ANNOTATED MINUTES

Tuesday, November 30, 1993 - 8:30 AM
Lake House at Blue Lake Park
21160 NE Blue Lake Road
Troutdale, OR

BOARD WORK SESSION

Ws-1 The Board of County Commissioners Will Meet to Discuss Board Relations and the
Upcoming 1994-1995 Budget.

AM SESSION ATTENDED BY BEVERLY STEIN, GARY HANSEN,
SHARRON KELLEY, TANYA COLLIER, DAN SALTZMAN,
MICHAEL SCHRUNK, ROBERT SKIPPER, GARY BLACKMER,
LARRY AAB, GINNIE COOPER, BETSY WILLIAMS, HAROLD
OGBURN, RAY ESPANA, BILL FARVER, DWAYNE McNANNAY,
TAMARA HOLDEN, BILLI ODEGAARD, JIM McCONNELL AND
NANCY McCARTHY. FACILITATOR CHARLES HOSFORD.

PM SESSION ATTENDED BY BEVERLY STEIN, GARY HANSEN,
SHARRON KELLEY, TANYA COLLIER, DAN SALTZMAN,
MICHAEL SCHRUNK, ROBERT SKIPPER, GARY BLACKMER,
LARRY AAB, GINNIE COOPER, BETSY WILLIAMS, HAROLD
OGBURN, RAY ESPANA, BILL FARVER, DWAYNE McNANNAY,
TAMARA HOLDEN, BILLI ODEGAARD, JIM McCONNELL, NANCY
McCARTHY, DAVID WARREN AND MEGANNE STEELE.
FACILITATOR JOE HERTZBERG. PUBLIC HEARING FORUM ON
BENCHMARKS TO BE SCHEDULED FOR THURSDAY EVENING,
JANUARY 13, 1994. STAFF TO SCHEDULE PERFORMANCE
MEASURE BRIEFINGS AND WORK SESSIONS FOR DECEMBER.
NEXT RETREAT SCHEDULED FOR TUESDAY, JANUARY 18, 1994.

Thursday, December 2, 1993 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

REGULAR MEETING

Chair Beverly Stein convened the meeting at 9:31 a.m., with Vice-Chair Gary
Hansen, Commissioners Sharron Kelley, Tanya Collier and Dan Saltzman present.

CHAIR STEIN ANNOUNCED THE APPOINTMENT OF LOLENZO
POE AS THE DIRECTOR OF THE NEWLY ESTABLISHED
CHILDREN AND FAMILIES SERVICES DIVISION. COMMENTS
FROM CHAIR STEIN AND MR. POE.




CONSENT CALENDAR

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER HANSEN, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, THE CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS C-1
THROUGH C-5) WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

NON-DEPARTMENTAL

C-1 In the Matter of the Appointment of Luis Polanco, Citizen Representative; Debbie
Lee, Mothers Against Drunk Drivers Representative,; Jim Peterson, Treatment Agency
Representative; Chocka Guiden, Youth Representative; Chuck Crist, Citizen
Representative; and Ramon Herrera, Citizen Representative to the DUII Community
Advisory Board, all Terms Expire November 30, 1995

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

C-2 ORDER in the Matter of Conveying a Deed For Certain Real Property to the Public
for Road Purposes [N.E. HALSEY STREET, ITEM NO. 171
ORDER 93-377.
Cc-3 ORDER in the Matter of Conveying a Deed for Certain Real Property to the Public

for Road Purposes [N.E. HALSEY STREET, ITEM NO. 93-172]
ORDER 93-378.

Cc-4 ORDER in the Matter of Conveying a Deed for Certain Real Property to the Public
for Road Purposes [N.E. 238TH DRIVE, ITEM NO. 93-173]

ORDER 93-379.

C-5 ORDER in the Matter of Conveying a Deed for Certain Real Property to the Public
Jfor Road Purposes [N.E. CHERRY PARK ROAD, ITEM NO. 93-174]

ORDER 93-380.
REGULAR AGENDA
SHERIFF’S OFFICE
R-1 Budger Modification MCSO #10 Requesting Authorization to Transfer $36,543 from
an Administrative Secretary Position to Fund a .25 Community Service Officer and

a 1.0 Office Assistant 2 Positions within the Enforcement Division Budget

COMMISSIONER KELLEY MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, APPROVAL OF R-1. LARRY AAB
'EXPLANATION. BUDGET MODIFICATION UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED.



R-2

Budget Modification MCSO #11 Requesting Authorization to Transfer $11,487 from
Enforcement Overtime, Fringe and Insurance, to other Personal Services Line Items
within the Sheriff’s Budget to pay for the Cost to Reclassify a Sheriff’s Operations
Technician Supervisor to a Sheriff’s Operations Administrator Effective 5/23/92; and
an Operations Supervisor to a MCSO Office Operations Supervisor, Effective 7/1/93

COMMISSIONER KELLEY MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, APPROVAL OF R-2. LARRY AAB
EXPLANATION. BUDGET MODIFICATION UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-3

R-4

RESOLUTION in the Matter of Amending Resolution 91-90 and Related Trust Deed
to Permit Assignment of Tax Foreclosed Property to N.E.C.D.C. and Extension of
Construction Time Period

COMMISSIONER SALTZMAN MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER COLLIER, APPROVAL OF R-3. H.C. TUPPER
EXPLANATION. COMMENTS IN SUPPORT BY PETER WILCOX
AND VICE-CHAIR HANSEN. RESOLUTION 93-381 UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED.

RESOLUTION in the Matter of Selecting the 3A Alternative Alignment of the 207th
Connector as the Preferred Alternative

COMMISSIONER HANSEN MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, APPROVAL OF R-4. ED PICKERING
EXPLANATION. COMMENTS IN SUPPORT BY FAIRVIEW CITY
ADMINISTRATOR MARILYN HOLSTROM. RESOLUTION 93-382
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

R-5

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

ORDER in the Matter of Exempting from Public Bidding to Establish Contracts with
the Attached Energy Resource/Vendors for the Low Income Energy Assistance
Program (LIEAP)

COMMISSIONER SALTZMAN MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, APPROVAL OF R-5. CILLA MURRAY
EXPLANATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD QUESTIONS. ORDER
93-383 UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

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



} NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-7 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending Ordinance No. 767, in Order to Add,
Delete and Revise Exempt Pay Ranges and to Remove the Pay Freeze on Employees
with Annual Base Pay of $60,000 and Above

PROPOSED ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. COPIES
AVAILABLE. COMMISSIONER COLLIER MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, APPROVAL OF THE FIRST READING
OF R-7. COMMISSIONER COLLIER PRESENTATION.
TESTIMONY FROM JOHN WISH CONCERNING ITEMS R-7 AND
R-6. COMMISSIONER COLLIER AND CURTIS SMITH RESPONSE
TO QUESTIONS AND CONCERNS OF MR. WISH. MR. SMITH
RESPONSE TO BOARD QUESTIONS. BOARD COMMENTS. FIRST
READING OF R-7 UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. SECOND
READING SCHEDULED FOR THURSDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1993.

R-6 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Relating to Pay Administration for Employees not
Covered by Collective Bargaining Agreement and Repealing Ordinance Nos. 764 and
No. 742

PROPOSED ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. COPIES
AVAILABLE. COMMISSIONER COLLIER MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, APPROVAL OF THE FIRST READING
OF R-6. COMMISSIONER COLLIER PRESENTATION. CURTIS
SMITH RESPONSE TO BOARD QUESTIONS. FIRST READING
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. SECOND READING SCHEDULED
FOR THURSDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1993.

PUBLIC COMMENT

R-8 Opportunity for Public Comment on Non~Agenda Matters. Testimony Limited to
Three Minutes Per Person.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:00 a.m.

OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK
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MULTNOMAH CoUunNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

' BEVERLY STEIN » CHAIR » 248-3308
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AGENDA

MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

FOR THE WEEK OF
NOVEMBER 29, 1993 - DECEMBER 3, 1993

Tuesday, November 30, 1993 - 8:30 AM - Work Session . . . . . Page 2
Lake House at Blue Lake Park
21160 NE Blue Lake Road
Troutdale, OR

Thursday, December 2, 1993 - 9:30 AM - Regular Meeting. . . . Page 2

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

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

Thursday, 10:00 PM, Channel 49 for Columbia Cable
(Vancouver) subscribers

Friday, 6:00 PM, Channel 22 for Paragon Cable (Multnomah
East) subscribers

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

INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES MAY CALL THE OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK
AT 248-3277 OR 248-5222 OR MULTNOMAH COUNTY TDD PHONE 248-5040 FOR
INFORMATION ON AVAILABLE SERVICES AND ACCESSIBILITY.

AN EQUAL OPPORTU&HTY EMPLOYER




Tuesday, November 30, 1993 - 8:30 AM
Lake House at Blue Lake Park
21160 NE Blue Lake Road
Troutdale, OR

BOARD WORK SESSION

WS-1 The Board of County Commissioners will Meet to Discuss Board

Relations and the Upcoming 1994-1995 Budget. TIME REQUESTED
8:30 AM TO 4:30 PM.

Thursday, December 2, 1993 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

REGULAR MEETING

CONSENT CALENDAR

NON-DEPARTMENTAL

C~1

In the Matter of the Appointment of Luis Polanco, Citizen
Representative; Debbie Lee, Mothers Against Drunk Drivers
Representative; Jim . Peterson, Treatment Agency Representative;
Chocka Guiden, Youth Representative; Chuck Crist, Citizen
Representative; and Ramon Herrera, Citizen Representative to the
DUII Community Advisory Board, all Terms Expire November 30,
1995

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

c-2

ORDER 1in the Matter of Conveying a Deed For Certain Real
Property to the Public for Road Purposes [N.E. HALSEY STREET,
ITEM NO. 171

ORDER 1in the Matter of Conveying a Deed for Certain Real
Property to the Public for Road Purposes [N.E. HALSEY STREET,
ITEM NO. 93-172]

ORDER in the Matter of Conveying a Deed for Certain Real
Property to the Public for Road Purposes [N.E. 238TH DRIVE, ITEM
NO. 93-173]

ORDER 1in the Matter of Conveying a Deed for Certain Real
Property to the Public for Road Purposes [N.E. CHERRY PARK ROAD,
ITEM NO. 93-174]

REGULAR AGENDA

SHERIFF'’S OFFICE

R-1

Budget Modification MCSO #10 Requesting Authorization to
Transfer $36,543 from an Administrative Secretary Position to
Fund a .25 Community Service Officer and a 1.0 Office Assistant
2 Positions within the Enforcement Division Budget



Budget Modification MCSO #11 Requesting Authorization to
Transfer $11,487 from Enforcement overtime, Fringe and
Insurance, to other Personal Services Line Items within the
Sheriff’s Budget to pay for the Cost to Reclassify a Sheriff’s
Operations Technician Supervisor to a Sheriff’s Operations
Administrator Effective 5/23/92; and an Operations Supervisor to
a Mcso office Operations Supervisor, Effective 7/1/93

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-3

R-4

RESOLUTION 1in the Matter of Amending Resolution 91-90 and
Related Trust Deed to Permit Assignment of Tax Foreclosed
Property to N.E.C.D.C. and Extension of Construction Time Period

RESOLUTION 1in the Matter of Selecting the 3A Alternative
Alignment of the 207th Connector as the Preferred Alternative

PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

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

ORDER 1in the Matter of Exempting from Public Bidding to
Establish Contracts with the Attached Energy Resource/Vendors
for the Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP)

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

NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-6

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Relating to Pay Administration for
Employees not Covered by Collective Bargaining Agreement and
Repealing Ordinance Nos. 764 and No. 742

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending Ordinance No. 767, 1in
Order to Add, Delete and Revise Exempt Pay Ranges and to Remove
the Pay Freeze on Employees with Annual Base Pay of $60,000 and
Above

PUBLIC COMMENT

R-8

Opportunity for Public Comment on Non-Agenda Matters. Testimony
Limited to Three Minutes Per Person.

0267C.W51/39-41

cap



(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)

ueETING paTE: _ DEC 02 1993

AGENDA NO: -/

- -

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT : APPOINTMENTS

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

Tuesday December 2, 1993

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

Consent Agenda

DEPARTMENT: Nondepartmental

CONTACT : Delma Farrell

| PERSON(S) MARING PRESENTATION:

DIVISION: County Chair's Office

TELEPHONE # X-3953

BLDG/RCOM #: 106/1410

ACTION REQUESTED:

All Terms Expire November 30, 1995

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

[] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [] POLICY DIRECTION ¥¥ APPROVAL [] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Appointments to DUII Community Advisory Board:
Luis Polanco - Citizen Representative
Debbie Lee - Mothers Against Drunk Drivers Representative
Jim Peterson ~ Treatment Agency Representatlve
Chocka Guiden- Youth Representative
Chuck Crist - Citizen Representative - -
Ramon Herrera- Citizen Representative

ELECTED OFFICIAL: @u}b& 147 //»7354/;\/ 94

9):4
DEPARTMENT MANAGER:

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222

0516C/63

6/93



MmMuLTnomeaAH counT™yY OreGan

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

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

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

Multnomah Countyv DUII Community

Advisory Board

B. Name Luis Polanco
I Address 5025 S.E Lincon
City Portland State__Oregon Zip 97215.
Doyoulivein _________ unincorporated Multnomah County or .,_.._...,._.._’ a city within Mult-
nomah County. ‘ - -
HorﬁePhone 232-5727
Current Employer Diversion Associates
Address 1949 S.F 122n4 Ave. P.0O Bax 16338
City Bortiand ! State _Oregon Zip_ 97216

YouchSb‘Iitle Counselor -

Work Phone (503) 253-5459 (Ext) 224

Is your place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes . X No

D. Previous Employers Dates Job Title
Volunteers of America- Amigos Program 1985-88 Director
NARA ” 1081-85  Counselor
Aguila TInc 1979-1981 _TX COOrdini;tt

BOARDS AND COMMISS!

GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134
{ PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

e DARTANRK

CONTACT:



E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civic activities.

Name of Organization Dates Responsibilities

Clackamas Co. Community Corrections 1992

Multnomah Co. Regional Alcohnlism Board 1975 Community Involment

Oregon Chicano Concilia 2/D Board 1974-19 Service for Hispanics

F. Please list all post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study

University of California 1971-73 Alcoholism and Family Counseling
University of Califmrnia 1974-75-76 f&anagement Training

' Portland State University 1980 Counselors Training Program

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

Jeffery Kushner 500 Summerset N.E Salems OR 97310 (503) 378-2163

Paula Manley 1024 Main St Oregon City, OR _97045(503) 655-8771

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

None
1. Affirmative Action Information ' - . -
M Indio Mexicano
sex / racial ethnic background
birth date: Month 6 Day__ 6 Year 1927

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that I
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials mayresultinthis -
application being disqualified from further consideration or, subsequent to my appointmenttoa
board/commisgion, may result in my dismissal.

, )
Signature L ey / %77 & Date /‘9 - 2/" il 3

lom
6/83



Resume

Luis R. Polanco
5025 SE Lincoln St
Portland OR 97215

(503) 232-5727

D TIONAL HISTORY:

1971 - 1973 Alcoholism and Family Counseling
University of California, Santa Cruz

1974 Community Alcoholism Program (accredited)
University of California, Seattle, Washington

1974 Management Training
University of California, San Francisco

1975 - 1976 Management Training
University of California, Santa Cruz

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

1970 - 1978 Director - Alcoholism Counseling & Recovery Program
Portland, Oregon
Supervisor: John Spence

1978 - 1979 Chairman/Co-founder/Director
Oregon Latino Commission on Drug & Alcohol Abuse
Salem, Oregon
Supervisor: Juan Bautista

1979 - 1981 Treatment Coordinator - Aguila Inc.
Portland, Oregon
Supervisor: Lavar Gonzales

1981 - 1985 Outpatient Counselor - Native American Rehabxhtatmn Assocxatmn
3129 SE Hawthorne, Portland, Oregon 97216 -
Supervisor: Morris Brewer

1985 - 1988 Treatment Coordinator/Director
‘ Volunteers of America, Amigos Program
537 SE Alder, Portland Oregon 97214
Supervisor: Jim M. LeBlanc

1988 - present Treatment Coordinator, Hispanic Program - Diversion Associates
1949 SE 122nd, Portland, Oregon 97216
Supervisors: Alex Vidal, Richard Drandoff



R IONAL EXPER E:

Group Facilitator K.E.E.N. Club - Oregon State Penitentiary
Drug Counseling

Group Facilitator  Chicano Culture Club - Oregon State Penitentiary
Alcohol and Drug Counseling

Co-Chairman, Chicano Indian Study Center of Oregon

Board Member

Secretary Regional Alcoholism Board of Multnomah County
Member Oregon State Chicano Concilio :

Member Chicano Alliance for Drug Abuse

El Paso, Texas

Board of Directors Oregon Legal Services

Co-Founder Harmony Houses - Alcoholism Half-way House
Wm. K. Downs Memorial House
Member Oregon Council on Alcohol and Drug Problems
Member Clackamas County Volunteer
Chairman Oregon Chicano Concilio on Alcohol and Drug Abuse

PECIAL TRAINING:

1971 Program Coordination
University of Portland
1972 Transactional Analysis Workshop
1973 Alcoholism and Other Drug Dependencies
University of Utah, Salt Lake City
1974 Transactional Analysis Worksho
1974 Interpersonal Skills
P.M.S.C.
1974 Managment & Organizational Development
1975 Transactional Analysis & Communication Skills Development
1977 Training of Trainers

National Institute on Drug Abuse




1978 Taining Workshep for Prevention Consultants
Center for Multi-cultural Awareness

1980 Counselor Training Program
Portland State University, Portland Oregon

1983 Certification~Northwest Indian Ceritification Board
1408 East Spring St.
Seattle, Washington 98122

1984 Oregon Institute of Alcoholism Studies

1984 Oregon Office for Alcohol and Drug Problems.
Drug use, Misuse and Addiction.

1990 Northwest Indian Council on Chemical Dependency.
Ethics workshop, Tacoma, Washington

1992 Oregon State Office of Alcohol and Drug Abuse Programs.

1993 (January) Northwest American Indian Training Consortium
Follow the Circle, Physical-Mental-Social-Spiritual.

1993 (September) Washington State Council on Problem Gambling
Advanced Training in Assesment, Diagnosis and Treatment.



MmMuLTnomeAH CouUunT™Y ORrEGON

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

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

R

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

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

Dl Peard

Name Chnala Civq Yals Y
Address AL 24 A/ Al mp :
city Lo+ land state__ (IR 2ip 94203

Do youlivein unincorporated Multnomah County or ._,Zg___ a city within Mult-
nomah County. . - e

Hoﬁ:ePhene AP (s ““‘L/OQCQ
C. Current Employer ’j//“\f Ia o \/ PT
Address ___/O(fOO ( A/ L'(‘s £y }/7/} //“('/
city Foy +lomnd State G 2 T G TEAD
Your Job Title __ 220 ¥ € {z ey _ i

b

& % ' / - .- .
Work Phone _ A% (0 - 53 & | (Ext) __
Is your place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes >( No
D. Previous Employers Dates Job Title

/- : %‘%7 S /H{"

GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
CONTACT: 1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134
b PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

P N L Tt e e



Please list all current and past volunteer/civic activities.

Name of Organization Diites Responsibilities

9:5:,5,6‘47)”3 /0 -9 9Y \Vids - ,O//c’%, iz )
DS f?”cffl 29 pﬁf%/(&é%
Oldluwd Carind ﬁ(/ 1 =92 >99 K»f/’)? .

Please list all post-secondary school education.

WName of School Dates : Deovraa/Crurge of Stody

et STude e aX - (2«”36“‘9 - U.»JJ{A ‘f\& N

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

Robbin (hunn $23~(42%
\\,&)i L ko ICH [ Z l@(//; ~<28 |

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

I~ ohe

<o o s+ n . o e ——

Affirmative Action Information .

Em /Lﬂmeaw Méﬂdw

sex / ramal ethnic background

birth date: Month 5 Day CO Year \?/ 7/

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that I
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials mayresultinthis -
application being disqualified from further consideration or, subsequent to my appointmenttoa
board/commission, may result in dismissal.

Signature / )é/ééff . //'//CM Date /@ - / - Qj

lom
6/83




TEL: Uct 2893 1U:58 No.021 P.02/05

s MULTNOMmea~AH CounT™ OreEGon

C———

INTERES’I’ FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Inmdaﬁrthe%&ﬁxmﬁwhmm&mm@lymtb&mhﬁmhmdm

interested in serving on 2 Multnomah County board or commission, you arerequested to fll out
this intevest forin ascmpletdyaspomiblm%uaxemmedmam&mendmmpm
tal information or o resume which forther details yommmlvemenx;m valunteer mvitia;,
pnbhaa.ﬂ‘aim, vig sexrvices, published writing, affiliations, etc.

s
———

"
o

A lemhshhm&wofpﬁoﬁty,mywwah&mboaﬁummmwh&hmu
uld be i i i ‘attached

wo ‘ ms-me,@eea ; Hst) I

B. Nma‘ . _a = rm I
ciy 1A s ZOTOD

Doyonhva in,wuninmrpomteé Muknomah County or adtywithinMult»ﬂ ﬁ

mmm “72)55 . 0 A‘ 4&

Work Phone m (Bxt) .

s your place of employment located in Multnomsah County? Yes - No V

D. Previous Employ Dates ) JopTitle
Nother. SESASE Dumk Dnvivg Tai-
itva Qedit-Um upaney” 24 yacations,

r- VA ULTE

GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
CONTACT: 1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134
% PORTLAND, QREGON 87204

ST AR LR

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS




fEL @ ~ v
) WULb 2w T AWM U L LU U

E. Please st all current and past voluntaer/civic activities.
Name of Organization Dates : Respousibilities _
VAD Wai-Presemt — M.
GO AMAIIM] o\ WL T5jq | — ey — panvhauy
(AWM MM\ x Wmectings
F. Please list all post-secondary school education.
Name of School . Dates Ggurse of Stndy -

A A

G. lehxtthenme,ad&xmmdmwhmenumbersofmpeoplewhomybemcmdu
yeferences wha v sbout your interests and quahﬁcatwna tosave on a Mulmomh

H Hemhsﬁmemhﬂwnmmdmmmhm&nmmh&andpablmsmmwhmhmght
result from service on & board/commission.

se:r./m' ethnic background

birth date: Month og__l)ay __\H‘owﬂ__

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that I
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials mayyesultinthis - °
: bungquualxﬁedfr&m rih eroonmdexab,onoz:. subsequent {o ty appointmentfoa

Date 6




MuULTNomaAH CounTY OREGOM

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

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

A. Pleaselist, in order of priority, any Multnomah County boards/commissions on which you

would be interested in serving. (See attached list)
Mu ”’A}o/ﬂa-/’) Coum(}z Durzxr AJV':SOF‘:{ @ou d

Name . Chuc k. Crw':}‘“‘

B.
City G"“"'S harm State _Ore.cen) Zip__ 97080 |
Do you live in unincorporated Multnomah County or &~ a city within Mult-
nomah County. ‘ e e
| HomePhone (L7- 802
I C. Current Employer Banke - of A‘m&/l' Ca 6/\37 04
Address 25 25~  SW B sf Ave Su‘:)m 7,
o |
City (270’“'} R ) State O/cu;,o — Zip 7720/
Your Jo"b Title MWW‘ (/2 M)l. /')Ipe,v'@; TV
Work Phone __ 275 "/ 9/.:9 A (Ext) N
Is your place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes £~ No
D. Previous Employers Dates Job Title
GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
CONTACT: 1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

EAT DARLTINR




E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civic activities.

