l•tion to help tedar•lly funded Community and Migrant 
Healthcare centers halt the spirallin9 madical calpractioe 
insurance eoGts no~ threatening clinics providinq critical 
•edical aervicea to ·~peotant mothers and inflnts. 

over 21000 community and •iqrant h&althca~e clinica now 
sarv~ the medical needs of tha n~tion'• neGdiest giti!ens -- poor 
wo:me.n, children and 111i9rant. workers. In reoent years, riain9 
~edical malpraetie• inaurano• costs have dra1ne4 critical tunda 
away tro~ hea1thcare proqr~mmin9 an~ into ine~ranca ~cmpany 
ooffare. Wyden'a legislation ·- H.R. 2239s ~t lederAll~ 
At•itted Httl b cliniQa Ltgol f[2ttatign AQt •• •xtenda the 
protections of the lederal Torta Clai~s Act to licenced 
healthcare proferu~ionda serviniJ in these federally eupported 
clinic•. This action will free clinic• to use tsna ot millions 
ot dolbr• more in their hderal fundi'& in direct lliervicea 
tars~ted to theue needy populations. 

"Skyrocketing medlc~l malpractice eoata," said Wyden, "ar• 
quite literd1y taldn<J patient care dollartP lWAY fr6m poor women, 
children •nd ~!grAnt laborers. 

"'l'his bill frtea elinict to do the job CQnqresa intended, 11 

Wyden •rqued. 

Community bealthcar• ~nd mi;rant bealthcare pro;rams 
currently receivo over $450 million annually in federal 9ranta. 
'l'hase facilitie• spend almost $SO lliillion a year tor privatlill 
carrier, malpractice and liability insurance for the healthcare 
profesdonals workin; in these c:Unioa. Thia, in •ilite ot the 
fact that the$e clinics incur only a~ut $4 million in 
malpractice r•lated clai~s coats each year. 

The malpnctice in•urance burde!m taUs haaviest on tnoae 
facilities providin9 prs-natal and obstetrical cart. 

B~tendinq the protections ot the rederal Torte Clai~a Act 
to licenced h$&lthcare pro!eaeionals aerving in these faoilitie• 
vill fr•o•up millions ot dollar• currently used to pay 
m&lpr\lctice ins\lran~:;a coat•, makinq those tunds avdlabla to 
improve these o•sential healthcare p~ogra~s. 

The Wyd&n legi.,htion ~&It ottared u P'~U''t ot a aeries ot 
pro-health initiatives introduced this ~oak by the Conqres•ional 
Rural Healthc•ra Coalition. 
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.. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 

SUBJECT: Amendment to the BIT Ordinance 

AGENDA. REV1EW / 6/4/91 6/6/91 
BOARD BRIEFING · REGULAR MEETING 

(date) 

DEPARTMENT DIVISION Chair's Office 

CONTACT Ben Buisman TELEPHONE 248-3883 

PERSON ( S) ~lAKING PRESENTATION Ben Buisman, Merlin Reynolds 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

INFORMATIONAL ONLY D POLICY DIRECTION jXXj APPROVAL 

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 15 minutes 
---------------------------------

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL vmiTTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: -----
BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, 
as we . as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable): 

Amendment to existing Business Income Tax Ordinance. This Amendment would 
increase the Business Income Tax by .5%. 
h'Rs:l Jt!~l'f-di/1&? /J,<;;~I'2~/. Se-C't:,.,_c/ K~'NJ ..{ek~ ka! 9'- 9/. 

(If space is inadequate, please use other 

SIGNATURES: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL ----------------------------------------------------------
Or 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER ___________________________________________________ __ 

(All accompanying documents must have required signatures) 

2/91. 



mULTnOmRH COUnTY OREGOn 

OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1530 
P.O. BOX 849 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97207-0849 
(503) 248-3138 
FAX 248-3377 

TO: 

FROM: 

MEMORANDUM 

Ben Buisman (106/1400) 
Planning & Budget 

Laurence Kressel (106/1530) 
County Counsel 

DATE: May 23, 1991 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
GLADYS McCOY, CHAIR 
PAULINE ANDERSON 
RICK BAUMAN 
GARY HANSEN 
SHARRON KELLEY 

COUNTY COUNSEL 
LAURENCE KRESSEL 

CHIEF ASSIST ANT 
JOHN LOU BAY 

ASSISTANTS 
SANDRA N. DUFFY 
J. MICHAEL DOYLE 

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

MATTHEW 0. RYAN 
JACOUEUNE A WEBER 

MARK B. WILLIAMS 

SUBJECT: Draft Business Income Tax Ordinance 

Here is the latest revision, showing the changes you requested. 