Name of Organization Dates Responsibilities

Co’*n'n J‘Q L»w:. AAVISM\% (juf"r“c/ml” /_Bc»cwxl I/)/)Mz;,f/"'
/Bmwé (-:we..c,)?f?,v CQ/J"‘"«./‘ Zs.;.m

F. Please list all post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study

PR oene ¥ )4&//2us:ms ZEYa

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

“DPaw Gém\/!

LMW/

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

Naow, Trm—

1. Affirmative Action Information -

sex / racial ethnic background

birth date: Month “wé.?mémnay_%i__yeaxﬁ‘
My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that I
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials mayresultinthis -

application being disqualified further consideration or, subsequent to my appointmenttoa
board/commissio tin x}iy dismissal.

e Date /; ”; }

Signature

e "
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BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

MmMuLTNomAH counNTy DREGQT‘]
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- — o

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

In order for the County Executive to more thoroughly assess the qualifications of persons
interested in serving on a Multnomah County board or commission, vou are requested to i1l out
thisinterest form as completely as possible. You are encouraged to attach or enclose supplemen-
tal information or a resume which further details your involvement in volunteer activities,
public affairs, civic services, published writing, affiliations; etc.

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

DUII ADVISORY COMMITTEE

B. Name \<ﬁhﬁ‘\3 R _ H%@A
Address X\ <\ ST CulLaesond |
City ?OM\“P‘“M\ State O% Lip C{‘w Z@l

a city within Mult-

Do you livein —____ unincorporated Multnomah County or

nomah County.

Home Phone__(_ SOZY 232 —\1\0 _
C.” Curtent Employer _\ V€000 \1 e 9 D Vi btg‘wéﬂ’c\

Address = (“)30 S W = LA~

City QO CX\o o) : State _{_ ) €. Zip A 2o

YourgobTitle __ 1V e\ ANCE o Tl e

Work Phone __Z. ?—( /O\ \O Q (Ext) . »C ?30
’Wis your place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes >< No
D. Previous Employers Dates _ . Job Title
£ SuC o KL

Goodvatn A dorhaece = \AgT _\ags - e e sec
NoSoTos B \irquel - \ L0 — | L3 W(\}C\( j
NQ“‘-’J?¢Q< ¢ : Q’t}‘;%w

GLADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR

CONTACT: 1021 SW 4TH, ROOM 134
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

' (503) 248-3308



— Coscade  AIDS ?WYSQC{( — a4t — EXrwic 14\,—?%4;(&;&

E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civic activities, —_ (T
MV'\W{"\{“\ £ g Conmeves e — \OQO\‘ZWQWICF&T Cgc %O'C

Name of Organization Dates Responsibiliti A’
g ponsibilities \ch_.“h

— (l\*c\\,—-‘&( —“.Q @Y"'\\Jac"——‘\ - \qgg - BO“V& Q‘\e W‘““@QV )
- W es— C .”’:lAJcCrgw\cccr waé*‘kc - \Ag T-&— Wenele,,

€
(.) [P o - s . o .
_ Tt ST o e oy =\AELE = e,

F. Please list all post-secondary school education.
Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study
SPOV*%\a«\r& g\"\rmk& — 13 - (\)% WRee \ Scierce
S} ey olc O@a\m VA9~ Conmnmmeodey

e vee

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

Do X thufow —A33\ . 2A - Py —28—ssox
/ .
LAY

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

I. Affirmative Action Information

H - "HSQG(\(“C

sex / racial ethni® background

birth date: Month — () L Day_ OV Year_ S &

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that'l
understand that any misstatement of fact or misrepresentation of credentials may ;esult inthis
application beifig disqualified from further consideration or, subsequent to my appointment toa
iofi, may result injmy difmjissal. : S

o

Date

. ®

- <

g ad hod
L .

lom
6/83




BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

INTEREST FORM FOR BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

In order for the County Executive to more thoroughly assess the qualifications of persons
interested in servmg on a Multnomah County board or commission, you are requested to A1l out
this interest form as completely as possible. You are encouraged to attach or enclose supplemen-
tal information or a resume which further details your involvement in volunteer activities,
public affairs, civic services, published writing, affiliations, etc.

A. Please list, in order of priority, any Multnomah County boards/ camzmssmus on wiichk vou
would be interested in serving. (See at:tached list)

DUIT Advisorv Board

B, Name James R. Peterson

Addre:ss 3968 NE 39th Avenue

City Pprtland State __OR Zip .97212

Do youlivein . unincorporated Multnomah County or X __ a city within Mult-
nemah County. : - ..

Home Phone (503) 288-9500

C. Current Employer Mainstream Youth Program, Inc,

Address 4531 SE Belmont, Suite 300

City Portland ' State OR Zip 97215

Your Job Title Executive Director . -

Work Phone ____(503) 234-3400 (Ext).__FAX (503) 233-9424

Is vour place of employment located in Multnomah County? Yes X No

D. Previous Employers Dates Job Title

Washington Couty Health & Human Services 10/79-5/93 Assistant Directod

GL.ADYS McCOY, MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
L 1021 SW 4TH, ROCM 134

' PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

(503) 248-3308

CONTACT:



E. Please list all current and past volunteer/civic activities.

Name of Organization Dates Resvounsibilides

Oregon Institute of addiction Studies 1989-Present Board of Directors - Chair

Health Start, Inc. 1992-93 Board of Directors
Oregon Multicultural Work Group 1684~88 Og’;}‘élg E}‘S?E‘éﬁs committees

F. Please list all post-secondary school education.

Name of School Dates Degree/Course of Study
University of NEvada 1969~73 . BA/Social Psychology
Portland State University 1977-79 " MSW/Social Work

G. Pleaselistthename, address and telephone numbers of two peoole who may be contacted as
refarences who know abour your interesis and cua.uncaaons ‘o serve on a \'Iuimqman.
County board/commission.

Norma Jaeger 426 SW Stark, 6th Floor, Portland, OR 97204 248-3696 x 6436

Jeffrey Kushner, Office Alcohol & Drug Abuse Programs, 500 Summer Street NE
Salem, UK 97310-1016  378-8467

H. Pleaselist votential conilicts of interest between private life and pubiic service which might
result from service on a board/commission.

Mainstream Youth Program, Inc. is a contract youth alcohol & service provider

for Multnomah County and a provider of DUII and MIP services.

I. Affirmative Action Information -

Male Caucasian
sex / racialethnicbackground

birth date: Month __May Day 28 Year 1945

My signature affirms that all information is true to the best of my knowledge and that L
understand that any misstatementof fact ormisrepresentaton of credentials mayresultin this
appiication being disqualified fro ‘arth consideradon or, subsequentto my appoinimentio a
board/mmm;ssxon, may res @r issal.

Sigrature \u/j’ AN A Date ?JB V? 3

lom
6/83



DEC 02 199

MEETING DATE:

il g AGENDA NO.: - 02
3/247gﬁ (Above Space for Board Clerk's Use Only)
//j' . o+ s * s s s & x  m e s % ® s % & e & ¥ &2 & & & = &« &« = .

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: NE Halsey St./1t.93-171/Deed-Road Purposes; Order Accepting

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed: 5 minutes 2? QfDLﬁSEﬂJT“

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION:

Transportation

CONTACT: John Dorst

TELEPHONE #: Ext. éﬁiﬁ?

PERSON(S) MAKING

BLDG/ROOM #: Bldg. 425

PRESENTATION:

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and

fiscal/budgetary

impacts, if applicable):

Request by Director of DES that the Chair be authorized to execute
deed for certain county owned property to public for road purposes.

k la® Cer o Mm% Lopy ©F oROeR 2 oRictiova |

ELECTED OFFICIAL
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ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions:

3706V/2829W

Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222




MEMORANDUM

| T0: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
| FROM: Larry Nicholas/John Dorst-Transportation Division
TODAY*S DATE: November 2, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE:

RE:

I.

I1.

II1.

Deed and Order to authorize dedication of county

property for road purposes. (NE Halsey St./Item #93-171)
Descriptive title using appropriate dates and wording such as
Public Hearing, Resolution, Ordinances, etc.)

Recommendation/Action Requested: That the Chair of the Board of
County Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached

deed (NE Halsey Street/Item #93-171) for road purposes, and
that the executed Order and Deed be forwarded to the Recording
Office for recording purposes.

Background/Analysis: Requires Board Order to dedicate from the

county to the county roads. The dedication of county property
for road purposes has been standard practice prior to selling
or conveying any county property. The dedication is needed to
bring the current road (NE Halsey Street) right-of-way into
compliance with the Multnomah County Functional Classifications
Street Standards.

Financial Impact: No impact to the county.

STAFFRPT.SUP



Page Two
Procedure for Staff Report

Iv. Legal Issues: None

V. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: None

VI. Link to Current County Policies: This dedication request is ]
consistent with current Multnomah County road standards.
|
|

VII. Citizen Participation: None

VIII. Other Government Participation: None




MULTNOMAH CounNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

1620 S.E. 190TH AVE.

PORTLAND, OREGON 97233

{503) 248-5050

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR OF THE BOARD
DAN SALTZMAN « DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
GARY HANSEN « DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
TANYA COLLIER « DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
SHARRON KELLEY « DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

November 2, 1993

Board of County Commissioners
Office of Clerk of Board

1120 SW Fifth Avenue/Room 1510
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: Deed and Order Authorizing
Deed for County Road Purposes
NE Halsey Street/Item #93-171

Dear Commissioners:

A certain parcel of real property now owned by Multnomah County is required

for road purposes.

Therefore, it is recommended that the Chair of the Board of County
Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached Deed for Road Purposes,
and that the executed Order and the Deed be # forwarded to the Recording

Office for recording purposes.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

méiﬁﬁ%&yfzﬁziiﬁékbw»///

BETSY WILLIAMS
Director
Dept. of Environmental Services

IKD/js 1\

Encls.: Deed for Road Purposes and

Order Authorizing Deed

2829KW

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Conveying a Deed ) ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED
for Certain Real Property to the ) FOR 93-377
Public for Road Purposes. ) COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES

)

) N.E. HALSEY STREET

) ITEM NO. 93-171

WHEREAS, Multnomah County is the owner of certain real property which is
desirable and necessary for the improvement and reconstruction of county roads;

WHEREAS, the premises are suitable for use as part of the county road system
based on the recommendation of the Director of the Department of Environmental
Services;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The deed for real property described below shall be executed by the Chair
of the Board of County Commissioners to convey said described property to
Multnomah County for road pusposes.

2. The real property to be conveyed to Multnomah County by this Order is
described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the southerly right-of-way line of N.E. Halsey Street,
County Road No. 1180, said point being 40.00 feet right of Engineer's Centerline
Station 330+37.71, N.E. Halsey Street; thence along said southerly right-of-way
line the following courses: S 86°26'06" W, a distance of 59.62 feet to a point;
southwesterly along the arc of a 5,688.79 foot radius tangent curve to the left,
the chord of which bears S 82°46'03" W, 727.78 feet, an arc length of

728.28 feet to a point; S 79°06'00" W, a distance of 1,009.33 feet; thence

S 0°06'02" E, leaving said southerly right-of-way line, a distance of 5.09 feet;
thence along a line parallel to and 5.00 feet southerly of said southerly
right-of-way line, the following courses: N 79°06'00" E, a distance of 1,010.79
feet to a point; northeasterly along the arc of a 5,683.79 foot radius tangent
curve to the right, the chord of which bears N 82°46'03" E, 727.14 feet, an arc
length of 727.64 feet to a point; N 86°26'06" E, a distance of 59.62 feet;
thence N 03°33'54" W, leaving said offset 1ine, a distance of 5.00 feet to the
point of beginning. :

Containing 8,987 square feet, more or less.




ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED
FOR COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES
N.E. Halsey Street

Item No. 93-171

October 11, 1993

DATED this _2nd  day of _December , 1993.
‘:-';‘\3:5{03:' £xs Or '

A
W BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
A FOR)MULTNOMAH ﬂumw, OREGON
v iy e
=Xy Wile :
M&%”% Ll “‘)( (s

;gz,w,;;;.r.:? R EVERLY STEIN/Chair
h‘ a%j‘ o ]
APPROVED?® .~~~ :

LARRY F. NICHOLAS, P.E.
County Engineer
for Multnomah County, Oregon

LAURENCE-KR

County Couhse]

2829NW



N.E. HALSEY STREET

East of N.E. 244th Avenue
Item No. 93-171

October 6, 1993

DEED FOR ROAD PURPOSES

MULTNOMAH COUNTY conveys to MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of

the State of Oregon, for road purposes, the following described property:

A parcel of land situated in the southwest one-quarter of Section 26, TIN,
R3E, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, and more particularly described as
follows: V

Beginning at a point on the southerly right-of-way line of N.Ef;Ha]sey
Street, County Road No. 1180, said point being 40.00 feet right of
Engineer's Centerline Station 330+37.71, N.E. Halsey Street; thence along
said southerly right-of-way line the following courses: S 86°26'06" W, a
distance of 59.62 feet to a point; southwesterly along the arc of a
5,688.79 foot radius tangent curve to the left, the chord of which bears

S 82°46'03" W, 727.78 feet, an arc length of 728.28 feet to a point;

S 79°06'00" W, a distance of 1,009.33 feet; thence S 0°06'02" E, leaving
said southerly right-of-way line, a distance of 5.09 feet; thence along a
line parallel to and 5.00 feet southerly of said southerly right-of-way
line, the following courses: N 79°06'00" E, a distance of 1,010.79 feet to
a point; northeasterly along the arc of a 5,683.79 foot radius tangent
curve to the right, the chord of which bears N 82°46'03" E, 727.14 feet, an
arc length of 727.64 feet to a point; N 86°26'06" E, a distance of

59.62 feet; thence N 03°33'54" W, leaving said offset line, a distance of
5.00 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 8,987 square feet, more or less.

AFTER RECORDING, RETURN TO: FOR TAX STATEMENTS:

Ike Azar/Bldg. #425 Multnomah County
Transportation Division
1620 SE 190th Avenue
Portland OR 97233




N.E. HALSEY STREET

East of N.E. 244th Avenue
Item No. 93-171

October 6, 1993

Page 2

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

The true and actual consideration for this conveyance is $0.00.

DATED this _2nd  day of _ December , 1993 |
ey \35‘9 /ia! BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
," ‘ﬁfa":é%‘ 4# . FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
m%} .

Dbl

EVERLY ST<51}WCha1 r

b
\“\ \.mw‘v"

STATE OF __ OREGON County of _ Multnomah

SIGNED BEFORE ME December 2, 19.93 , personally appeared
Beverly Stein who, being sworn, stated that she
is the _Chair of the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon, and that this instrument was voluntarily signed in behalf of said county by

authority of its Board of County Commissioners. Before me:

OFFICIAL SEAL

@DDQ&H Cuos (Deestacs

»\%
; 'E} DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD
NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON
COMMISSION NO.024820
MYLOMME%ONEXMRESJUNEZ?1&”

Notary Public for said State

My Commission expires_ June 27

SESEEEESS RTINS wm.,mw“!

REVIEWED:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
County Counsel
for Multpomgh County, Oregon

DY

L DuBAY
hmef Asst. County Coufisel

0531N/2829W 54//
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A MEETING pare: DEC 72 1993
AGENDA NO.: -3

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use Only)

. » - » L] - . L » L] » . . ® . O * - . - . . " - * . . * » . » -

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: NE Halsey St./It.93-172/Deed-Road Purposes: Order Accepting

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed: 5 minutes ﬂ? (’Cﬂiﬁk?f}%

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: _Transportation

2577
CONTACT: John Dorst TELEPHONE #: Ext. 3838-

BLDG/ROOM #: Bldg. 425

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:

ACTION REQUESTED:
[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Request by Director of DES that the Chair be authorized to execute
deed for certain county owned property to public for road purposes.

23|z, ckife MU D oF oRDLR QD
h@%mw%\%M%D%&@&m%mfﬁmMﬁww - @
OO O Kethuess o T<e o Qkﬁ@h&%&ﬁﬁ ?;
“4RUL sy o TOHD TRorSTs e

[
=
8=
G

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL -

7
\,»A»“.. !
DEPARTME NAGER! VJkﬁkhﬁﬂv//
ALL ACCOMPANYIN DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222

3706V/2830W




MEMORANDUM

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Larry Nicholas/John Dorst/Transportation Division
TODAY’S DATE: November 2, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE:

RE:

IT.

ITI.

Deed and Order to authorize dedication of county property
for road purposes. (NE Halsey St./Item #93-172)
Descriptive title using appropriate dates and wording such as

Public Hearing, Resolution, Ordinances, etc.)

Recommendation/Action Requested: That the Chair of the Board of
County Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached
deed (NE Halsey Street/Item #93-172) for road purposes, and
that the executed Order and Deed be forwarded to the Recording
Office for recording purposes.

Background/Analysis: Requires Board Order to dedicate from the
county to the county roads. The dedication of county property
for road purposes has been standard practice prior to selling
or conveying any county property. The dedication is needed to
bring the current road (NE Halsey Street) right-of-way into
compliance with the Multnomah County Functional Classifications
Street Standards.

Financial Impact: No impact to the county.

STAFFRPT.SUP




Page Two
Procedure for Staff Report

Iv. Legal Issues: None

V. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: None

VI. Link to Current County Policies: This dedication request is
consistent with current Multnomah County road standards.

VII. Citizen Participation: None

VIII. Other Government Participation: None




MuULTNOMmMAH CoOUunNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
TRANSPORTATION DIVISION BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR OF THE BOARD
1620 S.E. 180TH AVE. DAN SALTZMAN » DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97233 GARY HANSEN « DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-5050 TANYA COLLIER o DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

SHARRON KELLEY « DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

November 2, 1593

Board of County Commissioners
Office of Clerk of Board

1120 SHW Fifth Avenue/Room 1510
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: Deed and Order Authorizing
Deed for County Road Purposes
NE Halsey Street/Item #93-172

Dear Commissioners:

A certain parcel of real property now owned by Multnomah County is
required for road purposes.

Therefore, it is recommended that the Chair of the Board of County
Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached Deed for Road
Purposes, and that the executed Order and the Deed be js@ forwarded
to the Recording Office for recording purposes.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

Betso/ (p "

BETSY WILLIAMS
Director
Dept. of Environmental Services

IKD/3s B\
Encls.? Deed for Road Purposes and
Order Authorizing Deed

2830W

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED

" FOR )
COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES ~ -> 78

In the Matter of Conveying a Deed
for Certain Real Property to the
Public for Road Purposes.

N.E. HALSEY STREET
ITEM NO. 93-172

T ot Mt N N N

WHEREAS, Multnomah County is the owner of certain real property which is
desirable and necessary for the improvement and reconstruction of county roads;

WHEREAS, the premises are suitable for use as part of the county road system
based on the recommendation of the Director of the Department of Environmental
Services;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The deed for real property described below shall be execited by the Chair
of the Board of County Commissioners to convey said described property to
Multnomah County for road pusposes. .

2. The real property to be conveyed to Multnomah County by this Order is
described as follows:

A parcel of land situated in the southwest one-quarter of Section 26, TIN, R3E,
W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, and more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the northerly right-of-way line of N.E. Halsey Street,
County Road No. 1180, said point being 40.00 feet Teft of Engineer's Centerline
Station 330+37.71, N.E. Halsey Street; thence along said northerly right-of-way
line the fo]]owxng courses: S 86°26'06" W, a distance of 59.62 feet to a
point; southwesterly along the arc of a 5,768.79 foot radius tangent curve to
the left, the chord of which bears S 82°46'03" W, 738.02 feet, an arc length of
738.52 feet to a point; S 79°06'00" W, a distance of 933.99 feet to a point on-
the east right-of-way line of N.E. 244th Avenue, County Road No. 3122,

30.00 feet easterly, when measured at right angles, of the centerline thereof;
thence N 0°13'24" W along said east right-of-way line, a distance of 5.09 feet;
thence along a line parallel to and 5.00 feet northerly of said northerly
right-of-way line the following courses: N 79°06'00" E, a distance of

933.05 feet to a point; northeasterly along the arc of a 5,773.79 foot radius
tangent curve to the right, the chord of which bears N 82°46'03" E, 738.66 feet,
an arc length of 739.16 feet to a point; N 86°26'06" E, a distance of

59.62 feet; thence S 03°33'54" E, leaving said offset line, a distance of

5.00 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 8,660 square feet, more or less.



ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED
FOR COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES
N.E. Halsey Street

Item No. 93-172

November 2, 1993

DATED this _2nd  day of

m‘“’“"‘\\‘\

- Yy
LT oS0
' i @\;\&\." ".:;:J 6}’ t i '
) :’”% ,"*.ﬂ 4 . . ‘0"{::/& ',o’

LARRY F. NICHOLAS, P.E.
County Engineer
for Multnomah County, Oregon

[

REVIEWED:
\\\ mmmmmmmmmm

LAURENCE KRESSEL

County Counsel

z;iégzé}nomah County, Oregon
@M( *)M

OHN L. DuBAY
Chief Asst. C Counsel

2830K

, 1993.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

} 5
EVERLY 7{f{§/0hair




N.E. HALSEY STREET

East of N.E. 244th Avenue
Item No. 93-172
October 6, 1993

DEED FOR ROAD PURPOSES

MULTNOMAH COUNTY conveys to MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of
the State of Oregon, for road purposes, the following described property:

A parcel of land situated in the southwest one-quarter of Section 26, TIN,
R3E, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, and more particularly described as
follows:

Beginning at a point on the northerly right-of-way line of NﬁE.ﬂHalsey
Street, County Road No. 1180, said point being 40.00 feet left of
Engineer's Centerline Station 330+37.71, N.E. Halsey Street; thence along
said northerly right-of-way line the following courses: S 86°26'06" W, a
distance of 59.62 feet to a point; southwesterly along the arc of a
5,768.79 foot radius tangent curve to the left, the chord of which bears

S 82°46'03" W, 738.02 feet, an arc length of 738.52 feet to a point;

S 79°06'00" W, a distance of 933.99 feet to a point on the east
right-of-way line of N.E. 244th Avenue, County Road No. 3122, 30.00 feet
easterly, when measured at right angles, of the centerline thereof; thence
N 0°13'24" W along said east right-of-way line, a distance of 5.09 feet;
thence along a line parallel to and 5.00 feet northerly of said northerly
right-of-way line the following courses: N 79°06'00" E, a distance of
933.05 feet to a point; northeasterly along the arc of a 5,773.79 foot
radius tangent curve to the right, the chord of which bears N 82°46'03" E,
738.66 feet, an arc length of 739.16 feet to a point; N 86°26'06" E, a
distance of 59.62 feet; thence S 03°33'54" E, leaving said offset line, a
distance of 5.00 feet to the point of beginning.

AFTER RECORDING, RETURN TO: FOR TAX STATEMENTS:

Ike Azar/Bldg. #425 - Multnomah County
Transportation Division
1620 SE 190th Avenue
Portland OR 97233




N.E. HALSEY STREET

Fast of N.E. 244th Avenue
Item No. 93-172

October 6. 1993

Page 2

Containing 8,660 square feet, more or less.

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

The true and actual consideration for this conveyance is $0.00.

DATED this _20d  day of _ December , 1903
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STATE OF “~~~~ OREGON County of _ Multnomah
SIGNED BEFORE ME December 2 | 19393 | personally appeared
Beverly Stein who, being sworn, stated that o
is the _Chair of the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon, and that this instrument was voluntarily signed in behalf of said county by
authority of its Board of County Commissioners. Before me:

) OFFICIAL SEAL
aTwer ) DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD
o OTARY PUBLIC - OREGON

G oRIM s Coocsiacs

s COMMISSION NO.024820
MY LOMMIS iON EXPlRES JUNE 27, 1897
N N )

Notary Public for said State

My Commission expires_  June 27 1997

REVIEKWED:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
County Counsel
for M mah County, Oregon
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GHN L. DuBAY )
Ch1ef Asst. County”
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MEETING paTE:  DEC 02 1993

AGENDA NO.: C?'§7

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use Only)

. - * 3 - 3 * . ® . . “ - - - * - - * » - * . » » » -

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: NE 238th Dr./1t.93-173/Deed-Road Purposes; Order Accepting

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed: 5 minutes < OCUJEEEJ¢+“

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Transportation

257
CONTACT: John Dorst TELEPHONE #: Ext. 8ﬁ%gi

BLDG/ROOM #: Bldg. 425

ACTION REQUESTED:

|
|
PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:
\
|

[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Request by Director of DES that the Chair be authorized to execute
deed for certain county owned property to public for road purposes.
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SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL

e,
DEPARTMENT MANAGE\:{J\A @Z/W NN

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222

3706V/2831W



MEMORANDUM

T0: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Larry Nicholas/John Dorst-Transportation Division
TODAY*S DATE: November 2, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE:
Deed and Order to authorize dedication of county property
RE: for road purposes. (NE 238th Drive/Item #93-173)
Descriptive title using appropriate dates and wording such as
Public Hearing, Resolution, Ordinances, etc.)

I. Recommendation/Action Requested: That the Chair of the Board of
County Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached
deed (NE 238th Drive/Item #93-173) for road purposes, and
that the executed Order and Deed be forwarded to the Recording
Office for recording purposes.

II. Background/Analysis: Requires Board Order to dedicate from the
county to the county roads. The dedication of county property
for road purposes has been standard practice prior to selling
or conveying any county property. The dedication is needed to
bring the current road (NE Halsey Street) right-of-way into
compliance with the Multnomah County Functional Classifications
Street Standards.

IIT. Financial Impact: No impact to the county.

STAFFRPT.SUP



Page Two
Procedure for Staff Report

Iv.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

Legal Issues: None

CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: None

Link to Current County Policies: This dedication request is
consistent with current Multnomah County road standards.

Citizen Participation: None

Other Government Participation: None




MULTNOMAH CoOUuNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

TRANSPORTATION DIVISION BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR OF THE BOARD

1620 S.E. 180TH AVE. DAN SALTZMAN « DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97233 GARY HANSEN = DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-5050 TANYA COLLIER « DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

SHARRON KELLEY » DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

November 2, 1993

Board of County Commissioners
Office of Clerk of Board

1120 SH Fifth Avenue/Room 1510
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: Deed and Order Authorizing
Deed for County Road Purposes
NE 238th Drive/Item #93-173

Dear Commissioners:

A certain parcel of real property now owned by Multnomah County is
required for road purposes.

Therefore, it is recommended that the Chair of the Board of County
Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached Deed for Road
Purposes, and that the executed Order and the Deed be 4 forwarded
to the Recording Office for recording purposes.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

bt e lia—

BETSY WILLIAMS
Director
Dept. of Environmental Services

I
‘g«,ﬁi
JKD/3s AN
Encls.”” Deed for Road Purposes and
Order Authorizing Deed

2831KW

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



; BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED
FOR 93-379
COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES

In the Matter of Conveying a Deed
for Certain Real Property to the
Public for Road Purposes.

N.E. 238TH DRIVE
ITEM NO. 93-173

WHEREAS, Multnomah County is the owner of certain real property which is
desirable and necessary for the improvement and reconstruction of county roads;

| WHEREAS, the premises are suitable for use as part of the county road system
| based on the recommendation of the Director of the Department of Environmental
Services;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The deed for real property described below shall be executed by the Chair
of the Board of County Commissioners to convey said described property to
Multnomah County for road pusposes.

2. The real property to be conveyed to Multnomah County by this Order is
described as follows:

A parcel of land situated in the northwest one-quarter of Section 35, TIN R3E,
W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, and more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the easterly right-of-way line of N.E. 238th Drive,
County Road No. 2529, 40.00 feet right of Engineer's Centerline Station 3+07.11;
thence northeasterly along said right-of-way line, along the arc of a
1,392.36 foot radius curve to the right, the chord of which bears N 06°36'40" E,
| 168.61 feet, an arc length of 168.71 feet; thence S 79°54'40" E along a radial
| Tine of said curve, a distance of 5.00 feet; thence southwesterly parallel to
and 5.00 feet easterly of said right-of-way line, along the arc of a
1,387.36 foot radius curve to the left, the chord of which bears S 06°37'26" W,
167.70 feet, an arc length of 167.80 feet; thence S 89°39'48" W, a distance of
5.00 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 841 square feet, more or less.




ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED
FOR COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES
N.E. 238th Drive

Item No. 93-173

November 2, 1993

Znd  day of _December

RN

DATED this
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LARRY F. NICHOLAS, P.E.
County Engineer
for Multnomah County, Oregon

a

REVIEWED:

LAURENCE KR
County Counsel
for Muhtnomah County, Oregon

>L£m_1/z::25?5}24
JOMN Y. DuBAY
/21@:1’ Asst. Count
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
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N.E. 238TH DRIVE ~
North of N.E. Glisan Street
Item No. 93-173

October 7, 1993

DEED FOR ROAD PURPOSES

MULTNOMAH COUNTY conveys to MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of
the State of Oregon, for road purposes, the following described property:

A parcel of Tand situated in the northwest one-quarter of Section 35, TIN
R3E, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, and more particularly described as
follows:

Beginning at a point on the easterly right-of-way line of N.E.‘238th Drive,
County Road No. 2529, 40.00 feet right of Engineer's Centerline Station
3+07.11; thence northeasterly along said right-of-way line, along the arc
of a 1,392.36 foot radius curve to the right, the chord of which bears

N 06°36'40" E, 168.61 feet, an arc length of 168.71 feet; thence

S 79°54'40" E along a radial line of said curve, a distance of 5.00 feet;
thence southwesterly parallel to and 5.00 feet easterly of said
right-of-way line, along the arc of a 1,387.36 foot radius curve to the
left, the chord of which bears S 06°37'26" W, 167.70 feet, an arc length of
167.80 feet; thence S 89°39'48" W, a distance of 5.00 feet to the point of
beginning.

Containing 841 square feet, more or less.

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

The true and actual consideration for this conveyance is $0.00.

AFTER RECORDING, RETURN TO: FOR TAX STATEMENTS:
Ike Azar/Bldg. #425 Multnomah County
: Transportation Division
1620 SE 190th Avenue
Portland OR 97233




N.E. 238TH DRIVE

' North of N.E. Glisan Street
Item No. 93-173
October 7, 1993

Page 2
DATED this _2nd  day of _ December , 1993 |
’ U TN
\ e
\ ,-»?‘f«'@.' e ‘»‘%f 5 BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
‘ "é’;, i FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
(s e
it i ig ' 7 -~
&ﬁgggﬁé, -, WY Jﬁjlg? éﬁgzﬁiézé%/ éﬁ;yt/
el WS EVERLY STEIN/Chair
'&{léﬁ?’;i:éw‘k «fr :
‘%Nﬁhﬁmwsb ' X
STATE OF _OREGON County of Muttnomah
SIGNED BEFORE ME December 2 , 1993 | personally appeared
Beverly Stein who, being sworn, stated that _she
is the Chair of the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon, and that this instrument was voluntarily signed in behalf of said county by
authority of its Board of County Commissioners. Before me:

Ay OFFICIAL SEAL

g’} DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD

7 NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON
COMMISSION NO.024820

Y COMM!SSiON EXPIRES JUNE 27, 1997
O e S o o S S Y]

Notary Public for said State

My Commission expires June 27 , 19 97

|
|
(denRauluns Coushaos |
|
«
J
i
REVIEWED: |
LAURENCE KRESSEL |
County Counsel
for Mulgnomah County, Oregon

By ‘ z//‘
OHN L.7 DuBAY

Chief Asst. Cotgfyftégnse1

0531W/2831KW
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DEC 02 1993

MEETING DATE:

AGENDA NO.: (', -9

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use Only)

* » » » * @ - L] 3 » - . - L » * . * 3 . - . » - * - . 3

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: NE Cherrv Park RdA./1t.93-174/Deed-Road Purposes/Ord.Accept.

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed: 5 minutes 2 C()k&ﬁﬁlfﬁ“

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Transportation

CONTACT: John Dorst TELEPHONE #: Ext. 3599

BLDG/ROOM #: Bldg. 425

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:

ACTION REQUESTED:

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Request by Director of DES that the Chair be authorized to execute
deed for certain county owned property to public for road purposes.

r% |a Ceritieo tRue copy OF 6R0eR
200 Rl Cess to Kot u&%”f‘%
Bote Yo Re %«m o Ik Ak Cam—&
HRut Y YO Tok> (onste

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL

[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

or 0n
DEPARTMENT MANAGER (/[j/‘ %u@/x (/ULMMM

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES
Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222

3706V/2832W




MEMORANDUM

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Larry Nicholas/John Dorst-Transportation Division
TODAY’S DATE: November 2, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE:
Deed and Order to authorize dedication of county property
RE: for road purposes. (NE Cherry Park Road/Item #93-174)
Descriptive title using appropriate dates and wording such as
Public Hearing, Resolution, Ordinances, etc.)

I. Recommendation/Action Requested: That the Chair of the Board of
County Commissioners be authorized to execute the attached
deed (NE Cherry Park Road/Item #93-174) for road purposes,
and that the executed Order and Deed be forwarded to the
Recording Office for recording purposes.

IT1.  Background/Analysis: Requires Board Order to dedicate from the
county to the county roads. The dedication of county property
for road purposes has been standard practice prior to selling
or conveying any county property. The dedication is needed to
bring the current road (NE Cherry Park Road) right-of-way into
compliance with the Multnomah County Functional Classifications
Street Standards.

ITI. Financial Impact: No impact to the county.

STAFFRPT.SUP



Page Two
Procedure for Staff Report

Iv. Legal Issues: None

V. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: None

VI. Link to Current County Policies: This dedication request is
consistent with current Multnomah County road standards.

VII. Citizen Participation: None

VIII. Other Government Participation: None




MULTNOMA~AH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
TRANSPORTATION DIVISION BEVERLY STEIN » GHAIR OF THE BOARD
1620 S.E. 190TH AVE. DAN SALTZMAN « DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97233 GARY HANSEN « DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-5050 TANYA COLLIER « DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

SHARRON KELLEY » DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

November Z, 1993

Board of County Commissioners
Office of Clerk of Board

1120 SW Fifth Avenue/Room 1510
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: Deed and Order Authorizing
Deed for County Road Purposes
NE Cherry Park Road/Item #93-174

Dear Commissioners:

A certain parcel of real property now owned by Multnomah County is required for
road purposes.

Therefore, it is recommended that the Chair of the Board of County Commissioners
be authorized to execute the attached Deed for Road Purposes, and that the
executed Order and the Deed be ¥ forwarded to the Recording Office for
recording purposes.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

Bt/ Wit

BETSY WILLIAMS
Director
Dept. of Environmental Services

JKD/3s [\
Encls.: Deed for Road Purposes and
Order Authorizing Deed

2832KW

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED

FOR -
COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES 93-380

In the Matter of Conveying a Deed
for Certain Real Property to the
Public for Road Purposes.

N.E. CHERRY PARK ROAD
ITEM NO. 93-174

WHEREAS, Multnomah County is the owner of certain real property which is
desirable and necessary for the improvement and reconstruction of county roads;

WHEREAS, the premises are suitable for use as part of the county road system
based on the recommendation of the Director of the Department of Environmental
Services;

NON, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The deed for real property described below shall be executed by the Chair
of the Board of County Commissioners to convey said described property to
- Multnomah County for road pusposes.

2. The real property to be conveyed to Multnomah County by this Order is
described as follows:

Beginning at the intersection of the north right-of-way line of N.E. Cherry Park
Road, County Road No. 571, 20.00 feet northerly, when measured at right angles,
of the centerline thereof, and the southeasterly right-of-way line of N.E.
Cherry Park Road, County Road No. 4849, 30.00 feet southeasterly, when measured
at right angles, of the centerline thereof; thence N 89°39'48" E along said
north right-of-way line, a distance of 79.79 feet to a point of non-tangent
curvature; thence northwesterly along the arc of a 34.14 foot radius non-tangent
curve to the right, the chord of which bears N 40°05'27" W, 52.50 feet, an arc
Tength of 59.89 feet to a point on said southeasterly right-of-way line of N.E.
Cherry Park Road; thence S 48°31'51" W along said right-of-way line, a d1stance
of 61.36 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 1,161 square feet, more or less.




) ORDER AUTHORIZING DEED
FOR COUNTY ROAD PURPOSES
N.E. Cherry Park Drive
Item No. 93-174
November 2, 1993

DATED this __2nd day of _ December

m"‘”ﬁ:" ‘Qw‘\ s } 3 %
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LARRY F. NICHOLAS, P.E.
County Engineer
for Multnomah County, Oregon

/
qivzszD:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
Couﬁfyw

tnomah County, Oregon

JOHN L. DuBAY
////Chief Asst. County Cbunsel
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N.E. CHERRY PARK ROAD
East of N.E. 242nd Drive
Item No. 93-174

October 7, 1993

DEED FOR ROAD PURPOSES

MULTNOMAH COUNTY conveys to MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of
the State of Oregon, for road purposes, the following described property:

A parcel of land situated in the northwest one-quarter of Section 35, TIN,
R3E, W.M., Multnomah County, Oregon, and more particularly described as
follows:

Beginning at the intersection of the north right-of-way line of N.E. Cherry
Park Road, County Road No. 571, 20.00 feet northerly, when measured at
right angles, of the centerline thereof, and the southeasterly right-of-way
line of N.E. Cherry Park Road, County Road No. 4849, 30.00 feet
southeasterly, when measured at right angles, of the centerline thereof;
thence N 89°39'48" E along said north right-of-way line, a distance of
79.79 feet to a point of non-tangent curvature; thence northwesterly along
the arc of a 34.14 foot radius non-tangent curve to the right, the chord of
which bears N 40°05'27" W, 52.50 feet, an arc length of 59.89 feet to a
point on said southeasterly right-of-way 1ine of N.E. Cherry Park Road;
thence S 48°31'51" W along said right-of-way line, a distance of 61.36 feet
to the point of beginning.

Containing 1,161 square feet, more or less.

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

The true and actual consideration for this conveyance is $0.00.

AFTER RECORDING, RETURN TO: FOR TAX STATEMENTS:

Ike Azar/Bldg. #425 Multnomah County
Transportation Division
1620 SE 190th Avenue
Portland OR 97233




N.E. CHERRY PARK ROAD
East of N.E. 242nd Drive
Item No. 93-174

October 7, 1993

Page 2

DATED this _ 2nd day of December , 19 93

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH CQUNTY, OREGON

Wil | )l

BEVERLY S@I}I;Chad r

STATE OF __ OREGON County of _ Multnomah
SIGNED BEFORE ME December 2 , 1993 | personally appeared
Beverly Stein who, being sworn, stated that she
is the Chair of the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon, and that this instrument was voluntarily signed in behalf of said county by
~authority of its Board of County Commissioners. Before me:

@Q@o{%&u Lo QDDQ%ﬁC)

> OFFICIAL SEAL
) DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD

#2//) NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON Notary Public for said State
e COMMISSION NO.024820
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 27, 1907

S SR e Y

My Commission expires_ June 27 19 97

REVIEWED:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
County Counsel

0531W/2832KW
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JBUDGET MODIFICATION NO._MCS0 10 T BE @
: L (For Clerk‘s Use) Meeting Date c %-1993
I Agenda Mo, X< -/
1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR Novanber 23, :L(9§3t 5 "
-~ ~ ate) o :
DEPARTMENT__Sheriff's Office ‘. i . DIVISION ___ FEnforcement - °
CONTACT__Larry Aab TELEPHONE__251-2489
“NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESEHTATIDN To BOﬂRD Rl
. :_ IR ,"%‘__“ .?wm«n-_' W;.w e e e

SUGGESTED
Aﬁmmmﬁ (to assist in preparing a descrwtion for the printed agenda)

,wBudget modification requesting authorlzatlon to ttansfer the fundlng of an g«

Administrative Secretary Position to a .25 Community Serv1ce Officer and an’ 3»3 ‘ 

Office Assutant 2- et e+t e 2 e e

e < awm Cp .

<Estim Time Needed on the Agenda)

2. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What budget does it

increase? HKhat do the changes accompiish? WKhere does the money come from? HWhat budget is

reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.)
[a PERSOR!(EL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET v

Thls modification will delete the Admlnlstratlve Secnetary position budgeted
in Enforcement Administration. It will fund the femaining 257 ‘of a Community.
Service Officer that was partially funded by the Board on 10/28/93 (with ’
revenue from ROCN and David Douglas School District). It will also fund

an Office Assistant 2 position to perform clerical duties that would have

been assigned to the Administrative Secretary.

e

0
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£
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3. REVENUE IMPACT (Explain revenues being changed and the reason for the chafige) ro ;«g /
N e ¢ g
A , o =
Increase service reimbursement to insurance fund $2,281 E =
Do
[ %]
4. muTINGENCY STATUS (to be completed by Finance/Budget)
Contingency before this modification (as of ______ ) $
(Specify Fund) : (Date)
: B " After this modification $
Originated By Date ' Department Manager Date:
+~' B e, el
Budget Analyst ] Date ‘ Personne® Analyst Date
aid o sl WRILE: Slmr(’u, Rolozrt‘wm 1W/17/4a3
Board Approval ! Date

su (Coestan | | 12]2an

2999E/1
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WSACTION EB [ ] . GH [ ] TRANSACTION DATE__ ACCOUNTING PERIOO BUDGET FY__ . Coo
;cu-mt | o Organi- | Reporting Current Revised . ,ﬁﬁ:.“ﬁ:, V Sib- - ‘
wuber Action Fund Ag -~y zation Activity Category Object Amount Amount (Decrease) Total Dcscriptim‘"
100 Jo2s5 | 3301 - 5100 | (24,680 Permanent
, " 5500 ( 6,595) . Fringe :
g | : 5550 ~ ( 5,466) Insurtiace
A ~ 3301 ‘ 5100 19,147 . Permanent
. ' 5500 1,559 Fringe
| 5550 3,765 ~Insurance
100 025 | 3180 | - 5100 7,824 ' Permanent
| - o 5500 26 | Fringe , ‘
“ t r | o 5550 3,982 TInsurdnce | -
: : f : L ' R
; | 400 Joso {7531 ] il o |es80 | 2,981 ! Tnsurdnce
? i I
T2 e | | v coromrmat cume
WSACTION RB ( 1 Q'! [ 1 TRANSACT IN DATE ACCOUNTING PERICD MGETC&__;:_, j ' E . E,:i‘ : % |
cument Organi- Reporting Revenue  Current Revised Increase - Sub- . i .
fusber Acthm Fum! Agency zation Activity Category Source Amount : Amount (Decrease)  Total - Description
00 Loso 17060 | 6600 | 2,281 | | General Fund -
: " . | ) . ; « ?§;“ N
P i ' i f 5 .
| Lo N B " ' = L
e awe T
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PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD NO.

5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGES (Compute on a full year basis even though this
action affects only a part of the fiscal year.)
Annualized
FTE BASE PAY Increase TOTAL -
Increase POSITION TITLE Increase (Decrease) Increase
(Decrease) (Decrease) Fringe Ins.  (Decrease)
(1) Administrative Secretary (24,482) |(6,595) | (5,466) (36,543)
1 Office Assistant 2 19,147 1,559 3,765 24,471
.25 Community Service Officer 7,824 266 3,982 12,072
TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) 2,489 |(4,770) | 2,281 0
6. CURRENT YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGES (calculate costs or savings that will

take place within this fiscal year; these should explain the actual dollar

amounts being changed by this Bud Mod.)