With respect to the retroactivity aspect of MCC 5.70.045(D), our 
research indicates is no constitutional flaw. See Call v~ 
Tax Commission, 3 OTR 275, 280-82 (1968) (excerpt attached). 

Attchments 
cc: H. C. Miggins (101/134) 

David Boyer (106/1430) 

R:\FILES\067LK.MEM\dc 
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DRAFT Page 1 of 4 

1 BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

2 FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

3 ORDINANCE NO. 

4 

5 An ordinance relating to the Business Income TaXi amending 

6 MCC 5.70.045. 

7 

8 Multnomah County ordains as follows: 

9 

10 SECTION 1. FINDINGS. 

11 

12 A. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 B. 

18 

19 

20 

21 c. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

The c zens of the State of Oregon enacted Ballot Measure 5, 

the Property Tax Limitation Initiative, in November of 1990. 

As a result of that limitation, services and programs funded 

through the Multnomah County General Fund must be sharply cut. 

It has been made plain in testimony from the citizens of 

Mul tnomah County that the required cuts are unacceptable. 

Alternative revenue sources must be established. 

This ordinance modestly increases the County's Bus Income 

Taxes for a limited period time as a means of partially 

funding public and programs that would otherwise be 

lost. Approval of the ordinance will t in a 1 

bus s income tax rate 1. 96% unt January 1, 1994, when 

the rate shall return to current 1.46%. 

HULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.~. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849 

(503) 248·3138 



Page 2 of 4 

1 SECTION 2. AMENDMENT 

2 

3 MCC 5.70.045 is amended to read as follows: 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

(A) Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, 

a tax is hereby imposed upon each person doing business 

within Mul tnomah County equal to six-tenths of one 

percent (0.006) of the net income from that bus s 

within the county. 

subs 

(B) In 

on (A) 

addition 

above, 

to the tax imposed under 

a tax equal to thirty-five 

hundredths of one percent (0.0035) of the net income from 

each person doing business within Mul tnomah County is 

hereby imposed upon that business within the county 

e with beginning January 1, 1986. 

(C) In addition to the tax imposed under 

subsections (A) and (B) above, a tax equal to fifty-one 

hundredths of one percent ( 0. 51%) of the net income 

( 0. 0051) from each person doing bus s within Mul tnomah 

County is hereby imposed upon that business within the 

county effective with tax beginning January 1, 

1987. 

HULTWOHAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.~. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portl Oregon 97207-0849 

) 248-3138 
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1 (D) 

2 subsections (A), (B), and (C) above, a tax equal to five-

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 The tax prescribed in subsections (A) , (B) ..L. 

13 of this section is for revenue 

14 purposes and is not imposed for· regufatol:-y purposes.· The 

15 payment of the tax and the acceptance of by the county 

16 shall not entitle a taxpayer to carry on bus s not 

17 in compliance with all other legal requirements. 

18 

19 

20 SECTION 3. ADOPTION. 

21 

22 This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, , and 

23 general welfare of people Mul tnomah County, shall 

24 e on the thirtieth (30th) day after adoption, pursuant to 

25 Section 5.50 of the Charter of Multnomah County. 

26 

MULTHOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.~. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portland, Oregon 97207·0849 

( 503) 248· 3138 



Page 4 of 4 

1 ADOPTED this day of -------------------------' 1991, being 

2 the date of its reading before the Board of County 

3 commissioners of Multnomah County. 

4 

5 (SEAL) 

6 

7 

8 

9 REVIEWED: 

10 

11 Laurence 
For Multnomah 

12 

13 

14 

15 05/23/91:2 
R:\FJLES\067LK.ORD\dc 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

f 

County, 

Gladys McCoy, 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

oregon 

MULTNOMAH COU~TY COU~SEL 

1120 S.~. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 
P.O. Box 849 

Portland, Oregon 97207-0849 
(503) 248·3138 



21'8 CoLUN>l 1!. Collt?>nSSJON [3OTH 

Also Sc~d ion 2 of tl1c Aet provided as follows: 
"'.l'hc amen<1mcnt of ORS 316.405 by ection 1 

o this Ac.t. nprllies to all tmnsa.ct·ions o .mTing on 
or n.I'Ler July l, 1965." (J!::rnphasis sup ied.) 