: Current FY
Permanent Positions, _ BASE PAY Increase TOTAL
Temporary, Overtime, Explanation of Change Increase (Decrease) Increase
or Premium Fringe Ins. (Decrease)

Same a

5 Above

(Decrease)

2999E




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM BRIEFING
STAFF REPORT SUPPLEMENT

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: LARRY AAB, FISCAL MANAGER
TODAY'S DATE: 10/29/93

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: ASAP

RE: BUDGET MODIFICATION

I. Recommendation/Action Requested:

Approval of budget modification deleting one Administrative
Secretary position and funding .25 of a Community Service Officer
for the David Douglas Safety Action Team and an Office Assistant
2 position for Enforcement Administration.

II. Background/Analysis:

The Board approved funding for a 75% of a Community Service
Officer when we requested funding for the entire position out of
contingency on 10/28/93. This modification will fund the
remaining 25% of the position, and will fund an Office Assistant
2 by deleting the funding for the Administrative Secretary
position in Enforcement Administration.

III. Financial Impact:
None

IV, Legal Issueg:
None

V. Controversial Issues:
None

VI. Link to Current County Policies:
None

VII. Citizen Participation:
None

VIII.Other Government Participation:
None



»

 SUDGET MODIFICATION No. AACbO 0o £ o -
(FO!‘ C]Ql’k‘s USE) Heeting DateﬂEC 02 1933

L Agenda No. o2
I REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA roa “November 73, 1993 s

-y : (Date) , . Corans
"DEPARTHMENT. Sheriff! ()f'ﬁ(‘p SN " DIVISION e SoE
CONTACT. lLarry /\ab TELEPHONE___ 201-2489 . i
. *MAME(s) OF PERSON ﬂRKIﬂG PRESE“TATIO" TO BOARD ' P i
' : i 'o%“ L e e e L

',»,, . m,iE,

”AGEHQA_IIILE (to assist in preparing a description for the printed agenda) |

W
Budget modlflcatlon reQue%tlng authorlzdtlon to transfer~$ll 487 from Pnfoxccment Ca
overtime to other llna 1tem% to pay for the Leclasslflcatlon of two employeees. “'V}y'

. < B S e o it e b e e e e ey s -

- . . i oy

(Esﬂmm_mﬁ_mm_muwm> S B
3. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. HWhat budget does 1t
increase? Mhat do the changes accomplish? HWhere does the money com: from’ What budget is
reduced? Attach additional information 1f you need more space.) ' R R
[x] PERSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ﬁTTACHED SHEET T

This modification will transfer $11,487 from Enforcement pvertife fringe and 1nsurance,
to other personal services line items within the Sheriff's budget to pay for- the cost of
the reclassification of a Sheriff's Operations Admlnibtrator effective. 5/23/92

It will also pay for the cost of the rec14551flcatlon of a Operatlons Supervisor to. a: 
MCSO Office Operations Supervisor effective 7/1/93 '

3. REVENUE IMPACY (Explain revenues being changed and the reason for the chaqgg}

m}#

Increase service reimbursement to insurance fund $533. 85

' ' !

4. CONTINGENCY STATUS (to be completed by Finance/Budget) =%

Contingency before this modification as of ____ ) -

(Specify Fund) - , (Date)
o After this modification  §
Originated By Date Department Manager Date
Budget Analyst ] Date . Personhél Analyst Date
Lavid o danne n/igfes | Shitter Rober taon /11/43
Board Approval Date '

(w%s&aué@@m | - \1[z\ ax

2999E/1
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ocymsnt Organi- Reporting Current Revised Incnxc Sub-
usber Action Fund Ageacy zation Activity Category Object Amount Asount (Decrease) Total Description
100] 025 | 3605 5100 3,924 Permanent
’ 5500 1,057 Fringe
5550 251 ' Insurnace
'~L 4017 5100 44705 Permanent
5500 1,268 Fringe
[ 5550 282 Insurance
3301 5300 (8,121) Overtime
5500 (2,870) Fringe
5550 ( 496) Insurnace
; 400 | 051 | 7531 ; 6580 37 Insurance
o :
FIIITIEFEITIITIIZEITITIEIITITIPET 7T 7T 70777780707 F007707770700777777 )
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- PERSONNEL DETAIL FOR BUD MOD NO.

'\

5. ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGES (Compute on a full year basis even though this
action affects only a part of the fiscal year.)
Annuyalized
FTE BASE PAY Increase - TOTAL
Increase POSITION TITLE Increase (Decrease) Increase
(Decrease) (Decrease) Fringe Ins. (Decrease)
(1) Operations Supervisor (33,451) {9,012) |(7,968)| (50,431)
(1) Sheriff's Operations Tech. Supervisor (29,831) [8,036) [(7,660)| (45,527)
1 MCSO Office Operations Supervisor 37,375 10,069 8,219 55,663
1 Sheriff's Operations Administrator 34,536 9,304 7,942 51,782
0 . TOTAL CHANGE (ANNUALIZED) 8,629 2,325 533 | 11,487
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 thts Bud Mod.)

Current FY
Permanent Positions, ) BASE PAY Increase TOTAL
Temporary, Overtime, Explanation of Change Increase (Decrease) Increase
or Premium ' (Decrease) Fringe Ins.-

(Decrease)

Same as above

2999E




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM BRIEFING

STAFF REPORT SUPPLEMENT
TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: LARRY AAB, FISCAL MANAGER
TODAY'S DATE: 10/29/93
REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: ASAP
RE: BUDGET MODIFICATION
I. Recommendation/Action Requested:

Approval of budget modification transferring $11,487 from

enforcement overtime to pay for the reclassification of two
employees.

II. Background/Analysis:
Reclassification requests were approved for these two
positions by our Employee Services Personnel Analyst.

ITITI. Financial TImpact:
This will reduce the enforcement overtime $11,487. Overtime

is expected to be spent at 100% of the budgeted level, as are all
Sheriff's Office personal services budget allocations. Since it
is not the policy of the Board to fund these positions out of
contingency, cutting our personal services budget is our only
alternative since the increases must be paid.

v. Legal Issues:
None
V. Controversial Issues:

According to Bargaining Unit agreements, increased salaries
must be paid.

VI. Link to Current County Policies:
None

VII. Citizen Participation:
None

VIITI.Other Government Participation:
None



MEETING DATE: |

AGENDA NO: /€ -3

[FRE—————————— SRR et L e s - - 2 . - - " o sove s e " o s W S R o S U W -

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: Request to amend regolution 91-90 to permit transfer of tax
foreclosed property to Northeast Community Development Corporation (NECDC)

and extend construction period.

BOARD BRIEFING: Date Reguested: .
Amount of Time Needed: .

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested: November 23, 1993 .
Amount of Time Needed: 5 minutes .

DEPARTMENT :Environmental Services DIVISION: Administration

CONTACT: Rich Payne TELEPHONE #: 248~3632 .
BLDG/ROOM #: 412/206 .
PERSON(5) MAKING PRESENTATION: Rich Payne s

ACTION REQUESTED:

[] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL [] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action regquested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

On June 27, 1991, the Multnomah County Board of Comissioners, by Resolution
91-90, approved the transfer of title to tax foreclosed property, at the
Southwest corner of NE 6th Ave and Going Street, to the Architectural
Foundation of Oregon and the subsequent transfer to Innovative Housing,
Inc., for the purpose of building and selling affordable housing by
September 3, 1993.

The project has been fully designed and is ready for construction, however
Innovative Housing, Inc. has since changed the emphasis of its work to

rental properties and wishes to not pursue this construction/sale projegt
conclusion. Meanwhile, NECDC has emerged as a major builder of affordalle
housing within Northeast Portland and has agreed to carry this project'
forward to conclusion. .

g@k
A one year extension of the construction period is now needed to comp%%ﬁe
this project. yzy%kmﬁﬁ {Aﬁéﬁaﬁ}ﬁ%@> @%?&@% éf%y{¢5&M2§ U o
RN %{{w,‘v}\/\ “Seott, szenarvrEs REQUIRED:
Tax TH

ELECTED OFFICIAL: ,
or e, b/ M Wil —
DEPARTMEN GER: - AL—"" .

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222
6/93



TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS bce-place

FROM: RICHARD C. PAYNE
Environmental services Department

DATE: November 15, 1993
REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: November 23, 1993

RE: AGENDA ITEM BRIEFING - STAFF REPORT SUPPLEMENT:
REQUEST TO AMEND RESOLUTION 91-90 TO PERMIT TRANSFER OF TAX
FORECLOSED PROPERTY TO N.E.C.D.C. AND EXTEND CONTRUCTION PERIOD

I. RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUESTED:
Board Order to amend Resolution 91-90 and approve transfer of Tax Foreclosed
property from Innovative Housing, Inc. to Northeast Community Development
Corporation (NECDC) and extend the prescribed affordable housing construction
completion date until September 3, 1994.

[l. BACKGROUNG / ANALYSIS
On June 27, 1991, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, by
Resolution 91-90, approved transfer of title to tax foreclosed property, at
southwest corner of NE 6th Avenue and Going Street, to Architectural
Foundation of Oregon,and subsequent transfer to Innovative Housing, Inc.,
for purpose of building and selling affordable housing by September 3, 1993.

The project has been fully designed and is ready for construction. However,
Innovative Housing, Inc. has since changed the emphasis of its work to rental
properties and wishes to not pursue this construction/sale project to conclusion.
Meanwhile, NECDC has emerged as major builder of affordable housing within
Northeast Portland and has agreed to carry this project forward to conclusion
as designed (see attachments).

Ifl. FINANCIAL IMPACT. None

IV. LEGAL ISSUES: No legal problems will develop as result of this action.

V. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: No public controversy is expected to develop.

VI. LINK TO CURRENT COUNTY POLICIES:

No conflict with County current policies governing transfer and use of
Tax Foreclosed Properties.

VIl. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION: None
ViIl. OTHER GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATION:

The Architectural Foundation of Oregon and Innovative Housing, Inc.
have requested the recommended action (see attachments).



Portland Commumty Deslgn
2000 NE Martin Luther King, Portland, Oregon 97212 - 281-8011/ 281-8012 Fax

29 September 1993

Ms. Betsy Williams, Director

Multnomah County Dept. of Environmental Services
2115 SE Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97214

Dear Betsy:

Regarding "Lots 11 & 12 and the north 5' of Lot 10, Block 21 of the Highland
Addition," in Northeast Portland which were transferred to the Architectural
Foundation of Oregon and thence to Innovative Housing Inc. for the purpose of
developing and selling affordable houses: this letter is to request approval by
Multnomah County to allow the Northeast Community Development Corporation
(NECDC) to assume the obligations of the trust deed in favor of the county, take
ownership of the property and redevelop the lot as affordable housing. The only
change to the original transfer terms we would request is to extend the construction
completion date for one year from today.

An architectural competition was held under the auspices of the AILA. Housing
Committee, which I Chaired, and a winning design selected about two years ago. The
winning architect was hired and completed construction documents have been
prepared. Innovative Housing Inc. has changed the emphasis of its work to rental
housing and in the meantime NECDC has demonstrated a strong development track
record for projects of this scope in the very area in which this property is located.
NECDC has agreed to develop the houses according to the selected design; I have
attached a copy of that agreement.

I believe that NECDC is both the logical and the most competent developer which we
could find to complete this project and so I strongly urge the County to take the next
step by helping us get the site into NECDC's ownership while extending the term of
the development agreement. Both AFO and IHI are in full agreement with this
proposal; shortly you will be receiving letters showing their support.

I have been trying unsuccessfully to facilitate this transfer for many months; thank
you for your timely assistance.

Sincerely yours,

R. Peter Wilcox, A.L.A.
Executive Director

A Non-Profit Community Design & Flanning Center Serving the Portland Metropolitan Area




Portland Communlty Deslgn

:I 2000 NE Martin Luther King, Portland, Oregon 97212 - 2861-8011/ 281-86012Fax  ©

24 June 1993

Jaki Walker, Exec. Director and Michael Trower AIA
Northeast Community Development Corp.

4114 North Vancouver Ave.

Portland, OR 97217

Dear Jaki & Michael:

This letter is our agreement for the development of the so called AIA Housing Competition site
under Portland Community Design's control at NE 6th and Going.

For its part, PCD will: (1) Secure the transfer of title to NECDC, (2) Provide NECDC with
construction documents and specifications for three attached houses designed for the site, (3) Make
available three completed FHA appraisal packages, (4) Make available $1250.00 for J. Timothy
Richards et al for Construction Administration services (this money may only be used for this
purpose), (5) Be available on a limited basis for periodic design, development and public relations
consultation for this project before and during construction.

For their part, NECDC agrees to: (1) Develop the property substantially as shown in the drawings
and specifications prepared by Tim Richards et al (the winning entry in the AIA Essential Housing
Competition), (2) Contract with Walsh Construction, if feasible, for the actual construction, (3)
Market the houses to low- and moderate income persons, or as agreed otherwise, while meeting all
of the County's stipulations for the transfer of the property, (4) Provide project signage and other
publicity which credits PCD as well as all other project contributors (PCD will provide this
information as needed), (5) Reimburse Innovative Housing Inc. for their previous direct costs in the
amount of $1448.60, (6) Pay PCD the amount of $2000 for the aforementioned development
consulting plus work already done on the project ~ items (5) and (6) to be paid in two equal
installments at start and end of construction, (7) Hold both PCD and IHI harmless for any further
expenses or financial liability.

Should NECDC be unable to develop the property as agreed, NECDC agrees to either develop the
property in a mutually acceptable manner or return the property to the County.

Please sign one copy of this memo and fax it to us as a sign of your agreement with these terms.

@‘W W&é/&«/ , NECDC
pate. ¢ / 24/73

Accepted by:

PORT%?CO&%%IW DESIGN
By: ! . Q“/\( , PCD

Date: CP : ‘Zr?@

A Non-Profit Community Design & Planning Center Serving the Portland Metropolitan Area




Architectural
Foundation
Oregon

950 Lloyd Center, Box 44
Portland, Oregon 97232

Phone/Fax: (503) 287-8296

Ms. Betsy Williams, Director

Multnomah County Department of Environmental Services
2115 SE Morrison

Portland, OR 97214

Dear Ms. Williams:

As a sponsor of the American Institute of Architects Design Competition
for construction of three houses at NE 9th and NE Going Streets,
Portland, we agree with and support the Portland Community Design
request to you to transfer project implementation from Innovative
Housing, Inc., to Northeast Commercial Housing Corporation.

October 11, 1993
The Foundation shares PDC's eagerness to realize this important project

and we appreciate your strong interest in its success. |
Please call me if I can offer further information.

Sincerely yours,

Robert H. Belchw |

President

RHB:jjf:9374L



IHI

INNOVATIVE HOUSING, INC. developing and preserving low-income housing

(503) 226-4368 1214 S.W. Washington Portland, OR 97205
September 30, 1993

Betsy Williams, Director

Bureau of Environmental Services
Multnomah County

215 SE Morrison

Portland, Oregon 97214

Dear Ms. Williams:

Innovative Housing, Inc., a non-profit community development
corporation, received a tax foreclosed lot from Multnomah County at NE
6th and Going for the purpose of constructing 3 row houses in
conjunction with the Architectural Foundation. The design was part of
a region-wide AIA competition to encourage high gquality design of
units suitable for in-fill housing in Portland.

For a variety of reasons, mostly internal, IHI is no longer able
to proceed directly with the intended development. Since the work was
initiated through Peter Wilcox, now of the non-profit organization,
Portland Community Design, IHI contacted Peter about finding another
suitable non-profit to continue the work.

It is my understanding that he has obtained a commitment from
NECDC to take over the intended project.

I wish to give you IHI's assurances that we very much wish to see
the project succeed and are willing to work with Peter, the
Foundation, the AIA, and NECDC in every way vossible to help them
implement this excellent concept. That cooperation, of course, begins
with the transferring of the property if that is acceptable to
Mul tnomah County.

Please let me know if I can provide you with any further
information or if there are any immediate steps you would like us to
take on this matter.

I'd also like to take this opportunity to compliment the county
staff, especially Cecil Pitts and H.C. Tupper, on the excellent work
and cooperation theyvy have provided on this program. Our failure to
proceed in no way should reflect on the value of the program or their
assistance to IHI.

Sincerely,

i A .
e L3 o
Tom Benjamin
Executive Director




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Amending Resolution )
91-90 and Related Trust Deed to )
Permit Assignment of Tax Foreclosed) RESOLUTION
Property to N.E.C.D.C. and Extention )
of Construction Time Period )

WHEREAS, on June 27, 1991, the Multnomah County Board/of Commissioners,
by Resolution 91-90, approved transfer of title to foreclosed property, gt'southwest corner of
NE 6th Avenue and Going Street, to Architectural Foundation of Oregon, and subsequent
transfer to Innovative Housing, Inc., for purpose of building and selling affordable housing, and

WHEREAS, on September 3, 1991, a Trust Deed fof said property was recorded
which established terms and obligations of use of the transfergd foeclosed property, and

WHEREAS, a nationwide architectural comp
Foundation of Oregon to design housing for the said pr

tion was completed by Architectural
erty, and

WHEREAS, Innovative Housing, Inc. hag'changed the emphasis of its work to
rental properties and wishes to not pursue this construction/sale project to conclusion, and

WHEREAS, Northeast Community Development Corporation (N.E.C.D.C.) has
emerged as a major builder of affordable houging within Northeast Portland and has agreed
to carry this project forward to conclusion ag’'designed, and

WHEREAS, The Architectural Foundation of Oregon and Innovative Housing, Inc.
have requested that title of said propejfy be deeded to N.E.C.D.C. to complete said project, and

WHEREAS, due to unforeseen delays, the project can no longer be completed
within the originally stipulated timg frame.
IS RESOLVED by the the Board of County Commissioners that:

1. The Boargd consents to the assignment of Grantor's interest in the Trust Deed
dated Sgptember 3, 1993, from Architectural Foundation of Oregon, as Grantor,

to Firsy American Title Company, as Trustee, for Multnomah County, as Beneficiary,
whiclf Trust Deed as recorded in Book 2536 at pages 775-777, Multnomah County

Mortgage Records, to Northeast Community Development Corporation as
signee, and the assumption by said Assignee of all the terms and obligations
f the Trust Deed and the Promissory Note secured by the Trust Deed, and

condition of default No. 1 requiring completion of construction by September 3,
1993, by extending the time for completion to September 3, 1994, and

. The Board approves modification of the Trust Deed described above by amending




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Amending Resolution )
91-90 and Related Trust Deed to )

Permit Assignment of Tax Foreclosed) RESOLUTION
Property to N.E.C.D.C. and Extention ) 93-1381
of Construction Time Period )

WHEREAS, on June 27, 1991, the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners,
by Resolution 91-90, approved transfer of title to foreclosed property, at southwest corner of
NE 6th Avenue and Going Street, to Architectural Foundation of Oregon, and subsequent
transfer to Innovative Housing, Inc., for purpose of building and selling affordable housing, and

WHEREAS, on September 3, 1991, a Trust Deed for said property was recorded
which established terms and obligations of use of the transfered foeclosed property, and

WHEREAS, a nationwide architectural competition was completed by Architectural
Foundation of Oregon to design housing for the said property, and

WHEREAS, Innovative Housing, Inc. has changed the emphasis of its work to
rental properties and wishes to not pursue this construction/sale project to conclusion, and

WHEREAS, Northeast Community Development Corporation (N.E.C.D.C.) has
emerged as a major builder of affordable housing within Northeast Portland and has agreed
to carry this project forward to conclusion as designed, and

WHEREAS, The Architectural Foundation of Oregon and Innovative Housing, Inc.
have requested that title of said property be deeded to N.E.C.D.C. to complete said project, and

WHEREAS, due to unforeseen delays, the project can no longer be completed
within the originally stipulated time frame.

THEREFORE IT IS RESOLVED by the the Board of County Commissioners that:

1. The Board consents to the assignment of Grantor's interest in the Trust Deed
dated September 3, 1991, from Architectural Foundation of Oregon, as Grantor,
to First American Title Company, as Trustee, for Multnomah County, as Beneficiary,
which Trust Deed as recorded in Book 2536 at pages 775-777, Multnomah County
Mortgage Records, to Northeast Community Development Corporation as
Assignee, and the assumption by said Assignee of all the terms and obligations
of the Trust Deed and the Promissory Note secured by the Trust Deed, and

2. The Board approves modification of the Trust Deed described above by amending
condition of default No. 1 requiring completion of construction by September 3,
1993, by extending the time for completion to September 3, 1994, and




3. The Board authorizes the Chair to sign such documents as may be necessary
to consent to the assignment and assumption of the obligations in the Trust Deed
and Promissory Note as described above and to modify the condition of default as

above described.

APPROVED this __-_2nd

&\&\“\

*&\*'53?{‘?”%

VM e
* unu.g{ﬂ:‘ Q
AT

.
AR

REVIEWED:
Laurence Kressel, County Counsel

for Mult 2? ah County, Oregon

hn L. DuBay

December , 1993.

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

by %Z&)’UZ?/ /;V‘

Beverly Stein
Mu[/ omah County Chair




MEETING DATE: DEC 02 1983

AGENDA NO: ﬁéLﬁ/

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)
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AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
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SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

The 207th Avenue Connector Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared according to
federal and state guidelines. The County Board of Commissioners, as the local decision
authority, is required to determine the Preferred 207th Avenue Alternative from among the
among the three Build Alternatives and the No Build Alternative evaluated in the EA.
Alternative 3A is the recommended preferred alternative. Alternative 3A has the least
impact on both the natural and built environments. Completion of the EA process will
qualify the 207th Avenue Connector project for federal funding. The local funding match
has been budgeted in the 1993-94 Esgnsportat1on Division capital budget.

23|a az ﬂ‘w‘*ﬂﬂ%ﬁ}%? P ﬂ%ﬁss&ﬁs STGNATURES REQUIRED:
ELECTED OFFICIAL:

{ Y DEPARTMENT MANAGER: %wg/ Pr [/{) WIN %

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES %% o

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222

EPEGO318.AGEN 6/93




mMuULTNOMAH CounNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
TRANSPORTATION DIVISION BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR OF THE BOARD
1620 S.E. 190TH AVE. DAN SALTZMAN » DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97233 GARY HANSEN « DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-5050 TANYA COLLIER « DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
SHARRON KELLEY « DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER
MEMORANDUM

T0: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Larry Nicholast ™

TODAY’S DATE: November 19, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: December 2, 1993

RE: Adoption of Resolution No. 93-  regarding the NE 207th
Avenue Connector Preferred Alternative

I. Recommendation/Action Requested:

The Board is requested to adopt Resolution No. 93-  which recommends
Alternative 3A as the 207th Avenue Connector Preferred Alternative.