11he parties agree on two featnre : (l) that the 
19G5 Act clicl not 1neln<1e losses from vorthless sccuri­
bes as sa ·s or exchanges of eapit assets and there­
fore did no adopt§ 1G5(g) (1) o he Internal Revenue 
Code of J.D.> ,® and (2) that · 1e J.DG7 amendment to 
OilS :JIG.40:i id .inelttd(~ los: ,8 frorn worthless securi­
ties as ::-;ales o exchanges awl did adopt § 1G5(g) (l) 
of the Tnter.nal :Revenn, Code which tren.tecl losses 
from worthless . enr· 1es as a loss from a sale or 
exchange of a cap ._ asset.® 

®The commissio s 
stntcd in purl: 

"* * * * 

316.405 ( 1965) made this clear. It 

"Certain eetions of t c federal capital gains Jaw arc con­
sidered no to have bee adopted by ORS 316.405 because 
the Orcg law is restrict to sales and exchanges and does 
not in de transactions hich, for federal purposes, are 
treate as if they were sale or exchanges. (* * * Other 
exa ples of such items are: I.R.C. § 165(g) (1) which pro­
vi s that if any security wh"ch is a capital asset becomes 

orthless during the taxable ye, , the loss resulting therefrom 
hall, for purposes of the subtit , be treated as a loss from 

the sale or exchange, on the last ay o! the taxable year, of. 
a capital asset; and I.R.C. § IGG(d) 1) (B) which provides that 
where any nonbusiness debt heco 1es worthless within the 
taxable year, the resulting loss !her rom shall be considered 
as a loss from the sale or exchange, uring the taxable year 
of a capital asset held for not more th, six months. In both 
of these situations, no snle or _excha ge has taken place. 
Therefore, lhe loss whkh results . .from either o( these trans­
~ctions is an ordinary loss and not a capital loss for Oregon 
mcomc lax purposes. A taxpayer applying lhe federal capital 
gains laws _to Oregon income sho\tld be careful that only the 
mcome whteh results from a ::ate or exclumgc of a capitnl 
asset is treated as such.) * * *" 
The above regulation was repealed in HlG7. 

®Section 165(g)(l) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
provides as follows: 

"(g) Worthless S(!Curities. 
(Continued on pngc 270) 

·. 

CoLL1NS tl. co~DHSSlOJ\' 2/!l 

Clte as 3 

1 ':!:he plaintiffs' Jirst contention is that the "trans­
action' involved in this ease did not occnr in 19GG ' rlcn 
the stoc became worthless bnt occ.urred in 196 when 
it was pm based. 'l'hercfore plaintiffs argw~ .hat Or 
L 1967, ch 1 . , did not apply because it rcl eel to "all 
transactions o 1uring on or after July 19G5." 'l'his 
contention is wi out merit. Section 1 .)(g) (1) of the 
Internal Revenue ode, su.pm, clear .r states that if a 
security becomes w thless, the l ss shall he treated 
as the loss from a sale or exch 1ge of a capital asset 
"on the last day of the t ·aul. year." (Emphasis snp­
plied.) ~rhe parties have s · 1ubLc<l that on December 
31, 19GG, the stoek had o \ alne. The stock c1icl not 
become worthless whe it was nrchascc1. Concerning 
this subject, 5 Mert' s, Law of ' rleml Income Taxa­
tion, § 28.15, stai , "losses arc or inarily clcdnctihlc 
when sustained " " " In genera losses mnst he 
evidenced by . oscd and eomplcte<1 trm ·actions, fixecl 
by identifi< le events, bona fide and actn y snstained 
dnrjng t e taxable period for which allo ed." The 
compl ed transaction ]n this case occurred hen the 
stoc became worthless in lDGG, not when it w, pnr­
cl . sed. It was, therefore, a tnmsadion that occn Ted 
after Jnly l, 19G5 and was within the provisions of the 
1967 amendment. 

2. 'J.lhe plaintiffs argne in their brief that the retro­
active provisions of the 1907 Act npplying to trnnsar,­
tions ocenrrinp; on or after .J11ly 1, J %:\, violates Art: 
I, § 21, of the Oregon Constitnt.ion wl1ich provides 
against. enaetrncnt of ex post facto lnws or lnws im-

(Conlinucd from pnge 218) 

"(1) General Rule.-Jf any security which is a cnpital 
asset becomes worthless during ihc tnxahle yenr, the loss re­
sulting therefrom shall, for purposes of this subtitle, be treated 
as a loss from the sale or exchange, on the last day of the 
taxable year, of a capital asset." 
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1~airing the obligation of contracts. Plaintiffs' posi­
tion cannot be snstn.ine<.l on either theory. 'l'hc refer­
ence in the Constitution to ex post facto laws applies 
only to statntes that nrc criminal in nature. In re 
Idleman's Oomm.itment, 14G Or 13, 27, 27 P2d 305, 310 
(1933); Fisher et al v. City of Astoria, 126 Or 268, 
286, 269 p 853, 859 ( 1928). 

3, 4. 'l'he retroactive effect of the 1967 Act was not 
1mconstitntional as impairing the obligation of con­
tract. Credits, deductions or exemptions to or from 
ineornc nrc mn.ttcrs of legislative gmce and not a mat­
ter of taxpayer right. JC eyes v. Chambers ct al, 209 
Or 640, 646, 307 P2cl 498, 501 (1957); Plywood cB 
V cncer Local v. Connnission, 2 O'rR 520, 523 ( 1967). 
In }Vclch v. Henr·y, :305 US 134, 146, 59 S Ct 121, 125, 
8.3 L eel 87, 93, 21 Ali'~l'H 973, 977 (1938), the United 
States S1tpremc Court stated: wl'axation is neither a 
penalty imposed on the taxpayer nor a liability which 
~1c assnmes by contract. It is bnt a way of apportion­
mg the cost of government among those who in some 
measnrc are privileged to enjoy its benefits and must 
bear its burdens. Since no citizen enjoys imnmnity 
from that bnrdcn, its retroactive imJ)Osit1on docs not 
neecssarily infringe dne process, and to challenge the 
present tax it is not enough to point o11t that the tax­
able event, the receipt of income, antedated the stat­
u tC'." 

5. rl'lle Orc:gon Constitution docs llOt prohibit 
ret.ro11dive 1egislalion. Pishc1· et al v. City of Ast01·ia, 
supra, at p 28G. 

6. 1'!le g(~ncral rule regn.rding constitutionality of 
retroactive tax statntcs is stn.ted by M c?"tcns as fol­
lows: "A retroactive stat11te is not of itself uncon­

tntiomtl nnlcss it eonfliets wi tl1 the clne process 
<·lausc .. i\.l!llough it has somc!:imcs been nrgnr:cl to lJc 

l ' 
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an injustice, in the light of the decided cases retro­
active income taxation has become well establishccl as 
a constitutional power of Congress. * • "." 1 ilf er­
tcns, Law of Federal Income Tnxafion, ~ 4.14. See 
also Ga.rn:.tt Freight Lines v. State Tax. Commission, 
103 Utah 390, 135 P2d 523, 526, 146 ALR 1003, 1006 

(1943), 73 Har L Rev 692, 706-711. 

In TVelch v. Henry, sttpra, the United States Su­
preme Court upheld a ·wisconsin statute enacted in 
1935 imposing a tax on corporate dividends received in 
1933 and found that the retroactive npplication of the 
statute did not violate dne process. The Conrt slated: 

11 "' • • In each case it is necessary to con­
sider the nature of the tax anc1 the circnmstances 
in which it is laid before it can be said that it.s 
retroactive application is so harsh and oppressive 
as to transgress the const.itntional limitation. 

11
"' * "' The contention that the retroactive ap­

plication of the Hevcnne .Ac.t.s is a denial of the 
due process guaranteed by the Fifth .Amendment 
has been nniformly rejected. [Citing cnsP.s.] 
"' * *." 305 US at 147-149. 

7. The loss was deunctible in 19GG. However, the 
1967 amendment hy its terms was clearly intencled to 
be retroactive to ,Jnly 1, 1965. It dif1 not eliminate the 
loss bnt, as previon:oly mentioned, treated it as a 
eapi!al Joss limi!:r;rl to nn offsc:t ngn.inst ordinary in­
emnc to $1,000 per yc;ar with a carryover to suecccd­
ing years. The legislature l1as t11e anthority to enad 
a law which has n reasonable retroactive effed npon 
transadions oeenrring prior to its cnnctmcn !:. '11his is 
particnlarly trne with rr.:::prd to tnx s!.ah1tes where 
there no eonst.itnlional prol1ihition against rdro­
neLive or retrospective ln.wi'i. .nr r.chom v. Statr:. Tnx 
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Commission, 17 Utah2d 321, 410 P2d 1008 (19GG). It 
cannot be said here that the act was "so harsh and 
oppressive as to transgress the constitutional limita­
tion." TVclch v. Ilem·y, su.p1·a. 

'rhe order of the tax commission is affirmed. 

OnEOON Ih:ALTH SEnv. 1>. CoM. 

SOU'l'HEH.N OREGON lUJALTH SERVICE, 
INC. v. COM11.HSSION 
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Suit to sel aside an order of the commission denying plaintiff 
an exemption !rom corporate excise taxes under ORS 317.080 (8). 
The Court held that where plaintiff provided only health and 
accident insurance it was not "like" a life insurance company; 
nor did it show that it was a mutual company where there was 
no evidence of the relationship between the reserves and the 
insurance in force. 

Judicial construction-Tax exemption statutes 
1. Rules of judicial construction require strict but reasonable 

construction o! tax exemption statutes; and one seeking the bene­
fit o! an exemption statute must show that he comes clearly 
within ihe legislative intent of the statute. 