II. Background/Analysis:

The proposed 207th Avenue Connector is located in Fairview and would
connect the new 207th/I-84 Interchange with the intersection of 223rd
Ave. and Glisan St. (See the attached 207th Avenue Connector
Environmental Assessment Report.) The new arterial road will convey
substantial traffic from the interstate to Gresham and will include:
four travel Tanes, bike lanes, sidewalks, and provisions for transit
service. Also included will be storm sewers and stormwater filtering
systems to capture and dissipate pollutants. Care will be taken to
protect the Fairview Creek habitat and riparian migration routes.

An environmental assessment is required for the project to qualify for
federal funding support. The 207th Avenue Environmental Assessment
identifies and evaluates potential impacts to the natural and built
environments of four project alternatives. A No Build Alternative is
considered, plus three Build Alternatives that were recommended by the
207th Citizen Advisory Committee. As the local decision authority, the
Board of Commissioners are required to determined the preferred project
alternative. While each of the build alternatives meets project
objectives, Alternative 3A has the least overall impact on the
environment.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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IV.

Report

Financial Impact:

Completion of the environmental assessment process to the satisfaction
of the Federal Highway Administration will qualify the project for
approximately $3.0 million in federal funds for project construction.
Without federal funds, the full cost of the project will be borne with
local county funds.

The 3A Alternative is the least expensive build alternative and is
estimated to cost $3.0 million. Alternative 2A is $3.8 million, and 1E
Alternative is $4.2 million. Local matching funds to construct the
project are budgeted in the County’s 1993-94 Annual Budget.

Legal Issues:

Successful completion of the environmental assessment process may result
in a Finding of No Significant Environmental Impact by the Federal
Highway Administration. Without this finding, federal funding can not
be approved.

Controversial Issues:

Any reduction in wetland area due to construction of the project must be
replaced with wetland mitigation areas, with other wetland enhancements
and preservation efforts as required by federal and state permitting
authorities.

The project area has been identified by Metro as a greenspace.

The project area is located within the Portland Regional Urban Growth
Boundary and the City of Fairview Urban Service Area so that urban
services to the site are consistent at this location. The project area
is planned and zoned for urban development by Fairview. The new 207th
Avenue Interchange at I-84 provides for greater accessibility and
development potential in Fairview and in the project area. The addition
of the 207th Avenue Connector in this area may add to the development
potential in the project area in the short term but is not inconsistent
with long-range land use and service plans.

The Friends of Fairview Creek are concerned that the creek and creek
habitat will suffer from any of the build alternatives. County
naturalists and water quality professionals are working with state
resource agencies to assure that the vitality of Fairview Creek will not
jeoparidized. This group advocates selection of Alternative 1E.
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

Report

Controversial Issues: (continued)

The City of Fairview has passed a resolution in support of Alternative
3A. The City of Wood Village has stated their opposition to Alternative
1E because NE Halsey Street, which is an important east/west arterial,
would be discontinued under the 1E alternative. Tri-Met has stated
their opposition to Alternative 1E because their Halsey St. line would
need to be rerouted. The City of Gresham supports the 2A alignment
which is the most direct travel route north and south.

Link to Current County Policies:

The project is consistent with County transportation plans and policies.
Policy 7 of the County Natural Area Protection and Management Plan
states that transportation systems should avoid or minimize impacts to
Fairview Creek. The environmental assessment process identifies
potential impacts and impact mitigations to Fairview Creek. The No
Build Alternative would have the least impact; however, either the 1E or
3A Alternatives would have relatively minor impacts to Fairview Creek
which can be mitigated through the permit process.

Citizen Participation:

The 207th Connector Citizen Advisory Committee made up of neighborhood,
city and business representatives, recommended that the three build
alternatives be considered from among eleven original alternatives
identified.

The public was invited to review and comment on the Draft 207th Avenue
Connector Environmental Assessment during a 40-day public review period.
A public hearing was held where public testimony was taken on the
information published in the environmental assessment.

Public comments and responses to public concerns will be published as
part of the environmental assessment process.

Other Government Participation:

The Cities of Fairview, Wood Village, and Gresham have been informed
throughout the process. The City of Fairview will be most affected by
the new facility and has been actively involved throughout the process.

Inherent in the environmental assessment review and revision process is
involvement by representatives of each state and federal agency having

an interest in the project. The Oregon Department of Transportation is
administering the 207th Connector environmental assessment process for

the Federal Highway Administration.
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VIII. Other Government Participation: (continued)

Metro has been involved in programming federal funds for this project.
Metro has also included the project in the Regional Transportation Plan,
regional and state Transportation Improvement Plans, and in air quality
conformity modeling.

EPCKO560.RPT
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Selecting the )
the 3A Alternative Alignment ) RESOLUTION
of the 207th Connector as the ) 93- 382
Preferred Alternative. )

WHEREAS, Multnomah County proposes to develop the 207th Avenue Connector
street, including sidewalks and bike lanes, connecting to the 207th Avenue/
I-84 Interchange at Halsey Street and extending southeasterly to 223rd Avenue
at Glisan Street, to meet community objectives identified in the 207th
Connector Design Study Report, September 1989; and

WHEREAS, Multnomah County has undertaken an environmental assessment
study of the proposed 207th Connector project which identifies potential
impacts of three Build Alternatives as recommended by the 207th Avenue
Connector Citizens Advisory Committee, and the No Build Alternative; and

WHEREAS, the 207th Avenue Connector Environmental Assessment analyzed
and evaluated potential impacts of the four alternatives studied, on the
natural and built environments in a manner that is consistent with federal |
requirements and will qualify the project for federal funding assistance; and '

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on August 31, 1993, to solicit public
comments on information published in the Draft 207th Avenue Connector
Environmental Assessment, with the public comment period established from
August 1, 1993, to September 10, 1993, as required of the environmental
assessment process; and

WHEREAS, each of the three Build Alternatives is consistent with the
Fairview Comprehensive Plan, the Regional Transportation Plan, and Multnomah
County transportation plans and meets transportation objectives identified by
the 207th Avenue Citizens Advisory Committee; and

WHEREAS, impacts from Alternative 3A to wildlife habitats and wildlife
movement corridors, and impacts to 2.38 acres of wetland can be effectively
mitigated as requ1red by permitting authorities by replacing wetland areas,
enhancing riparian habltat, and preserving wildlife habitat at creek
crossings; and
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Page 2

WHEREAS, a reasonable conclusion can be drawn from the evaluation of all
information included in the environmental assessment that Alternative 3A will
have the least overall impact of the four alternatives considered on the built
and natural environments;

NOW, THEREFORE, Alternative 3A is determined to be the 207th Avenue
Connector Preferred Alternative.

DATED this,._2nd day of _December , 1993.

T Vrpa i Ny
- @‘)‘i@w?‘fﬁ’ 753y

.'t\."%*f‘
T f BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
: FOR MULTNOMAH, COUNTY, OREGON

By B//é//lé///; Il "

':w* ."i‘ “;%’\‘*“‘f);“ﬁ:’ o ’,‘* ‘ : . . '
e everly/SY¥ein, Chair
- C". ‘\) “” 4
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& “ ~‘~~

AT
LAWRENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
for Multnpmah County, Oregon

¥stant County Co
John L. DuBay
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

TECHNICAL SERVICES

Environmental Section

FILE CODE:
TO REVIEWERS of the Environmental Assessment

207th Avenue Connector

I-84 to 223rd Avenue (Fairview)
Multnomah County
Federal Aid No. IX-9867 (-)

This Environmental Assessment is being circulated for public and agency
review. All comments should be mailed or delivered within 30 days to:

Environmental Services

Oregon Department of Transportation
1158 Chemeketa Street N.E.

Salem, OR 97310

/TN

Manager

%ﬁ%b Engelmann
; .

34-2239 (12-92)

cjs

1158 Chemeketa St. NE
Salem, OR 97310

(503) 378-8486

FAX (503) 373-0939



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
207th Avenue Connector

I-84 to 223rd Avenue (Fairview)
Multnomah
IX~-9867 (=)

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Submitted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 4332(2) (c)

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
and
Oregon Department of Transportation

ofifas Tl ik

Approval Date Thomas D. Lulay, P.E. __m~
Technical Services Managihg Hngineer

‘roooooooooooooooooooﬂ‘oooco

7[1/23 Ot A GevSone

Approval Date Fedefal Highway Administration Official

The following pérscns may be contacted for additional information:

John Gernhauser Eb Engelmann, Manager Ed Pickering

District Engineer Environmental Services Multnomah County
Federal Highway Oregon Department of Dept. of Environmental
Administration Transportation Services

530 Center Street N.E. 1158 Chemeketa Street N.E. 1620 S.E. 190th Avenue
Salem, Oregon 97301 Salem, Oregon 97310 Portland, Oregon 97223
(503) 399~-5749 (503) 378-8486 (503) 248-5050

Abstract: This Environmental Assessment considers a No Build Alternative
and three Build Alternatives for a southerly extension of N.E. 207th Avenue
from its currently approved terminus at N.E. Halsey Street to a new terminus
at the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street. Each Build
Alternative is within the City of Fairview, Multnomah County, Oregon.
Alternative 1E would be an east-west oriented roadway that would intersect
with N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street would be widened and improved
with each Build Alternative. In addition, each would affect wetlands and
cross Fairview Creek, resulting in impacts to 1.18 to 2.57 acres of
wetlands.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION

Projeét Name _207th Avenue Connector

Highway Name not applicable Funding Source _FAIX

Highway Number _not applicable 4 Cost Estimate Alt. 1E: $4.253,500

Alt. 2A: $3.823.900

: Alt. 3A: $3.012.800
County _Multnomah City _Fairview ODOT Region 1
Begin. Milepoint _not applicable -End Milepoint _not applicable Length 0.9 to 1.0 mile

DESCRIPTION

This Environmental Assessment considers a No Build Alternative and three Build Alternatives
for a southerly extension of N.E. 207th Avenue from its currently approved terminus at N.E.
Halsey Street to a new terminus at the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan
Street. Each Build Alternative is within the City of Fairview, Multnomah County, Oregon.
Alternative 1E would be an east-west oriented roadway that would intersect with N.E. 223rd
Avenue; Alternative 2A would extend southeasterly, then easterly to N.E. 223rd Avenue; and
Alternative 3A would proceed south and intersect with N.E. Glisan Street. Portions of N.E.
223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street would be widened and improved with each Build
Alternative. In addition, each would affect wetlands and cross Fairview Creek, resulting in
impacts to 1.18 to 2.57 acres of wetlands.

‘ Existing: Proposed:
Roadway Width -- 72 feet. curb to curb
Number of Traffic Lanes -~ four 12-foot lanes
Median (Yes/No:Type) - ves: 14 feet, surfaced and striped
Shoulders - 5 feet. bikeway
Right-of-Way Width - 90 feet
Average Daily Traffic Volume (and Year) -- 18.000-28.500 (vear 2015)!
Operational Speed (MPH) -- 45 MPH
Alignment (New, Combined, Existing) -- _new
Access Control (Yes/No) - yes
Structures (Bridge No.) - (not applicable)
Additional Facilities (Bikeways, : .- 5-foot shoulder bike lanes, curbs
Curbs, Sidewalks, Signals, etc.) 5-foot sidewalks, signals

' ADT range for new roadway reflects variation among the three Build Alternatives.

vii
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SECTION 1
PROJECT HISTORY, PURPOSE, AND NEED

HISTORY
Project Location

As shown in Figure 1-1, the project study area for this Environmental Assessment (EA) is
located in the City of Fairview within Multnomah County. The project area is bounded by N.E.
Halsey Street, N.E. Glisan Street, and N.E. 223rd Avenue to the north, south, and east,
respectively. To the west, the project area ends in the vicinity of the high voltage power lines
operated by Portland General Electric (PGE) and Pacific Power and Light (PP&L).

N.E. Glisan Street is the boundary between the City of Fairview to the north and the City of
Gresham to the south. N.E. 223rd Avenue is the boundary between the City of Fairview to the
west and the City of Wood Village to the east. ,

Project Background

East Multnomah County, Oregon, which includes the incorporated cities of Gresham, Troutdale,
Fairview, and Wood Village, is a rapidly growing part of the Portland metropolitan area.
Interstate 84 (I-84) (the Banfield Freeway/Columbia River Highway) acts as a major east-west
link between these east county communities and the central city. Access to and from I-84 in the
area is currently provided by three north-south arterials, including N.E. 181st Avenue in
Gresham, N.E. 238th Drive in Wood Village, and N.E. 257th Drive in Troutdale.

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) has completed environmental studies and is
preparing design plans for widening I-84 from four to six lanes and constructing a new
interchange at N.E. 207th Avenue. In cooperation with Multnomah County, ODOT has also
completed planning and environmental studies, and is currently constructing a four-lane roadway
to link the interchange with N.E. Sandy Boulevard and N.E. Halsey Street. The Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that addressed the above-described projects, entitled 181st
Avenue to Sandy River--Columbia River Highway (I-84) Final Environmental Impact Statement,
was approved by the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT), Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) in February 1992; and the corresponding Record of Decision was

- approved in May 1992. Hereinafter, for ease of reference in this document, the EIS will be

referred to as the "I-84 FEIS."

Construction of the interchange is projected to start in 1993. When the interchange and N.E.
207th Avenue south to N.E. Halsey Street are completed, motorists from Gresham and the east
county area will be provided with access to the freeway via the local street network including
N.E. 207th Avenue, N.E. Halsey Street, N.E. 223rd Avenue, and N.E. 201st Avenue.

1
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However, N.E. Halsey Street, N.E. 201st Avenue, and N.E. 223rd Avenue (from N.E. Glisan
Street north) are two-lane roadways with substandard shoulders and lane widths. To improve
the connection between N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street,
Multnomah County conducted a study to prepare and evaluate alternative design concepts for an
extension of N.E. 207th Avenue from N.E. Halsey Street south to N.E. Glisan Street. As a
result of the study, three Build Alternatives were recommended by the 207th Connector Citizens
Advisory Committee (CAC) to be evaluated in this EA. These alternatives are shown on Figure
1-1 and described in detail in the Project Alternatives section.

Existing Conditions

Within the project area, all existing roadways are two-way and two-lane, except as noted below.
The major north-south streets are N.E. 201st/202nd Avenue and N.E. 223rd Avenue. N.E.
201st/202nd Avenue is classified by Multnomah County as a Neighborhood Collector, while
N.E. 223rd Avenue is a Minor Arterial south of N.E. Halsey Street. The major east-west
streets are N.E. Glisan Street, which is a Major Arterial, and N.E. Halsey Street, which is
designated as a Minor Arterial. N.E. 223rd Avenue has three lanes from the intersection with
N.E. Glisan Street, north about 1,000 feet (past the entrance to the Multnomah Kennel Club).
N.E. Glisan Street has four lanes immediately east of its intersection with N.E. 202nd Avenue,
but quickly narrows to two lanes. East of N.E. 219th Avenue, it widens to three lanes, with
two lanes eastbound and one lane westbound.

West Arata Road is an east-west Neighborhood Collector. In addition to providing access to
adjacent homes and businesses, this road is used in conjunction with Old Barr Road by some
motorists to bypass the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street.

The following intersections have traffic signals: N.E. 202nd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street,
N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street, and N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E. Halsey Street. Old
Barr Road and W. Arata Road have stop signs at their intersections with N.E. 223rd Avenue.
The intersection of N.E. 201st Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street is a four-way stop.

N.E. 201st/202nd Avenue, N.E. 223rd Avenue, N.E. Glisan Street, and N.E. Halsey Street are
designated as bikeways in Multnomah County’s Bicycle Master Plan. Currently, N.E. 201st
Avenue has no signing or striping for a bikeway. N.E. 223rd Avenue south of N.E. Glisan
Street has bike lanes, but has no bikeways in the project area. N.E. Glisan Street and N.E.
Halsey Street have paved shoulders suitable for shoulder bikeways.

PURPOSE
As stated in Multnomah County’s 207th Connector Design Study Report, the primary purpose

of the 207th Avenue Connector is to improve north-south traffic flow in East Multnomah County
by constructing an arterial street connecting the 1-84/207th Avenue interchange to the county
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arterial street system via N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street. Nine secondary objectives

of the project are to:

m  Provide safe, convenient access for adjacent property owners;

Minimize impact to neighborhoods;

Design alignments which meet Multnomah County and American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards for arterial streets;
Enhance development potential for industrially designated land;

Minimize environmental impacts;

Provide level of service "D" or better;

Minimize impact to existing businesses;

Minimize impact to existing road system;

Minimize costs of construction, acquisition, and mitigation.

NEED

As noted above, when the interchange and N.E. 207th Avenue south to N.E. Halsey Street are
completed, motorists from Gresham and the east county area will be provided with access to the
freeway via the local street network including N.E. 207th Avenue, N.E. Halsey Street, N.E.
223rd Avenue, and N.E. 201st Avenue. However, N.E. Halsey Street, N.E. 201st Avenue, and
N.E. 223rd Avenue (from N.E. Glisan Street north) are two-lane roadways with substandard
shoulders and lane widths. Under the No Build Alternative, projected traffic volumes will
exceed the existing capacity of several key intersections, including N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E.
Halsey Street and N.E. Glisan Street; N.E. 202nd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street; and N.E. 201st
Avenue at N.E. Halsey Street. It is projected that, without a project, these intersections would
operate at level of service "F" in 2015. The project is needed to improve the connection
between N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street to a level that
provides adequate capacity and meets the applicable county, state, and AASHTO design
standards.
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SECTION 2
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

ALTERNATIVES ADVANCED FOR DETAILED STUDY

As noted in Section 1 and shown in Figure 2-1, three alternatives were recommended by the
207th Connector CAC for evaluation in the EA. These schemes, along with the No Build
Alternative, comprise all of the options to be considered. In each of the Build Alternatives, the
207th Avenue Connector is designed for 45 miles per hour, with four 12-foot lanes, a 14-foot
center left-turn lane, 5-foot bike lanes, and 5-foot sidewalks. (See typical roadway cross
sections in Appendix A.) Each Build Alternative also includes closing Old Barr Road at N.E.
223rd Avenue to improve traffic flow at the N.E. 223rd Avenue/W. Arata Road intersection.
Under the Build Alternatives, Old Barr Road would be used only for local access. Existing
signals at N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street, and N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan
Street would remain. Intersection configurations for each Build Alternative are presented in
Appendix E.

No Build Alternative

It is assumed that, with this alternative, all facilities under consideration would remain
substantially as they are today, with the exception that Multnomah County has the following
funded and committed project in the project area:

®  The intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street will be improved. Under
the No Build Alternative, the intersection would include four through lanes and a center
left-turn lane on both N.E. Halsey Street approaches. (Lane requirements for this
intersection will vary if one of the Build Alternatives is selected.) Two through lanes
and a center left-turn lane will be provided on each N.E. 223rd Avenue approach. In
addition, this will require relocation of a portion of Fairview Creek and construction of
a pond to mitigate impacts to the creek.

Alternative 1E

The major characteristic of Alternative 1E is its east-west orientation, overlapping some of the
current N.E. Halsey Street right-of-way. It would be located immediately south of existing
development along N.E. Halsey Street and Old Barr Road. N.E. Halsey Street would terminate
at its intersection with N.E. 207th Avenue and begin again at N.E. 213th Avenue. N.E. Halsey
Street would no longer be a continuous east-west through route. Through east-west traffic would
use N.E. 223rd Avenue to travel between the new 207th Avenue Connector and N.E. Halsey
Street. In addition, Sixth Street would be extended south from its intersection with N.E. Halsey
Street to the Alternative 1E alignment. N.E. 207th Avenue would continue until it intersected

4



N.E. 223rd Avenue. N.E. 223rd Avenue would then be widened to three lanes to the north to
its intersection with N.E. Halsey Street and five lanes to the south to its intersection with N.E.
Glisan Street, and the intersection of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue would be
reconstructed. The intersection of N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street and the
intersection of N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. 223rd Avenue would be signalized.

Alternative ZA

Alternative 2A would proceed in a southeasterly direction from the intersection of N.E. 207th
Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street, then extend easterly to N.E. 223rd Avenue. N.E. 223rd
Avenue would then be widened to three lanes to the north to its intersection with N.E. Halsey
Street and five lanes to the south to its intersection with N.E. Glisan Street. In comparison to
Alternative 1E, the roadway would follow a more southerly alignment, thus extending farther
into the undeveloped property to the south. This alignment allows N.E. Halsey Street to

. continue through from N.E. 207th Avenue to N.E. 213th Avenue, unlike the Alternative 1E

alignment. All new intersections would be signalized, and the intersection at N.E. 223rd
Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street would be reconstructed.

Alternative 3A

In this alternative, N.E. 207th Avenue would proceed south from its intersection with N.E.
Halsey Street, curving first southeast, then south toward a "T" intersection with N.E. Glisan
Street. N.E. Glisan Street would then be widened to five lanes eastward to its intersection with
N.E. 223rd Avenue. This alignment would avoid the ponds in the southwest corner of the
project area, and would minimize impacts to the two major parcels in the southern portion of
the project area by following the property line between them. (See Figure 8-3 in Section 8.)
All new intersections would be signalized, and the intersection at N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E.
Glisan Street would be reconstructed. North of the intersection, N.E. 223rd Avenue would not
be widened except as needed to provide lane tapers at the intersection approach.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND NOT ADVANCED

In addition to the schemes described above, eight other alternatives (1, 1A, 1B, 1C, 1D, 1G,
3, and 3B) were presented to the CAC. Figure 2-1 shows these alternatives, along with the
three that were selected. All alternatives were rated on the basis of the nine secondary
objectives chosen by the CAC. The reasons for dropping eight of the alternatives are
summarized below.
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Alternatives 1, 1B, 1C, 1D

Alternatives 1, 1B, 1C, and 1D follow the existing alignment of N.E. Halsey Street from N.E.
207th Avenue eastward past Sixth Street, differing only in the eastern part of the alignments.
Alternative 1 would follow N.E. Halsey Street all the way to N.E. 223rd Avenue, Alternatives
1B and 1C would turn southward at Old Barr Road and meet N.E. 223rd Avenue at an angle,
and Alternative 1D would follow Old Barr Road to N.E. 223rd Avenue. These alternatives were
dropped due to access issues, neighborhood and business impacts, and high right-of-way
acquisition costs. They would provide poor access for existing developed lots on the north side
of N.E. Halsey Street. These alternatives would also impact both residences and businesses in
the area of the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street, resulting in high
right-of-way acquisition costs.

Alternative 1A

Alternative 1A would follow N.E. Halsey Street, then turn southeast near Sixth Street and
continue until it meets N.E. 223rd Avenue at an angle. This alignment would greatly disrupt
arterial traffic on both N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street and would require one more
intersection than the other alternatives. Alternative 1A was dropped in favor of Alternative 1E
which would better meet the access, design standards, business impact, and roadway impact
objectives of the project.

Alternative 1G

Alternative 1G would reconstruct N.E. Halsey Street to follow the existing alignment of N.E.
Halsey Street, then turn northeast between the intersections with Sixth Street and Old Barr Road,
turning east again to meet N.E. 223rd Avenue at a right angle at the existing intersection of
N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue. Alternative 1G was dropped because of its impact
on neighborhoods and businesses near the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey
Street, leading to high right-of-way acquisition costs similar to Alternatives 1, 1B, 1C, and 1D.

Alternative 3

Iternative 3 would proceed due south from the intersection of N.E. Halsey Street and N.E.
207th Avenue until it met N.E. Glisan Street at a "T" intersection. Unlike Alternative 3A, this
alignment would not curve eastward and would affect the excavated ponds. Alternative 3 is
similar to Alternative 3A, except that its construction and acquisition costs, and its
environmental effects and mitigation requirements would be greater. For these reasons it was
not recommended for further consideration.



Alternative 3B

Alternative 3B would require a different alignment for the section of the 207th Avenue
Connector north of N.E. Halsey Street. It would proceed south from the new N.E. 207th
Avenue interchange, intersect N.E. Halsey Street at a right angle and meet N.E. Glisan Street
in a "T" intersection. Alternative 3B would be more difficult to construct to appropriate design
standards than Alternative 3A. In addition, it would have greater impact on neighborhoods north
of N.E. Halsey Street.

OTHER CONCEI’I‘S CONSIDERED AND NOT ADVANCED
Alignment Concepts

As part of the analysis of potential transportation improvements for the project area, two other
alignments for the 207th Avenue Connector were considered at a conceptual level. The
alignment concepts, labeled as 4A and 4B, were evaluated to determine if future traffic
operations could be optimized by reducing the number of turning movements for some of the
major traffic flows, as compared to the three Build Alternatives.

As shown on Figure 2-2, Concept 4A would eliminate turning movements for north-south traffic
between the I-84/207th Avenue interchange and N.E. 223rd Avenue south of N.E. Glisan Street.
At the intersection of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue, the 207th Avenue Connector
would replace N.E. 223rd Avenue on the northerly approach. North of N.E. Glisan Street,
N.E. 223rd Avenue would "T" into the 207th Avenue Connector.

Concept 4B would provide for direct connections between the 1-84/207th Avenue interchange
and N.E. Glisan Street west of N.E. 223rd Avenue, thus accommodating the major south-to-east
movement during the PM peak hour, and the west-to-north movement in the AM peak hour.
At the intersection of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue, the 207th Avenue Connector
would replace N.E. Glisan Street on the westerly approach. N.E. Glisan Street would "T" into
the 207th Avenue Connector, with N.E. Glisan Street forming the minor approach.

A similar concept (Alternative 1A) had been previously considered and dropped by the CAC,
‘because it would disrupt traffic on N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street (see previous
section). Since the analyses indicated that Concepts 4A and 4B would not represent any
improvement in traffic operations over the three Build Alternatives, they were not considered
further.

Non-Alignment Concepts

The 207th Avenue Connector project is specifically intended to improve north-south traffic flow
in East Multnomah County by constructing an arterial street connecting the 1-84/207th Avenue
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interchange to the county arterial system via N.E. 223rd Avenue at N.E. Glisan Street. Non-
alignment alternatives, such as transportation demand management or increased emphasis on
transit, were not considered in detail because they would not achieve the goal of enhancing
traffic flow through the study area. ' ‘



Jooococeececescesscnscgosces

SECTION 3
PRELIMINARY IDENTIFICATION OF AREAS
OF CRITICAL CONCERN AND CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES

Identification of areas of critical concern has progressed through a number of stages: 1) initial
scoping of issues, 2) adoption of goals and objectives that reflect the key issues and helped to
guide the development and evaluation of the alternatives, 3) preparation of the Design Study
Report, 4) recommendation of alternatives to be advanced for further study, and 5) technical
evaluation of those alternatives. No areas of controversy have been identified during this
process.

The project goals and objectives listed in Section 1 correspond to the key issues raised by the
CAC (see discussion in Section 18). In general, these issues included level of service of
roadways, impacts of property acquisition on residential areas and businesses, impacts on
neighborhoods, environmental impacts, and development potential of industrially zoned property.

Through the preparation of the technical reports (see list in Section 21) and this Draft EA for
the project, the above issues have been evaluated. The following issues remain of concern.
These issues will require careful mitigation to resolve, and close coordination with the applicable
regulatory and resource agencies.

- Growth Inducement. The proposed project would improve access and travel conditions
in the vicinity of the project, and could lead to increased growth pressures in the area.
This is not considered an area of controversy since local and regional agencies anticipate
this growth (the project area is within the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB)). However,
the rate of growth could increase as a result of the project and the approved 1-84/207th
Avenue interchange. As development projects are proposed, they will be reviewed to
ensure consistency with the local comprehensive plan and compliance with zoning
regulations, both of which provide for the orderly and efficient transition from rural to
urban land uses. ' ’

= Hydrology/Flooding. The project area lies within the Fairview Creek flood plain.
Alterations to the hydrology characteristics of the area would occur, but would not be
significant provided that the roadway and creek crossings are designed, constructed, and
maintained to prevent hydraulic restrictions in the floodway from occurring.

L Wetlands, Habitat, and Migration Corridor Impacts. Regardless of which of the
three Build Alternatives are selected, fragmentation of wetland areas, wildlife habitats,
and movement corridors would occur within the project area. These impacts will require
careful mitigation, primarily in the form of wetlands replacement and minimizing habitat
impacts at creek crossings. The time lag between mitigation actions such as wetland
creation and the resumption of wetland functions is a concern unless mitigation actions
are undertaken well in advance of impacts. In conjunction with the application for the

9
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Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) and the
Removal/Fill Permit from the Oregon Division of State Lands (DSL), final mitigation
plans will be developed in coordination with these agencies and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW).
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SECTION 4
PROBABLE PERMIT NEEDS

Prior to construction of the project evaluated in this EA, the following permits shall be secured
from the appropriate responsible agencies. '

‘....0.000.CC..O.....O‘.Q’.O

Responsible Agency Permit

®  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Dredge/Fill (Section 404) Permit

®  Oregon Division of State Lands Removal/Fill Permit

®  Oregon Department of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination

Environmental Quality System (NPDES) Permit
Indirect Source Permit
B City of Fairview Flood Plain (FP) Permit
: " Significant Environmental Concern (SEC)
Permit
Grading/Fill Permit
o
o
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SECTION 5
RIGHT-OF-WAY AND UTILITIES IMPACTS

RIGHT-OF-WAY
Impacts
No Build Alternative

The No Build Alternative would not result in any right-of-way impacts.

Build Alternatives

As summarized in Table 5-1, the three Build Alternatives evaluated would affect from 7 to 12
properties from which land, structures, or improvements would be acquired. Types of
acquisition would range from a minor road frontage acquisition, or disruption of a horse stable,
to a partial loss of business parking. Typical road sections are presented in Appendix A and
described in Section 2. A description of ODOT’s land acquisition program is presented in
Appendix B. This documentation would also be provided to all affected property owners. No
displacements are anticipated under any of the Build Alternatives.

TABLE 5-1

SUMMARY OF RIGHT-OF-WAY IMPACTS AND COSTS

Alternatives

1E 2A 3A
Number of Parcels : 14 8 8
Number of Properties' 12 7 7
Acres 8.6 9.7 7.5
Residential Relocations None None None
Business Relocations None "~ None ~None
Other Relocations : None None None
Estimated Cost® $553,000 : $524,000 $413,000

! Certain parcels are under the same property ownership.
Exclusive of legal costs if acquisition(s) requires the use of condemnation.

12



The right-of-way impacts estimated for each of the Build Alternatives can be described as
"partial acquisitions." These partial acquisitions are not considered to be significant because
they affect vacant property or small areas of landscaping, parking, or fencing. Only one
structure, a horse stall, is affected by Alternative 1E.

Figures 5-1 through 5-3 illustrate the estimated area of effect on properties for each of the Build
Alternatives. The index numbers on the figures correspond to the following list of properties
(unaffected properties are not shown on the figures). Estimated effects on these properties are
summarized below.

Alternative 1E

Index No. 1 Fencing, a metal gate, and a portion of a covered horse stall would need to be
acquired for the proposed right-of-way.

Index No. 3 Due to its remaining size and shape, this undeveloped property would have
— diminished development potential.

Index No. 5 Parts of the landscaping on this property, currently used as a mobile home park,
would need to be removed.

Index No. 6 All landscaping, trees, a sign, and fencing would need to be removed on this
property, currently used for a mini storage business and office.

Index No. 9 Parking area on this property, currently used for a convenience store, would need
to be removed. Although the loss of parking would make this a non-conforming
use, some parking would remain. It may be possible to reconfigure or restripe
the parking lot to compensate for the loss of existing parking.

Index Nos. Right-of-way acquisition would affect only small areas of landscaping, parking,
4,7, 8, 10, or unimproved land.

11, 12

Index Nos. These properties would not be affected by Alternative 1E.

2,13, 14 :

Alternative 2A

Index No. 5 Right-of-way impacts to this property would be the same as those described for
Alternative 1E.

13
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Index Nos.  Right-of-way acquisition would affect only small areas of landscaping, parking,

3,4,7,11, or unimproved land. Although a larger area is affected for the No. 3 property

12, 15 with Alternative 2A than with Alternative 1E, there would be no damage to the
additional area.

Index Nos.  These properties would not be affected by Alternative 2A.

1,2,6,8,9, , ,

10, 13, 14

Alternative 3A

Index No. 11 Fencing and a minimal amount of landscaping would be affected on this property,
which is the location of the Multnomah Kennel Club. The large sign located on
N.E. 223rd Avenue would need to be relocated.

Index No. 13 Landscaping and lawn on this property, which is the site of the Clear Creek
Business Park, would need to be removed.

Index No. 14 Parts of the cyclone fencing on this property would be affected.

Index Nos.  Right-of-way acquisition would affect small areas of landscaping, fencing, or
2,3,7,12 unimproved land.

Index Nos.  These properties would not be affected by Alternative 3A.

1,4,5,6,

8,9,10,15

Mitigation Measures

Owners of affected properties will be paid fair market value for land acquired and for any
damages to remaining property. For Alternative 1E, fencing, a metal gate, and a portion of the
covered horse stall will need to be acquired for the proposed right-of-way.

UTILITIES

Existing Conditions

The following utilities and corresponding service providers are currently operating in or adjacent
to the project area: :

14




®  Electric Power Portland General Electric Co. (PGE)
Pacific Power & Light Co. (PP&L)

®  Telephone General Telephone Co. of the Northwest (GTE)
®  Cable Television  Paragon Cable TV
®  Natural Gas Northwest Natural Gas Co. (NW Natﬁral Gas)
®  Domestic Water Rockwood Water District

City of Fairview

City of Gresham

®  Sanitary Sewer City of Gresham
City of Fairview

®  Storm Sewer Multnomah County

- All existing utilities in the project area that are potentially impacted by the Build Alternatives

lie within the existing roadway corridors of N.E. Halsey Street, N.E. 223rd Avenue, and N.E.

Glisan Street, except for high voltage overhead transmission lines. The overhead transmission

lines, which are operated by PGE and PP&L, pass through the northwest portion of the project
area and cross N.E. Halsey Street just east of the proposed intersection with N.E. 207th Avenue.
Beyond these roadway and overhead transmission line corridors, all three Build Alternatives
would pass through undeveloped parcels of land that contain no known utilities.

Impacts
No Build Alternative
This report assumes that the No Build Alternative would not impact any of the existing utilities

within the project area, except for those utilities that will be impacted by the funded and
committed project discussed in Section 2. It is possible that these utilities may be abandoned,

upgraded, or replaced as part of normal maintenance activities or to accommodate future urban.

development and road improvements. However, it is assumed for the purposes of this study that
all existing utilities will adequately serve their current and near term purposes until at least the
year 2015. '

Build Alternatives

There are no major environmental issues associated with the potential impacts on utilities. Local

jurisdictions have not identified any planned, major utility improvements that would affect or
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be affected by this project. Impacts are described in terms of the need to relocate existing
utilities and the cost of their relocation. Most of the expected impacts to existing utilities occur
within the portion of the Build Alternatives that would widen N.E. 223rd Avenue or N.E. Glisan
Street. Otherwise, the Build Alternatives pass through what is largely undeveloped property
where no utility impacts are likely.

Where the alternative requires excavation of an existing roadway, any underground utility within
45 inches of the existing road grade surface is potentially vulnerable to damage. Based on
existing information about the utilities present, natural gas, electricity, telephone, domestic
water, and storm sewer lines would need to be relocated with each of the Build Alternatives.

All three of the Build Alternatives would avoid the existing high voltage electrical transmission
towers. It was assumed that the proposed roadway alternatives could be designed to provide
sufficient clearance beneath the existing transmission lines. However, most other existing
overhead utilities would need to be relocated wherever the Build Alternatives widen N.E. Halsey
Street, N.E. 223rd Avenue, or N.E. Glisan Street. This is because existing utility poles
generally lie within the construction limits of the proposed roadways.

Relocation of both overhead and underground utilities may also require removal of existing
vegetation within the roadway corridors for each proposed alternative. This could include
removal of existing trees to provide required clearance for any relocated overhead facilities.

Costs for the possible relocation or replacement of existing utilities are assumed to be the
responsibility of the utility provider. In those cases where the utility is located within the
County right-of-way, the individual utility provider would be solely responsible for any
relocation or replacement costs resulting from project construction. In cases where the utility-
is outside of the County right-of-way, financial responsibility would depend upon the existing
utility permit language and any other existing agreements between the applicable government
agency and the utility provider.

Alternative IE

The estimated total cost for utilities relocation for this alternative is $424,400.
Alternative 2A

This alternative would require less relocation of utilities than Alternatives 1E and -3A. The
estimated total cost for utilities relocation for this alternative is $346,350.

16




Alternative 3A

This alternative requires the greatest amount of utilities relocation. The estimated total cost for
utilities relocation for this alternative is $645,050.

Indirect Impacts

No indirect impacts to utilities are expected as a result of the Build Alternatives.

Mitigation Measures

Where necessary, utility lines will be re-established in right-of-way or easements negotiated for
that purpose.
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SECTION 6
IMPACTS ON BUSINESSES AND RESIDENTIAL AREAS

BUSINESSES
Existing Conditions
Employment and Economic Characteristics

The majority of Fairview’s labor force work outside of Fairview, although there are several
large employers in the general area. The largest employers include Portland Hospital Services
(a laundry for hospitals), Townsend Farms (a berry farm), Hyster Company (prototype testing
facility), and the Reynolds School District.

According to a 1987 report by Economic Development Services, Fairview and the surrounding
area have been identified as a future growth area for retail trade, self-employment, and service
industries, with retail trade continuing to provide the largest number of jobs. Agricultural jobs
will continue to decline.

The majority of businesses in the project area provide services to meet the needs of Fairview
and Wood Village residents. The Thriftway grocery store, a larger commercial establishment

~ in the vicinity of the project area, also serves a local market. The Multnomah Kennel Club (in

Wood Village) and Clear Creek Business Park (in Gresham) are also larger employers, but are
oriented to markets of a regional scale.

According to the Economic Development Services report, the area immediately surrounding the
intersection of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue has been identified as an emerging
high technology industrial area, and the Clear Creek Business Park provides the anchor for this
new development. There are currently eight acres of land available for development within the
Clear Creek Business Park. Fujitsu Microelectronics may also have plans to develop their
property located south of N.E. Glisan Street and west of the planned Gresham Middle School
site (located at the southwest corner of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 219th Avenue). Further
development of this area for a microelectronics industry would be consistent with the concept
of a high technology industrial area at this location.

Impacts
No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, traffic conditions would worsen at two intersections that provide

access to existing and future local businesses: N.E. Halsey Street at N.E. 223rd Avenue, and
N.E. Glisan Street at N.E. 223rd Avenue. Projected traffic volumes would exceed capacity at
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these intersections. Traffic safety conflicts would also be expected to increase. This could have
an adverse effect on local businesses, as some patrons would choose alternative routes to avoid
congestion and delays, or avoid stopping at local businesses because of congestion and access
problems.

The No Build Alternative would not result in any right-of-way acquisition. Therefore, it would
not result in any direct effect on property tax revenues.
Build Alternatives

Long-Term Economic Effects. Although each Build Alternative has unique features and
related impacts, there are a number of similarities among them. Impacts common to each of the
alternatives are presented first, followed by a discussion of any unique impacts associated with
each of the Build Alternatives.

®  No businesses would be displaced due to right-of-way acquisition.

®  Existing businesses, especially highway-related businesses, would be expected to benefit
from improved access, visibility, and safety.

Construction Impacts to Economy. The estimated cost of construction for the three

Build Alternatives ranges from $2.6 to $3.7 million. The actual number of jobs created in the
Fairview area will vary depending on how much of the goods and services used for construction
are purchased locally. Since Fairview has limited commercial and industrial facilities,
construction-related purchases would probably occur throughout the Portland-Vancouver
metropolitan area. Furthermore, construction-related jobs will provide short-term employment
opportunities, lasting for the duration of construction activities.

Benefits to the local community would include purchases made by construction workers for food
and gasoline. The businesses at the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street
would be expected to benefit indirectly from construction activities in Fairview. However, some
businesses may be adversely impacted during construction. (See Section 15.)

Alternative 1E

Right-of-way acquisition for Alternative 1E would affect several improved commercial properties
with frontage on the east side of N.E. 223rd Avenue. However, as noted above, the right-of-
way acquisition would not result in displacements of these businesses. Effects would include
loss of parts of the landscaping, signage, fencing, and parking for five businesses (Royal Mini
Storage, Fairview East, Minit Mart, Village Flower Shop, and Circle S Landscape Supplies).
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Properties that would lose some off-street parking due to widening along N.E. 223rd Avenue
are in a City of Fairview General Commercial (C-2) district. Using the parking requirements
for Commercial/General Office (Section 4.134(F)(13) of the City of Fairview Zoning Code),
Minit Mart would not meet the zoning code requirements with the removal of three spaces. It
may be possible to reconfigure or restripe the parking lot to compensate for the loss of existing
parking spaces.

Undeveloped, commercially-zoned property east of the N.E. Sixth Street extension and west of
N.E. 223rd Avenue would benefit from increased visibility at the new intersection and potential
access from the new road. Right-of-way acquisition would reduce the length of this property’s
N.E. 223rd Avenue frontage.

Although some traffic would bypass the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey
Street, traffic volumes are still projected to increase over No Build conditions. Therefore, an
adverse effect to highway-related businesses is not expected.

Collectively, the area to be acquired currently contributes approximately $9,600 in property tax

revenues. .

Alternative 2A

Alternative 2A would have less of an effect on commercial properties than Alternative 1E since
it would not require acquisition of commercial properties north of W. Arata Road, nor affect
their limited parking areas. Although Alternative 2A also provides an east-west alignment,
visibility and access would not be increased for undeveloped commercial properties south of the
mobile home park on Old Barr Road and N.E. 223rd Avenue, unlike Alternative 1E.

Alternative 2A would create a new intersection with N.E. 223rd Avenue, thereby providing
more direct access between 1-84 and the Multnomah Kennel Club. Therefore, this alternative
would provide a benefit to this business by improving access and visibility.

Collectively, the area to be acquired currently contributes approximately $9,800 in property tax
revenues.

Alternative 3A

With Alternative 3A, right-of-way acquisition from improved commercial properties would be
more limited than with the other Build Alternatives. Only the Multnomah Kennel Club and

Clear Creek Business Park properties would be affected.

Travelers to and from the new 1-84 freeway interchange would bypass the commercial center
at the N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue intersection. Traffic volumes on N.E. Halsey
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Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue would be less with Alternative 3A than with No Build
Alternative. Therefore, there may be some adverse effect on this center. This effect is not
anticipated to be significant since most of these businesses serve the local community (i.e., the
majority of them are not highway-related). '

Of the three Build Alternatives, Alternative 3A would provide the most direct access and
visibility to the emerging high technology industrial area at N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd
Avenue. -

Collectively, the area to be acquired currently contributes approximately $7,600 in property tax
revenues.

Indirect Impacts

As noted above, employment opportunities in the retail trade and service industries are expected
to grow in Fairview and other parts of East Multnomah County. The No Build Alternative
(which includes the construction of the I-84/207th Avenue interchange and of N.E. 207th
Avenue north of N.E. Halsey Street) will provide improved access to the regional and local
roadway system. This could indirectly accelerate the rate of employment (and population)
growth expected to occur in East Multnomah County depending on economic trends, available
services, and other factors.

Any of the Build Alternatives would also be expected to accelerate the rate of urban growth in
and around the project area. In addition, even though the project area is already designated for
future development with industrial, commercial, and residential uses, each Build Alternative
could influence where business or service commercial establishments are placed (i.e., more
concentrated along the alternative’s route, or at intersections where levels of service are
improved by the project).

During construction, local businesses would benefit indirectly from the project through goods
and services purchased by construction workers.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation other than those measures identified for right-of-way impacts are required.
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RESIDENTIAL AREAS
Existing Conditions
Population and Housing Characteristics

The 1990 Census estimated the City of Fairview’s population to be 2,391, or 0.4 percent of the
Multnomah County’s population of 583,887. According to the Economic Development Services
report, a large portion of the future growth in the County is expected to occur in East
Multnomah County through 2005.