"Llke"-Deflnltlon-1\Iutuallnsurance exemption 
2. An insurance company issuing health and accident insur­

ance is not "like" a company issuing hail, cyclone or fire insur­
ance. 

Statutory interpretation-Federal law-Administrative construc­
tion 

3. Where an Oregon statute has been copied from federal Jaw, 
the Oregon courts will adopt the interpretation given the federal 
act by the federal court. But, "[I]n the absence of judicial con­
struction, administrative construction is informative, and unless 
clearly at variance with the express terms of lhe statute, is en­
tilled to respect." 

"Like"-Defin!tion-Mutuallnsurance exemption 
4. A company issuing both health and accident insurance plus 

death benefits would be similar to a life insurance company 
because of the death benefits allowed, but a company writing 
only health and accident insurance would not be "like" a life 
insurance company because of the absence of any death benefits. 

Mutu:1.l Insurance company-Definition 
5. A mutual insurance company is an association of persons 

having the objective of obtaining insurance substantially at cost. 

Mutual insurance company-Defined 
6. The characteristics of a mutual insurance company are: 

a. The common equitable ownership of the assets by the 
members; 

b. The right of a11 policyholders to be members to the 
exclusion of other persons and lo choose the manage­
ment; 
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1 BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

2 FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

3 ORDINANCE NO. 

4 

5 An ordinance relating to the Business Income Tax; amending 

6 MCC 5.70.045. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 A. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 B. 

18 

19 

20 

21 c. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Multnomah county ordains as follows: 

The citizens of the State of Oregon enacted Ballot Measure 5, 

the Property Tax Limitation Initiative, in November of 1990. 

As a result of that limitation, services and programs funded 

through the Multnomah County General Fund must be sharply cut. 

It has been made plain in testimony from the citizens of 

Mul tnomah County that the required cuts are unacceptable. 

Alternative revenue sources must be established. 

This ordinance modestly increases the County 1 s Bus Income 

Taxes for a limited period of time as a means of partially 

funding public services and programs that would otherwise be 

lost. Approval of the ordinance will result in a total 

business income tax rate of 1.96% until January 1, 1994, when 

the rate shall return to its current 1.46%. 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.~. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849 

(503) 248-3138 
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18 

19 

Page 3 of 4 

(D) In addition to the tax imposed under 

subsections (A), (B}, and (C) above, a tax equal to five-

person doing business within Multnomah County is hereby 

imposed upon that business within the county effective 

with tax years beginning January 1, 1991. 

lEl The tax imposed by subsection (D) above shall 

be levied for three (3} years and shall expire as of the 

tax year beginning January 1, 1994. 

.1..El The tax prescribed in subsections (A) , (B) .L. 

[and] (C) , and (D) of this section is for revenue 

purposes and is not imposed for regulatory purposes. The 

payment of the tax and the acceptance of it by the county 

shall not entitle a taxpayer to carry on any business not 

in compliance with all other legal requirements. 

20 SECTION 3. ADOPTION. 

21 

22 This Ordinance, being necessary for the health, safety, and 

23 general welfare of the people of Multnomah County, shall take 

24 effect on the thirtieth {30th) day after its adoption, pursuant to 

25 Section 5.50 of the Charter of Multnomah County. 

26 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849 

(503) 248-3138 
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1 SECTION 2. AMENDMENT 

2 

3 MCC 5.70.045 is amended to read as follows: 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

{A) Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, 

a tax is hereby imposed upon each person doing business 

within Multnomah County equal to six-tenths of one 

percent ( o. 006) of the net income from that business 

within the county. 

(B) In addition to the tax imposed under 

subsection (A) above, a tax equal to thirty-five 

hundredths of one percent (0.0035) of the net income from 

each person doing business within Multnomah County is 

hereby imposed upon that business within the county 

effective with tax years beginning January 1, 1986. 

(C) In addition to the tax imposed under 

subsections (A) and (B) above, a tax equal to fifty-one 

hundredths of one percent (0.51%) of the net income 

(0.0051) from each person doing business within Multnomah 

County is hereby imposed upon that business within the 

county effective with tax years beginning January 1, 

1987. 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portland, Oregon 97207·0849 

(503) 248·3138 
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1 ADOPTED this day of -------------' 1991, being 

2 the date of its reading before the Board of County 

3 Commissioners of Multnomah County. 

4 

5 (SEAL) 

6 

7 

8 

9 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Gladys McCoy, Cha 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

(~. 
ce Kresse!, County Counsel 

ultnomah County, Oregon 

05/23/91:2 
R:\FILES\067LK.ORD\dc 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL 
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530 

P.O. Box 849 
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849 

(503) 248-3138 



Mayor 
Gussre McRobert 

Councilors 
Jack Adams 
Jack Gallagher 
Bernie Giusto 
Jo Haverkamp 
Joel Malone 
Barbara Wiggin 

CITY OF GRESHAM 

1333 N.W. Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, OR 97030-3813 
(503) 661·3000 

June 5, 1991 

Multnomah County Commission 
Gladys McCoy, Chair 
Multnomah County Court House 
1021 sw Fourth 
Portland, OR 97204 

Dear Gladys: 

The Gresham City Council voted unanimously at its June 4th 
Council meeting to oppose the increase in the Business 
License Tax which is being considered by your board. 

The Council feels it is inappropriate for the County to 
impose a tax when the voters have said they will not accept 
new taxes at this time. The League of Oregon Cities and the 
Association of Oregon Counties have gone on record 
encouraging cities and counties not to increase taxes in the 
immediate aftermath of the Measure 5 vote. 

In addition, the Council sees this as an added burden to the 
local business community, which already pays a good portion 
of its profits to the County. In a climate where Oregon 
businesses are now recovering from a recession, we should be 
encouraging business growth. 

The Gresham City Council does not view an increase in a tax 
as a well thought out option to the County's budget problems. 
We continue to be willing to work with you to take advantage 
of opportunities to reduce costs for both our jurisdictions 
as an alternative to this proposed tax increase. 

~
Sincet~tly, hr. 

t. fJ~tU!JL~;· 
o Haverkamp ~ 

Gresham City Councilor 

JH:KF:hs 
cc: Multnomah County Commission 

Gresham Council 



Serving: 
Gresham 
Troutdale 

Wood Village 
Fairview 

Rockwood 
Boring 

Damascus 

GRESHAM AREA 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

June 13, 1991 

TO: Multnomah County Commission 
FR: Gresham Area Chamber of Commerce 

Testimony: Opposition to the Business Income Tax Increase 

We remain opposed to this tax due to its negative im~act on 
business growth in Multnomah county. We must mainta~n a 
high level of family wage earning jobs in our county in 
order to pay for the growing number of indigents and county 
service ~rograms. Any measure which makes us less 
competit~ve as a business community with our neighboring 
counties is counter productive and will cost us long term 
dollars. We are indeed turning over a dollar to collect a 
dime with this tax. 

Should you pursue the tax 
include a two year sunset 
further increases for five 
we ask you to delay any 

this increase, we urge you to 
the increase, and a freeze from 

,~ars. At the ver':( least, today 
for the follow~ng reasons: 

Total revenue available for this fiscal year is still an 
unknown. The total impact from cost cutting measures is 
still an unknown. The dollars from state government are 
still uncertain. 

In this particular case, the timing of im~lementation of a 
new tax mar have stronger political ramif~cations than 
budget tim~ng as advised by your analysts. 

We urge you to delay the first reading of this ordinance 
until September when a lower amount can be considered if the 
revenue is higher that currently projected. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to share our concerns 
with you. 

Joan Pasco, Executive Director 
Gresham Area Chamber of Commerce 

West • 1768 • Gresham, Oregon 97030 • (SOq) 



June 13, 1991 

TO: Multnomah County Commission 
FR: Gresham Area Chamber of Commerce 

Testimony: Opposition to the Business Income Tax Increase 

We remain opposed to this tax due to its negative impact on 
business growth in Multnomah county. We must maintain a 
high level of family wage earning jobs in our county in 
order to pay for the growing number of indigents and county 
service ~rograms. Any measure which makes us less 
competit1ve as a business community with our neighboring 
counties is counter productive and will cost us long term 
dollars. We are indeed turning over a dollar to collect a 
dime with this tax. 

Should you pursue the tax and this increase, we urge you to 
include a two year sunset on the increase, and a freeze from 
further increases for five years. At the very least, today 
we ask you to delay any action for the following reasons: 

Total revenue available for this fiscal year is still an 
unknown. The total impact from cost cutting measures is 
still an unknown. The dollars from state government are 
still uncertain. 

In this particular case, the timing of implementation of a 
new tax may have stronger political ramifications than 
budget timing as advised by your analysts. 

We urge you to delay the first reading of this ordinance 
until September when a lower amount can be considered if the 
revenue is higher that currently projected. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to share our concerns 
with you. 