The City of Fairview planning area had a 1.3 percent annual growth rate in population between
1980 and 1987 (including annexations). From 1980 to 1985, Multnomah County had a slightly
higher annual growth rate of 1.7 percent. '

According to Fairview’s Final Local Review Order, all buildable residential lands are planned
for low or medium density development. The City has designated 271 acres of buildable vacant
and agricultural land for low density residential and 222 acres have been designated medium
density residential. Rezoning of the residential areas close to the new N.E. 207th Avenue
interchange from low density to medium density residential is anticipated.

Residential Areas

Low and medium density residential uses are adjacent to portions of N.E. Halsey Street and
N.E. 223rd Avenue. The medium density uses in this area include two mobile home parks.
Residential developments in the vicinity of the project area comprise cohesive, well-defined
neighborhoods. The commercial zone at the intersection of N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. 223rd
Avenue includes several non-conforming residential uses (i.e., they are not consistent with the

current zoning ordinance).

Impacts
No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative there would be no acquisition of right-of-way, and existing
residences and businesses would be expected to continue at their current locations. Existing

- residential neighborhoods and commercial areas would also be expected to remain as cohesive

units. There are no other known projects that would divide or alter the character of existing
developments. Traffic volumes and traffic-related noise along the edges of the existing
neighborhoods would increase with or without a Build Alternative.
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Build Alternatives

Each Build Alternative requires the acquisition of small amounts of right-of-way from residential
properties. There would be no residential displacements due to right-of-way acquisition, nor
would the character of established residential areas change. The Build Alternatives would not
divide or isolate existing neighborhoods. Traffic flow patterns would be altered, as would
traffic-related noise levels. (See Sections 12 and 14 regarding traffic and noise impacts.) .

Alternative 1E

Two residential properties would be affected but not displaced by right-of-way acquisition. A
portion of a covered horse stall (associated with a residence) west of the extension of N.E. 207th
Avenue and on the south side of N.E. Halsey Street would need to be acquired for the new
right-of-way. The residence on this property would not be affected by right-of-way acquisition,
since the effect would be a minor widening of an existing road.

The front yard of the Poplar Mobile Manor on N.E. 223rd Avenue includes a lawn, fence,
hedge, and large deciduous and evergreen trees which currently buffer residents from traffic on
N.E. 223rd Avenue. The lawn'and a majority of the deciduous trees would be removed and
acquired for right-of-way. The removal of these buffers could result in adverse effects to
residents in units adjacent to N.E. 223rd Avenue. Adverse effects would include exposure to
increased traffic-related noise, closer proximity to traffic, and reduced privacy. -

As N.E. Halsey Street would no longer function as a through street between N.E. 207th Avenue
and N.E. 223rd Avenue, traffic volumes on N.E. Halsey Street east of N.E. 207th Avenue
would be reduced, with the majority of traffic shifting to the new east-west roadway. The
section of N.E. Halsey Street east of N.E. Sixth Street would function as a residential collector.
Therefore, reduced traffic volumes and noise levels would provide a benefit for residents on

. ;_,“;;‘-*N.E. Halsey Street, and the residential character of the area north of N.E. Halsey Street would
- be preserved and strengthened.

Alternative 2A
Similar to Alternative 1E, right-of-way widening on N.E. 223rd Avenue would remove

landscaping in the front yard of the Poplar Mobile Manor, whxch could have an adverse effect
on residents closest to N.E. 223rd Avenue.

Alternative 3A

There would be no right-of-way acquisition from improved residential properties and no direct
effects to the residential neighborhood north of N.E. Halsey Street with Alternative 3A.
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Immediately north of N.E. Glisan Street, Alternative 3A would create a buffer between
residentially-zoned areas to the west and industrially-zoned areas to the east.

Indirect Impacts

As noted earlier, population (and employment) are projected to increase in Fairview and East
Multnomah County. Although this growth is projected, improved access and decreased travel
times associated with the Build Alternatives may enable development within the project area and
in its vicinity to occur more rapidly than with the No Build Alternative. It is also noted that the
1-84/207th Avenue interchange project, which will occur under either the No Build or any of the
Build Alternatives, could contribute to a faster rate of growth in East Multnomah County since

it would provide access to a regional transportation facility.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.
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SECTION 7
LAND USE, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, AND ZONING;
CONSISTENCY WITH LOCAL AND REGIONAL PLANS,
| STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS,
AND FARMLAND PROTECTION POLICY ACT

LAND USE, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, AND ZONING
Existing Conditions |
General Setting

The project area lies entirely within the City of Fairview city limits and the Portland
metropolitan area UGB. The cities of Gresham and Wood Village abut the project area on the
southern and eastern borders, respectively (see Figure 1-1). The project area is relatively flat,
with mostly undeveloped forest land and agriculture uses. It includes the largest undeveloped
area in Fairview. A portion of Fairview Creek and associated wetlands and flood plain are also
located within the project area.

The original subdivision plat for Fairview (the town center) is north of the project area and is
characterized by single-family residences in a grid pattern street system. Fairview’s City Hall,
Police Department, Post Office, and Elementary School are located in the town center.

Existing Land Uses, Comprehensive Plan, and Zoning Designations

As shown in Figure 7-1, the primary land use categories present within the project area include:
undeveloped, commercial, residential, and agricultural. These land uses are described below,
along with the applicable Comprehensive Plan and zoning designations. (See Figures 7-2 and
7-3.) o

Undeveloped. Much of the project area is unimproved forest and agricultural land
characterized by deciduous trees, open fields, wetlands, and riparian vegetation associated with
Fairview Creek. A large portion of this undeveloped land (approximately 136 acres) is within
an industrial district between N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. Glisan Street, west of N.E. 223rd
Avenue. This area is designated General Industrial on the Fairview Comprehensive Plan and
zoned General Manufacturing (M-2). The balance of the undeveloped area is planned for Low
Density and Medium Density Residential uses on Fairview’s Comprehensive Plan. These areas
correspond to Single-Family Residential (R-10) and Apartment Residential (A-2) zoning,
respectively. .

25



Commercial. A local commercial district is located at the intersection of N.E. Halsey
Street and N.E. Old Barr Road with N.E. 223rd Avenue. These uses are designated
Commercial on the Comprehensive Plan and zoned General Commercial (C-2). Commercial
uses west of N.E. 223rd Avenue include: the Kritter Hut (pet grooming), Fairview Laundromat,
Foreign Auto Repair, and a BP Gas Station. One commercial building is currently vacant.

Other commercial uses at or near this intersection include Circle S Landscape Supplies (a retail -

nursery), Minit Mart (a convenience market), Village Flower Shop, Fairview East (which
includes a variety of professional services), and Royal Mini Storage. A Thriftway supermarket
is located east of this intersection on N.E. Halsey Street and is the largest commercial business
in this area. The Country Inn Restaurant is located on N.E. 223rd Avenue north of the
intersection. These are locally-oriented businesses which primarily serve the needs of Fairview
and Wood Village residents. This commercial district includes several non-conforming
residential land uses. '

The Clear Creek Business Park is located on a 12-acre site near the southwest corner of N.E.
Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue, within the Gresham city limits. 'The site is designated
Business Park (BP) on the Gresham Comprehensive Plan and Zoning map. Current use of Clear
Creek is approximately 25 percent office use and 75 percent light industrial, warehouse, and
wholesale operations on a four-acre parcel. Approximately eight acres are available for
development. West of the Clear Creek Business Park, on the southwest corner of N.E. 219th
Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street, a 20-acre parcel (also zoned BP) is the site of a new middle
school for the Gresham School District, which is currently under construction and scheduled to
be completed by Fall 1993.

The Multnomah Kennel Club Race Track, a greyhound racing track with a grandstand and
clubhouse, is located on the northeast corner of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street
within the City of Wood Village. The Wood Village zoning map designates this property as
Light Manufacturing (M-3) with a Community Service (CS) overlay. Peak weekday attendance
at the Multnorhah Kennel Club is approximately 5,000 persons, and peak weekend attendance
increases to approximately 7,000 persons. The primary entrance to the Multnomah Kennel Club
is on N.E. 223rd Avenue. A secondary entrance is located on N.E. Glisan Street. The
Multnomah Kennel Club has also added a nine-hole golf course and driving range to this site.
A flea market is held in the parking lot every weekend.

Residential. Residential uses are located primarily north of N.E. Halsey Street. This
area is designated as Low Density Residential on the City of Fairview Comprehensive Plan and
zoned Single Family Residential (R-10). There is also a Medium Density Residential area,
zoned A-2, within the Fairview town center. Other areas of residential uses are located south
of N.E. Halsey Street west of the proposed N.E. 207th Avenue extension (this area is designated
as Medium Density Residential and zoned A-2), and at the corner of N.E. Halsey Street/Old
Barr Road and N.E. 223rd Avenue. Residential uses in this latter location are considered to be
non-conforming since the area is zoned as General Commercial (C-2).
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The Poplar Mobile Manor, a mobile home park, is located within the City of Wood Village on
the east side of N.E. 223rd Avenue. This site is designated Residential on the Wood Village
Comprehensive Plan and zoned Apartment Residential (A-2).

Agricultural. Much of the area south of N.E. Halsey Street, west of N.E. 223rd
Avenue, and north of N.E. Glisan Street is currently in agricultural use (seasonal row crops).
A storage building used for farm implements is located west of N.E. 223rd Avenue and was
probably associated with a residence formerly on the site. A small farm stand is located at the
northwestern corner of the intersection at N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue. This area
is inside the UGB and designated General Industrial on the Comprehensive Plan and zoned for
General Manufacturing (M-2). Agricultural uses are not permitted in the M-2 zone according
to the Fairview Zoning Ordinance. Therefore, the current agricultural use of this area is not
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance and is not protected as a Goal
3 (Agricultural Lands) resource.

Impacts
No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, existing land uses would not be impacted. Future development
in the project area is presumed to be consistent with existing Comprehensive Plan and zoning
designations. The rate of development in the project area and vicinity would be expected to be
slower with the No Build Alternative than with any of the Build Alternatives. However, the I-
84/207th Avenue interchange will facilitate regional growth in East Multnomah County with or
without the Build Alternatives. Projected population and employment growth is addressed in
Section 6.

Build Alternatives

As shown on Figure 7-1, all three Build Alternatives would traverse the undeveloped area
designated for future industrial development. In addition, Alternatives 1E and 2A would
traverse the agricultural area designated for future industrial use, and Alternative 3A would
border undeveloped land designated for future residential development.

Right-of-way acquisition would affect properties designated for residential, commercial, and
industrial uses, but would not alter the uses of, or access to, these properties (see right-of-way
discussion in Section 5). Traffic circulation effects of this project on land uses are discussed in
Section 12. Overall, impacts to existing businesses and residential areas are considered minor.
Table 7-1 presents a summary of the impacts on planned land uses (based on zoning) for each
of the Build Alternatives.
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TABLE 7-1

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS ON PLANNED LAND USES (ZONING) 1

ALTERNATIVE 1E

Acres
Zoning Developed Undeveloped Total
Residential ' 0.22 0.00 0.22
Commercial & Business Park 0.54 1.11 1.65
Manufacturing 2 0.20 6.56 6.76
TOTAL 0.96 7.67 8.63
ALTERNATIVE 2A
Acres
Zoning Developed Undeveloped Total
Residential 0.20 0.00 0.20
Commercial & Business Park 0.29 1.11 1.40
Manufacturing 2 0.20 7.85 8.05
TOTAL 0.69 8.96 9.65
ALTERNATIVE 3A
Acres
Zoning Developed Undeveloped Total
Residential 0.00 0.78 ’ 0.78
Commercial & Business Park 0.46 0.12 0.58
Manufacturing/Industrial 2 0.38 , 5.80 6.18
‘TOTAL 0.84 6.70 7.54

1 This table addresses Build Alternatives only; there would be no right-of-way acquisition with the
No Build Alternative.

2 Includes Multnomah Kennel Club property, which is zoned for Light Manufacturing with a Community
Service overlay.

FINAL DRAFT
28 June 1993
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According to Fairview’s Final Local Review Order, the updated inventory of developable lands
excludes 33 acres for the proposed I-84 interchange and the 207th Avenue Connector.
Therefore, the City’s inventory of developable lands would not be affected by right-of-way
acquisition associated with the three Build Alternatives.

All three Build Alternatives would affect natural resources (Fairview Creek, riparian vegetation,
deciduous trees, and wetlands). The level of this impact is addressed in Section 8. As noted
above, the project area is designated for industrial and residential uses in Fairview’s
Comprehensive Plan, and is included in Fairview’s future service area plans.

Construction impacts on the various land uses would be similar for each of the Build
Alternatives. These impacts are discussed in Section 15.

Alternative 1E

Alternative 1E would create a 12-acre remnant parcel (from the existing 136-acre parcel) on the
north side of the new right-of-way. Fairview’s Zoning Ordinance requires a 50-foot setback for
uses in the M-2 district that abut a residential zone. This parcel would abut a residential zone
on the north side, thereby reducing the buildable area to approximately 10 acres.

A second industrial remnant parcel (approximately 1.5 acres) would be created on the east side
of the N.E. Sixth Street extension. The balance of the area east of the N.E. Sixth Street
extension and north of the 207th Avenue Connector is zoned for General Commercial use.
Therefore, there is potential for this area to be rezoned for commercial use consistent with
adjoining uses.

Near its intersection with N.E. 223rd Avenue, Alternative 1E would cross the General
Commercial district, forming a 3.9-acre commercial area north of the new roadway and a 0.9-
acre remnant commercial area south of the roadway. .

Of all of the Build Alternatives, Alternative 1E is most consistent with the City’s vision to see
the project area develop as a unit. Although Alternative 1E creates two small remnant parcels,
it also leaves the majority of the site available for a comprehensive development plan. It does
not, however, provide internal access to the majority of the project area.

Altematlve 1E could displace approximately two acres of agricultural use at the northern

perimeter of the agricultural area (depending on the status of the farm operation at the time of
acquisition).
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Alternative 2A

Unlike Alternatives 1E and 3A, which would essentially provide peripheral access to the project
area, Alternative 2A would divide the industrially zoned property south of N.E. Halsey Street
and provide a centrally located arterial that could provide access to the industrial development
planned for the area. It would not create remnant parcels.

. Like Alternative 1E, Alternative 2A could displace approximately two acres of agricultural uses
(depending on the status of the farm operation at the time of acquisition). Assuming the farm
is still in operation, it would be divided by the new road.

Alternative 34

Similar to Alternative 1E, Alternative 3A would create a 12-acre remnant parcel (assuming no
development is permitted in the PP&L utility easement and a 50-foot setback from a residential
zone). This parcel would also have a triangular configuration, but would have a greater lot
depth than the remnant created by Alternative 1E. An arterial in this location could provide
access to both the industrial and residential developments planned for the project area.

Indirect Impacts

Indirect land use impacts are caused by the project. These impacts would occur later in time
and/or be farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. ODOT’s I-84 FEIS
addressed secondary and cumulative impacts for the larger project area (see Section 16).

Induced growth includes new development associated with improved access and travel conditions
provided by the 1-84/207th Avenue interchange (to occur with or without the project) and any
of the Build Alternatives. Although the amount of growth is not expected to change because of
these projects, the rate could be more accelerated with them than without them.

In addition, altering the visibility of properties and the access patterns in the project area and
vicinity could result in pressures to rezone certain areas from residential or industrial to
commercial. The City of Fairview’s Final Local Review Order identified a relatively large
. inventory of vacant lands designated for residential and industrial uses (approximately 500 acres
of each) and a small amount of vacant land designated for commercial use (26 acres). In
general, pressures for commercial development under existing zoning or commercial rezoning
could be expected at any newly created intersections on N.E. Halsey Street, N.E. 223rd Avenue,
or N.E. Glisan Street.

For Alternatives 2A and 3A, no access points have been identified along the new alignment.

Alternative 1A identifies only one intersection at Sixth Street. However, as development occurs,
some access points will be created. Therefore, all of the Build Alternatives would provide some
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degree of internal access within the large, undeveloped parcel south of N.E. Halsey Street, west
of N.E. 223rd Avenue, and north of N.E. Glisan Street and, thus, would make this parcel more
attractive for future industrial development for each Build Alternative.

Although no development is planned for the project area at this time, Fairview may require a
comprehensive development plan for the larger undeveloped parcels in the project area to
maximize development potential and ensure the orderly provision of services. Extensions of the
city’s water and sewer systems would be needed to serve future development in the project area.
The area between N.E. Halsey and N.E. Glisan Streets is not currently served by water or
sewer, but is included in Fairview’s future service area plans. Therefore, until services are
extended, new development within the project area would likely occur along the periphery of
these properties (i.e., along N.E. Halsey Street, N.E. Glisan Street, and N.E. 223rd Avenue)
where access is readily available, and would displace agricultural and undeveloped land in these
locations.

New commercial development or redevelopment at N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street
could be expected with all of the alternatives (Build and No Build), although greater pressure
would be expected with the No Build Alternative and Alternative 1E. Since this area is part of
a larger commercial district, strip commercial development would not be expected, although
properties adjacent to the arterial system may develop first. Additional commercial development
could be expected south of N.E. Old Barr Road and west of N.E. 223rd Avenue with Alternative
1E because of increased access and visibility for this area. New commercial development could
encourage the removal of existing non-conforming residential uses in this area. All of the
alternatives could add pressure to develop commercial uses at the corner of N.E. 223rd Avenue
and N.E. Glisan Street.

The City of Fairview’s Final Local Review Order has forecast increased development pressures -

along N.E. Halsey and N.E. Glisan Streets and along Sandy Boulevard including higher densities
of residential, commercial, and industrial development. Industrial uses are anticipated to develop
to the north along N.E. 223rd Avenue. Improved access and connections with I-84 would likely
accelerate development rates with all of the alternatives, including the No Build Alternative.

With Alternative 2A there could be pressure to rezone a relatively small portion of the existing

- industrial area along N.E. 223rd Avenue to a commercial zone in order to provide highway-

related uses at this intersection.

Improved regional and East Multnomah County access and connections to I-84 with all of the
alternatives (Build and No Build) could also create additional residential and commercial growth
pressures in Gresham and Wood Village. Development of the vacant eight-acre parcel at Clear
Creek Business Park could be expected with improved access to 1-84 (the No Build Alternative),
and any of the Build Alternatives. The rate of growth would depend on the amount of
developable land, existing vacancy rates, and regional economic trends.
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Mitigation Measures

Measures to reduce impacts associated with right-of-way acquisition, traffic noise, and

construction activities are addressed in the relevant sections of this document.

CONSISTENCY WITH LOCAL AND REGIONAL PLANS

Oregon’s Statewide Planning Goals are implemented through local comprehensive plans and
related ordinances. The Land Conservation and Development Commission (LCDC) reviews the
local plans to ensure consistency with the goals. When LCDC accepts the plans as consistent
with the goals, the plan is "acknowledged." The Fairview Comprehensive Plan was
acknowledged on July 10, 1980. Fairview is nearly finished with the mandatory update of the
Comprehensive Plan, called the "periodic review" process. The 207th Avenue Connector is
addressed in Fairview’s Final Local Review Order (adopted by the City on July 18, 1990).

In 1979, the Fairview Comprehensive Plan included the following statement:

"The entire [planning] area is experiencing serious traffic problems due to the
lack of adequate north-south arterials with access to Interstate 80 [sic] and
conflicts between local and intra-state traffic movement patterns. "

In 1990, the Final Local Review Order restated policy 6 of the Comprehensive Plan to
demonstrate coordination with ODOT for proposed highway improvements:

"Fairview will continuously participate in transportation and circulation systems
planning for the East Multnomah County area, and seek to maintain a
transportation and circulation system funcnonal for both local and area-wide
transportanon requirements. "

Additionally, the Final Local Review Order specifically excludes 33 acres frofn its inventory of
developable lands for the proposed I-84 interchange and north-south collector. Therefore,
Fairview’s comprehensive planning process incorporates this project.

The project is identified in the Multnomah County Five-Year 1990-1994 Transportation Capital
Improvement -Program, and the Multnomah County Master Transportation Plan, Phase 1.
Planning for the regional transportation system in East Multnomah County is conducted by
Multnomah County in cooperation with the East Multnomah County Transportation Committee
(EMCTC), which consists of representatives of Multnomah County and the cities of Fairview,
Gresham, Troutdale, and Wood Village. Through its participation in the EMCTC, Fairview has
acknowledged the County Five-Year Capital Improvement Program and the Master
Transportation Plan, and thus the 207th Avenue Connector project.
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The City of Fairview does not have a transportation master plan or element as part of its
Comprehensive Plan since all of its streets are within the jurisdiction of the County or State of
Oregon. Fairview’s City Council will, however, participate in the alignment selection process
by recommending a preferred alternative.

The Metropolitan Service District’s (Metro) Regional Transportation Plan (RTP; 1992 revision
of the 1988 update) recommends, in addition to other I-84 improvements, construction of ". .
. a new interchange in the vicinity of 207th," in order to improve connectivity and access in East
Multnomah County. Further, the RTP recommends ". . . constructing all or part of a new N.E.
207th Avenue arterial between Sandy Boulevard and Glisan" as a 10-year priority project.

The No Build Alternative would not be consistent with the City or County Comprehensive Plan.
Under the alternative, projected traffic volumes would exceed the existing capacity of several
key intersections in the project area. The No Build Alternative would not meet applicable
county, state, and AASHTO design standards and would not contribute to better circulation in
the area.

CONSISTENCY WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS

‘As detailed in the Land Use technical report (see Section 21), the proposed project is consistent
with each goal identified in the City of Fairview’s acknowledged Comprehensive Plan. The
acknowledgement process certifies that the Comprehensive Plan is consistent with the Statewide
Planning Goals.

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING RULE AND OREGON TRANSPORTATION PLAN

According to Oregon’s Transportation Planning Rule (Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 660-

12), the 207th Avenue Connector is a committed transportation facility because it is consistent

with an acknowledged comprehensive plan and has approved funding. Alternative transportation

modes (pedestrian and bicycle) are accommodated by the proposed project. This is consistent .
with the purpose of the rule, which is to reduce reliance on the automobile.