Joan Pasco, Executive Director 
Gresham Area Chamber of Commerce 



Serving: 
Gresham 
Troutdale 

Wood Village 
Fairview 

Rockwood 
Boring 

Damascus 

GRESHAM AREA 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

June 13, 1991 

TO: Multnomah County Commission 
FR: Gresham Area Chamber of Commerce 

Testimony: Opposition to the Business Income Tax Increase 

We remain opposed to this tax due to its negative im~act on 
business growth in Multnomah county. We must mainta1n a 
high level of family wage earning jobs in our county in 
order to pay for the growing number of indigents and county 
service ~rograms. Any measure which makes us less 
competit1ve as a business community with our neighboring 
counties is counter productive and will cost us long term 
dollars. We are indeed turning over a dollar to collect a 
dime with this tax. 

Should you pursue the tax and this increase, we urge you to 
include a two year sunset on the increase, and a freeze from 
further increases for five years. At the very least, today 
we ask you to delay any action for the following reasons: 

Total revenue available for this fiscal year is still an 
unknown. The total impact from cost cutting measures is 
still an unknown. The dollars from state government are 
still uncertain. 

In this particular case, the timing of implementation of a 
new tax mar have stronger political ramifications than 
budget tim1ng as advised by your analysts. 

We urge you to delay the first reading of this ordinance 
until September when a lower amount can be considered if the 
revenue is higher that currently projected. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to share our concerns 
with you. 

Joan Pasco, Executive Director 
Gresham Area Chamber of Commerce 

150 West • P.O. Box 1768 • Gresham, 97030 • (503) 665-1131 
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h --• , T omas 
GOD. WHO.:elAllE· US LIFE, GAVE US LIBERTY AT THE SAME,.TIMB:.-n, Jeff,BI'·SOn:-'· .. 

. '· 

As pro11iJIIl in the FIRST TEN AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTinJTION OF THE UNITED STATES 

1 

3 

4 

s 

1 

B 

g 
'· 

lD 

Ef/eelit~e Deennbn 1J, 1791 

tJrrnmblr 
The eon11mtions of 4 numbn of the St41es h4fling 41 the time ofthm .Jopling ths CoNtitution, 
expressed 4 desire, in ordn lo pre11en1 mi.seonslrM&Iion or libuse of its powns, th41/Mrthn de&l111'41t1f'1 '··~ 
4nd restricti11e cl4uses should b1 .Jded: And 41 exlentling the ground of publi& eon/iJm&l in 1h1 
Got~~mmllfll, fllill best in.tMre 1h1 bmefieiml mds of its institution. 

i!U n f}t to Freedom of Religion, Speech, Press, Assembly, Petition. 
~ . Congress shall make(nf law.)respecting an(Stablishment of religiof!,\g" pr:o...!:ill:!!~n!J'he free nercise 

thereof;. or abridging the freedom o speech, or of the press; or tfie right of the Jfeople peaceably ro wem6le, &tid 
ro petition the Government for a redress of pinaaces. . · 

J!U g lJ t to Ketp 4nd Bear Arms. 
A well regulated Militia, beicg aec:essuy ro the sec:wiry of a free Srate, the fishr of the people ro 

keep and beat Arms, shall not be infringed. 

min It t.a on Qu4rlering of Soldiers . 
:.> r No Soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any hC~USe, widtout the conseat of the OwoC'l', Dot 

in time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 

111
1
• nltt ag11inst UnreiiSonable S1111'ch and SliUire. · 

1!\ ~ r The right of the people ro be secure in their persons, houses. papers. and eflec:rs, against unrason­
able searches and seizures, shall not be 'fiolated, and DO WarrantS shall issue, bur upon probable cawe, supported 
by Oath or affirmation, and particularly desuibiq the place to be searched, and the pmons or thiap ro be aei:ed. 

ill i n {t t to Protectio,z of Perrons and Property. 
:.J r No person shall be held ro answer for a capital, or Otherwise infamO".zs crime. unless on a presentment 

or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual 
service, in time of War or public danger; nor shaJiany person be subject for the same offense to be twice put in 
jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any Criminal Case to be a witntSS against himself, nor be de· 
p~ived o~ life, liberty, ~r propeny, without due prcxess of law; nor shall private property be rakett fof{eublic use,) 
warhout JUSt compensauon. 

!tinftt.a of Pnsons Acet~setl of Crim1. · 
~ r In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall eojoy the dghr ro a speedy and public trial, by an im· 

partial jury of the Srate and district ,_,.herein the crime shall have been committed, which disuias shall bavt- been 
previously ascertained by Ja,_.·, and ro be informed of the narure and cause of rne accusation; ro be confronted 
with the ,_,.itnesses againsr him; to have compulsory prcxess lor obtaining Witnesses in his favor. and ro ha.ve the 
Assistance of Counsel for his defense. 

JB.iultt of Trial by ]11ry. 
- r In suits at common l:t"''· ,.,•here the value in conrro,·crsy shall exceed twenry dollars. rhe right of rriaJ 

by jury shall be preserved, and no bet tried by a jury shall be Otherwise re·examined in any Court of the United 
Srates, than according to the rules of the common law. 

J!t i llfJ t lo Protect inn AKainst Exeessi11e Fines, Bail, Prmirhmcnt. 
- Excessive bail shall not be required, nor ucasive lines imposed, nor crud and unusual punishment 

inflieted. 

10 • 1 t not e.rtflmcr,:teJ retained by the people. 
U\ I !l 1 B The enumewion in the Conscirution of certain rishrs, shall nor be construed" to deny or disparase 
Qth_e_g_r.e!a.in~ by the people. 

i!{ in lf 1 !i rtsm·cJ rn t be Stl!l.n-tt.ULlhA_P.fQP'•· 
':) The powers not delegated to the United States by the Consrirution, nor prohibited by itto the Srares, 

are .resen·ed.112. the Srares respecti\"elv, or ro the e;oele. . 

.J 

~ .· 

:.: 

97219 June .13 ,_ 1991. 
.... .. • .• • tt • 

Dear Members of the Board of Multnomah County Commissioners: Chairperson McCoy, 
Commissioners Anderson, Bauman, Hansen, and Kelley, 
we are here this morning in regar·d to the public hearin9 regarding "Notice of 
Intent to ~ransfer the following tax fo~eclosed propert~es to Northeas~.Commun­
ity Development Corp. for a public purpose.Legal Description and Locat~o~:n The 
list as advertised in ~he Oregonian, is very long1 It looks like approx~mately 
sixty properties being foreclosed on for t~xesl What is thetax value ~laced on 
these properties?? What hardship,ec a~ly, caused th~m to be here. Is not 
part of it ••• confiscatory taxation, which is why Ba~lot Measure ? was passed by 
the voters?? Who is this CoMmunity.~ Developme~t Corp. represent~~g? How do they 
get the right to this property for a PUBLIC PUnPOSE? What are t~e~r credentials 
and why do they want it ••• and for what PUBLIC PuRPOSE?? '!'.he, taKing o~ pri VR.te 
property for a PUBLIC PURPOSE vio~ates our Constitution and Bill_of ~~ghts~ ~~~es 
only for necessary basic services needed to keep an" orderly soc~ety. We fmel 
that this violates the Bil~ of Rights: Articlea 4, R· 6. 7, 8. 9, & 101 Earnestl~ 
EXCESSIVE TAXATION? YESl In a declining economy? t~~~.) , 



PAULINE ANDERSON 
Multnomah County Commissioner 

District 1 

June 13, 1991 

To: Board of County Com~~ssioners 
From: Pauline AndersonyfC-L./' 
Re: Space Plan for New'Judges 

605 County Courthouse 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

(503) 248-5220 

These are the steps I am willing to take to accommodate the 
needs of the judges for new courtrooms. 

1. Commissoner Bauman and his staff move to the Mead Bldg. by 
September 1st. 

2. Judge LaMar uses that space for her mediation sessions. 

3. The Board shares Room 602 with Judge Lender. The Board will 
only use the room in the afternoons. 

4. I will move "down the hall", if Judge Lender would like to 
use my office for his chambers. 

5. Judge Lender's current courtroom will be used by a new Judge 
who could arrive as early as July 1, 1991. 

This provides a low cost, status quo option. If the 
Legislature authorizes a second new judge for Multnomah County, 
the courts can provide rotating space for that judge in the 
same manner that they have for the past few years. Our 
decision to not provide an additional new courtroom should not 
administratively prevent the arrival of that new judge. 

I see no reason for the Board to leave the Courthouse at 
additional cost to the County when we can meet the needs of 
both the Board and courts at minimal cost and disruption. 

2398 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY , OREGON 

In the Matter of Moving 
the Board of County ) 
commissioners out of the Courthouse 

RESOLUTION 
) 

WHEREAS, the Governor will soon appoint two Multnomah 
county Judges; and 

WHEREAS, Multnomah county has statutory responsibility to 
provide courtrooms for County judges; and 

WHEREAS, Ballot Measure 5 has significantly reduced the 
revenues available to Multnomah County in the 1991-92 fiscal year; 
and 

WHEREAS, citizen access to the Board of County 
Commissioners and cost savings can be increased by locating 
Commissioner Offices within their districts. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the County shall vacate room 606 no 
later than September 1, 1991; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, the Board of County 
Commissioners shall vacate all other offices in the County 
Courthouse by December 31, 1992; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, the County shall provide three 
additional courtrooms from space vacated by the Board of County 
Commissioners; and 

ADOPTED this 

By 

REVIEWED 
LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL 
for Multnomah County, Oregon 

By 

day of ________________ , 1991. 

Gladys McCoy, County Chair 