Similarly, the incorporation of bicycle and pedestrian facilities into the 207th Avenue Connector
is consistent.with the policies and action plans of the Oregon Transportation Plan associated with
a balanced transportation system (Action IA.1: "Design systems and facilities that accommodate
multiple modes within corridors . . .") and an accessible system (Action IC.4: "Develop public
transit, bicycle and pedestrian systems in urban and rural areas."). Moreover, the 207th Avenue
Connector satisfies Action IE.1 of the Connectivity Among Plans policy ("Identify a multimodal
network of facilities to meet requirements for the movement of people, goods, and services
throughout Oregon and develop a plan to implement that system."). Finally, one of the foremost
principles of the Oregon Transportation Plan is to preserve the existing infrastructure by further

33



developing local circulation systems, which would be accomplished by the 207th Avenue
Connector, particularly in reducing traffic demand at the 1-84/238th Avenue interchange.

FARMELAND PROTECTION POLICY ACT

The project area is within the UGB for the Portland metropolitan area and, therefore, is not
subject to review under the Farmland Protection Policy Act.

,.O..CO..OQ0.0..O..‘..‘Q..Q.
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SECTION 8
IMPACT ON RIVERS, STREAMS, AND FLOOD PLAINS;
GROUNDWATER; WATER QUALITY; WETLANDS; AND NATURAL
RESOURCES AND THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

RIVERS, STREAMS, AND FLOOD PLAINS
Existing Conditions
Hydrologic and Hydraulic Conditions

The project area is within the Fairview Creek Drainage Basin, which encompasses an area of
approximately five square miles (see Figure 8-1). Fairview Creek is the major watercourse
within the basin, beginning in the City of Gresham near Grants Butte. It meanders through
Gresham, enters the City of Fairview near N.E. Glisan Street, and ultimately flows into
Fairview Lake and the Columbia Slough. One major unnamed tributary joins the creek between
I-84 and Fairview Lake. A portion of Fairview Creek lies within the immediate study area for
this project.

A number of studies have addressed the hydrologic and hydraulic characteristics of Fairview
Creek’s drainage basin, including the 1991 Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Flood Insurance Study for the City of Fairview (FEMA, 1991), the 1988 Fairview Creek
Drainage Master Plan for the City of Gresham (Kramer, Chin & Mayo, Inc., 1988), and the
1986 Drainage Master Plan for the City of Fairview (CH2M Hill, 1986). These studies provide
information on the existing and extreme hydrologic and hydraulic conditions within the Fairview
Creek drainage basin, and make recommendations for system improvements to address
stormwater and flooding concerns. Recommended system improvements in the cities of
Fairview and Gresham include such measures as pipe replacement, parallel piping, additional
storm drains, and detention basins. In the vicinity of the study area for this EA, the City of
Fairview and City of Gresham studies recommend a detention basin at the gravel pit north of
N.E. Glisan Street to improve existing stormwater control and flooding conditions.

The estimated existing (1988) flow rates for Fairview Creek range from 490 cubic feet per
second (cfs) at the mouth of the creek to 200 cfs at the light rail crossing. Under extreme
conditions (future land uses without restrictions) the flow rates would range from 900 cfs to 410
cfs at the same locations (Kramer, Chin & Mayo, Inc., 1988). A regional detention facility is
recommended in the drainage plans for the cities of Gresham and Fairview. It is estimated that
this facility would reduce extreme flow rates by 330 cfs. This facility has not yet been
constructed.
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Flood Plain Characteristics

Flood plain analyses associated with the existing and extreme flow rates in Fairview Creek have
also been performed. Flood elevations would increase due to development. Results of the
analyses are shown on Figure 8-2.

No flood plain analysis has been conducted with the recommended detention facility, since it is
only conceptual in the city master plans. Once the facility has been constructed and put into
operation, however, the flood plain elevations below the detention facility will be a function of
the operation and storage capacity of the detention facility.

Impacts
No Build Alternative

Selection of the No Build Alternative would result in maintenance of existing roadway
configurations and conditions. Under this alternative, existing hydrologic and hydraulic
conditions would remain. Currently, existing conditions result in seasonal flooding of some low-
lying areas within the basin. Construction of the proposed regional stormwater detention facility
and the recommended drainage system improvements noted above is intended to address these
flooding problems. The recommended improvements for stormwater control in the Fairview
Creek ‘Drainage Basin could be implemented regardless of the status of the proposed road
project.

Build Alternatives

All three of the Build Alternatives would affect the hydrologic and hydraulic characteristics of
the basin. However, the direct impacts would be minor. The Build Alternatives would add 9
to 10 acres of impervious area to the drainage basin, representing a one percent increase in peak
flow rates for Fairview Creek. This marginal increase in flow rates would not substantially
affect existing hydraulic conditions. Impacts to the Fairview Creek flood plain would be
nonexistent or minor provided that the creek crossings and roadways associated with each Build
Alternative are constructed outside of the creek’s floodway. The floodway widths at the
proposed creek crossings range from approximately 30 to 80 feet.

For each of the Build Alternatives, the hydraulic structure used for each creek crossing would
be sized to accommodate peak flows so that no hydraulic restrictions would develop. For each
alternative, preliminary hydraulic calculations using Manning’s Equation indicate that a 16-
square-foot box culvert would accommodate existing peak flows and a 25-square-foot box culvert
would accommodate extreme peak flows. The final type and size of hydraulic structure selected
for each crossing would be determined during the design phase of the project, with consideration
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given to peak flows, the effect of the regional stormwater detention facility, maximum stream
velocities for safe fish passage, and FEMA floodway requirements.

Alternative 1E

“Construction of Alternative 1E would involve one creek crossing near N.E. 223rd Avenue. The

floodway width at this location would be approximately 30 feet.

Alternative 1E would add approximately 10.4 acres of impervious area to the drainage basin,
thereby increasing the peak flow rate of Fairview Creek by approximately 6 cubic feet per
second (cfs) for the 100-year storm event. This represents a minor increase in flow rates; the
increase of 6 cfs represents approximately 1.2 percent over the existing peak, 100-year flow
rate.

Alternative 2A

Construction of Alternative 2A would result in three creek crossings: two near N.E. Halsey
Street and one near N.E. 223rd Avenue. The floodway width at the first crossing would be
approximately 70 feet, at the second crossing approximately 75 feet, and at the third crossing
approximately 50 feet.

Alternative 2A would add approximately 9.5 acres of impervious area to the drainage basin and
increase the flow rate of Fairview Creek by approximately 4 cfs for the 100-year storm event.
This flow rate increase would have a relatively minor impact on the hydraulic characteristics of
Fairview Creek.

Alternative 3A

Alternative 3A would result in two creek crossings: a crossing of Fairview Creek near N.E.
Halsey Street, and a crossing of an unnamed Fairview Creek tributary just south of the first
crossing. The floodway width at the first crossing would be approximately 70 feet. The
floodway width at the crossing of the unnamed tributary has not been determined.

Alternative 3A would add approximately 9.0 acres of impervious area to the drainage basin and

increase the peak flow rate of Fairview Creek by approximately 3 cfs during the 100-year storm
event.
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Indirect Impacts

Implementation of the proposed project could lead to an accelerated rate of development within
the project area and vicinity. However, because future flood flows were estimated based on
build-out conditions within the drainage basin according to the comprehensive plans, the amount
of impervious area within the basin would not increase due to the proposed project. Therefore,
the degree to which hydrologic and flooding conditions would be altered would not be expected
to change.

The regional stormwater detention basin recommended by the cities of Fairview and Gresham
would improve flooding conditions along Fairview Creek and would be necessary to
accommodate extensive future urban development in the watershed.

Mitigation Measures

Proper design, construction, and maintenance of the drainage facilities associated with the
proposed project will prevent hydrologic and hydraulic problems from-occurring. For example,
creek crossing structures will be sized to accommodate peak flows and velocities for flood
control and safe fish passage; and the internal roadway drainage system, consisting of inlets,
catch basins, and pipes will be maintained on a regular basis.

GROUNDWATER
Existing Conditions

The project area is underlain by two water supply aquifers: the Troutdale Sandstone Aquifer
and the Troutdale Gravel Aquifer. Groundwater (possibly perched) is estimated to be at
relatively shallow depths throughout the site. (Groundwater is "perched" when it rests on an
impermeable surface (e.g., clay or rock) which is above the surrounding water table.) These
depths vary seasonally, but are estimated to range from the ground surface in the winter and
spring months, to 10 feet below the ground surface in the summer and fall. The groundwater
gradient is estimated to slope downward to the northeast. Groundwater flows in a northerly
direction toward the Columbia River.

Water in the gravel quarry impoundments north of N.E. Glisan Street is primarily from
groundwater due to the depths of the excavations and the site topography. '
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Impacts
No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, the amount of impermeable surface within the project area
would remain unchanged from existing conditions. Thus, the amount of groundwater recharge
would be expected to remain the same.

Build Alternatives

All Build Alternatives would result in a slight reduction in the amount of groundwater recharge
area within the project area, Potential effects on groundwater quality are addressed in the
following section.

Indirect Impacts

Implementation of the proposed project could facilitate an accelerated rate of development in the
project area and vicinity. However, because future flood flows are estimated based on build-out
conditions within the drainage basin, the proposed project is not expected to increase the amount
of urban land uses or impervious surfaces within the basin beyond levels planned for in the
Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, groundwater recharge conditions would not be expected to
change beyond those projected.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

WATER QUALITY

Existing Conditions

Surface Water

As discussed earlier in this report, Fairview Creek is the major surface watercourse in the area.
The water quality of this creek has been impacted heavily from upstream urban activities (i.e.,

- channel rerouting and routing of the creek into culverts, creation of impoundments, removal of

native riparian vegetation, trash and debris dumping, and general urbanization).

Fairview Creek has not been monitored extensively to determine ambient water quality
characteristics. Based on available data and recent sampling, Fairview Creek has moderately
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high concentrations of phosphorus, fecal bacteria, and zinc (David Evans and Associates, Inc.,
1992, and Metro, 1992).

Groundwater

There are two water supply aquifers located beneath the project area, and they are contaminated
with trichloroethylene (TCE) and other halogenated organics. Contamination is widespread; it
has not been attributed to a single source. The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
(DEQ) is currently investigating the problem. Groundwater monitoring and contaminant
transport modeling are being conducted by contractors to DEQ.

Water in the adjacent gravel quarry impoundments is primarily supplied by groundwater due to
the depths of the excavations and site topography. Therefore, a direct connection between
surface water and groundwater exists, and surface pollutants could potentially enter groundwater
at these locations.

Water Quality Standards and Beneficial Uses

The water quality standards for Fairview Creek are a subset of the larger Willamette Basin.
OAR 340-41-442 contains these standards, which are intended to protect recognized beneficial

uses of the water body. Beneficial uses of the Willamette River Basin include domestic and .

industrial water supply, agricultural uses, fish habitat, wildlife and hunting, fishing, boating,
recreation, aesthetics, power, and transportation (OAR 340-41-442).

Highway Runoff Characteristics

The major sources of pollutants in highway runoff are deposition from vehicles, transport from
adjacent lands, pavement wear, and certain maintenance activities. FHWA, in its report
- Pollutant Loadings and Impacts from Highway Stormwater Runoff, observed that heavy metals
(copper, lead, and zinc) are the dominant toxic pollutants contributed by highway stormwater
runoff into receiving surface waters.

Impacts

No Build Alternative

Selection of the No Build Alternative would not result in any direct change to water quality
conditions. Water quality studies for the area indicate that water quality is currently being

impacted by urbanization. The limited information that is available on the chemical
characteristics of Fairview Creek indicate that phosphorus, bacteria, and zinc concentrations are
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moderately high. These impacts are presumably due to land use practices in the watershed and
natural soil conditions.

The potential for water quality impacts from accidental spills of liquid chemicals or other
materials on the existing roadways, or the new N.E. 207th Avenue north of N.E. Halsey Street,
would exist with the No Build Alternative. However, as noted in the I-84 FEIS, few vehicles
containing hazardous materials are expected to use N.E. 207th Avenue. If a major spill
occurred, water quality could be significantly impacted if the spilled material entered the creek
or migrated into the groundwater. These impacts would be short-term but potentially
catastrophic to the creek depending on the nature of the spilled material. -

Build Alternatives

Each of the Build Alternatives could cause unavoidable, but minor, impacts to water quality.
These impacts could include temporary increases in turbidity during construction and added
pollutant loadings from highway runoff. These impacts would not cause water quality standards
to be violated or beneficial uses of the receiving stream to be impaired. Construction impacts
are addressed in Section 15.

As with the No Build Alternative, there is potential for water quality impacts from accidental
spills of liquid chemicals or other materials along the new roadway with any of the Build
Alternatives. However, the likelihood is low due to the few vehicles expected to carry such
materials via N.E. 207th Avenue (ODOT, 1992). The impacts would be short-term but
potentially catastrophic to Fairview Creek, depending on the nature of the spilled material.
Construction of Alternative 2A would result in the greatest threat to surface water quality in this
regard because it would involve a greater number of creek crossings than the other Build
Alternatives.

In the long term, minor impacts could occur with any of the Build Alternatives as pollutants that
have collected on the roadway surface are discharged into the creek following storm events.
Because these discharges would occur intermittently, the major water quality concern would be
the potential for acute metal toxicity. Computer modelling of potential copper, lead, and zinc
concentrations in Fairview Creek resulting from stormwater discharges indicates that Alternative
1E would result in the highest concentration of metals, and Alternative 3A the lowest
concentration. However, based on the results of the analyses, the acute metal toxicity criteria

‘are not expected to be exceeded with any of the Build Alternatives.

Since the proposed Build Alternatives are all located downstream from the gravel quarries, it is
unlikely that groundwater quality would be significantly impacted at the gravel quarry sites due
to the proposed project.
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Indirect Impacts

The No Build and Build Alternatives could facilitate an accelerated rate of development--but
would not increase the amount of development--expected to occur in the project area and
vicinity. Urban development of the project area and other areas in the Fairview Creek
watershed would contribute to cumulative loadings of urban pollutants entering the creek. Local
land use decisions and stormwater control measures are the primary methods for mitigating
urban runoff pollutant loadings. The cities of Gresham and Fairview both have acknowledged
Comprehensive Plans that would guide and control development in the project area.

Mitigation Measures

Pollutant loadings from constructed roadway surfaces would be reduced by adding design
- features that convey stormwater runoff to controlled areas rather than allowing random runoff
to occur. For example, curbs and gutters could be used to route runoff to catch basins and
sewers that would convey stormwater to a central area where sedimentation, filtration, and other
pollutant removal mechanisms would reduce the pollutant loadings to the receiving stream.
Grass-lined swales would be an appropriate method of centralized treatment.

To protect surface water and groundwater from impacts due to accidental spills, the grass-lined
swales could be designed with detention capacity. They could be lined with clay or other
impervious materials and have controlled discharge or sufficient hydraulic detention time to
allow spilled materials to be removed from the basin before discharge occurs.

WETLANDS
Existing Conditions

The wetlands evaluation addressed areas within 200 feet of the right-of-way associated with each
of the Build Alternatives. Wetlands were delineated using the triple parameter method which
evaluates soils, vegetation, and hydrologic conditions. The methodology used to evaluate the
wetlands, the Wetland Functional Value Assessment Criteria (WFVAC) technique, uses easily
gathered attributes to assign high, medium, or low values to five wetland functions: water
quality improvement, floodflow alteration and storage, groundwater discharge, groundwater
recharge, and natural biological support.

Figure 8-3 identifies the eight wetland areas delineated within the project area. The results of
the WEVAC evaluation for these wetlands are summarized in Table 8-1.
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TABLE 8-1

RESULTS OF WETLAND FUNCTIONAL VALUE ASSESSMENT

0..000.00000000050.0I...000‘00.000.‘Q..QQOCQ..QC”00000

Wetland Area Des_igr_xgtion‘.

Function PEMs-1 PEMs-2 PFS-1 PFS-2 PFS-3 PFS-4 PFS-5 PFS-6
Water Quality LOW MOD MOD HIGH LOW LOW MOD LOW
Improvement

Floodfiow Alteration LOW MOD MOD HIGH LOW LOW MOD LOW
and Storage

Groundwater Discharge LOW MOD MOD MOD LOwW LOW LOW LOW
Groundwater Recharge LOW MOD MOD MOD LOW LOW LOW LOW
Natural Biological Support LOW MOD MOD MOD LOW LOW MOD MOD

! See Figure 8-3.
Legend:

PEMs = Palustrine Emergent System
PFS = Palustrine Forested System
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Dominant plant species are used to characterize the various wetlands. A complete species list
for the project area is provided in the Natural Resources technical report (see Section 21). As
shown on Figure 8-4, four distinct habitats are present in the project area: agricultural, forested,
shrubby-herbaceous, and filled area.

Wetland conditions were not found to occur in the fields where agricultural crops are being
grown. The fields are divided by Fairview Creek, and wetlands were found to exist only at the
toe of the creek banks.

The dominant vegetation of the forested wetlands consists of an overstory of Oregon ash
(Fraxinus latifolia) and Pacific willow (Salix lasiandra), and a ground cover of slough sedge
(Carex obnupta). The shrub layer varied with each wetland. All six of the wetlands had
Douglas spiraea (Spiraea douglasii) as a dominant species. Other dominant species in the
understory include thimbleberry (Rubus parviflorus), red elderberry (Sambucus racemosa),
Indian plum (Oemleria cerasiformis), and vine maple (Acer circinatum).

Two palustrine emergent wetland systems (PEMs-1 and PEMs-2) are within the project area.
These wetlands are dominated by herbaceous-grassy ground cover with an intermixture of
shrubs, and have no canopy cover. Dominant species include common cattail (Typha latifolia),
meadow foxtail (Alopecurus pratensis), water smartweed (Polygonum coccineum), creeping
spikesedge (Eleocharis palustris), great bulrush (Scirpus validus), common rush (Juncus effusus),
curly dock (Rumex crispus), and blue bindweed (Solanum dulcamara). Douglas spiraea and
Pacific willow are the dominant species in the canopy and shrubby understory.

Impacts
No Build Alternative
Selection of the No Build Alternative would result in no impacts to wetland conditions in the

project area. Current conditions result in seasonal flooding of the low lying areas within the
basin. (See Figure 8-3.) The wetlands that exist within the project area (especially PFS-2 and

PEMs-2) help control flooding by absorbing stormwater runoff. This retention of stormwater -

saturates or inundates the soil for many months.

Build Alternatives

All three Build Alternatives involve impacts to palustrine forested and palustrine emergent
wetlands along with impacts to the Fairview Creek system. A summary of impacts to wetlands
and riparian areas is given by alternative and wetland type in Table 8-2. The largest amount of
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WETLANDS AND RIPARIAN ZONE IMPACTS

TABLE 8-2

Wetland Area within Right-of-Way (acres)

Section Area Alternative 1E Alternative 2A Alternative 3A
(acres)

PEMs-1 0.27 - - —
| PEMs-2 6.32 0.11 1.15 1.15

PFS-1 1.00 0.12 --- -

PFS-2 10.37 0.88 1.02 0.95

PFS-3 0.11 -— --- 0.07

PFS-5 1.27 - --- 0.15

PFS-6 0.29 - 0.21 -

Western

Creek Crossing  0.75 - 0.11 0.06

Eastern

Creek Crossing 0.84 0.07 0.08 e

Total 21.22 1.18 2.57 2.38

PEMs = Palustrine Emergent System

PFS = Palustrine Forested System



écreage impacted would result from implementation of Alternative 2A with 2.57 acres of
impacts, followed by Alternative 3A with 2.38 acres of impacts, and Alternative 1E with the
smallest total acreage of impacts, 1.18 acres.

In addition to the actual area of wetland impacted by each Build Alternative, the level at which
each wetland functions must be considered. Fragmentation of habitat in wetland areas would
occur with each of the Build Alternatives. Additionally, the time lag between mitigation actions,
such as wetland creation and the resumption of wetland functions, cannot be avoided unless
mitigation actions are undertaken well in advance of impacts.

Indirect Impacts

The proposed project is not expected to change the amount of future development in the area,
but may contribute to an increased rate of urban growth. The value for each wetland would
decrease as a result of impacts caused by future development of the project area and other
projects in the vicinity due to isolation or fragmentation of portions of habitats, increased
stormwater runoff and impervious surfaces, loss of surrounding habitat, and the potential for
wetland isolation.

Mitigation Measures

If a particular wetland cannot be avoided by simply altering the alignment of a given alternative,
then specific design considerations such as bridging, steepening roadway shoulders, constructing
retaining walls, installing bioswales, or a combination of the above must be considered first to
reduce impacts to the wetland. Once the best method for impact reduction is selected, then
compensation for those impacts which are unavoidable must be designed. The assessment of
wetland values is used to design appropriate compensatory mitigation to replace those wetland
functional values that would be lost by implementation of the selected roadway alternative.

Mitigation actions described below are Conceptual; acreages needed for mitigation will be based
on the applicable replacement-to-loss ratios. These ratios must be approved by both DSL and
ACOE before final mitigation plans are developed. Detailed mitigation plans will be developed
if a Build Alternative is selected for advancement. '
Recommended mitigation measures for the selected alternative include the following:

®  replacement of lost basin storége volume due to roadway construction;

®  incorporation of retention or detention ponds;

B  incorporation of bioswales and other biofiltration methods into the design to cleanse
roadway runoff prior to discharge into the Fairview Creek system; :
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®m  enhancement of existing wetlands or creation of new wetlands on a scale at least equal
to that lost; and

®  removal and stockpiling of topsoil from impacted wetlands to be used in mitigation areas.

Crossing Fairview Creek would involve construction of a bridge or box culvert. In either case,
construction would involve the removal of riparian vegetation. In addition, construction of a box
culvert would disturb the natural creek bottom, typically increasing downstream turbidity during
construction, and if done incorrectly, could potentially cause erosion of bottom and bank
sediments for years to come. Mitigation could be accomplished by excavating recently deposited
sediments from the channel, widening the creek channel, regrading the creek banks to form
gentler slopes, and then revegetating. These actions will help control erosion, decrease water
temperature and siltation, and provide a more diverse habitat for wildlife. Fish habitat
improvements such as log weirs, pool and riffle creation, boulder installation, and planting of
overshading vegetation would be appropriate.

Removal of a portion of the old fill north of N.E. Glisan Street and east of Alternative 3A, or
enlargement of the borrow pit to create a shallow wetland littoral shelf zone, would be the two
most effective wetland mitigation actions. Grading and planting these areas to create both -
shallow emergent zones and a forested fringe could provide the correct type of wetland
functional replacement, in addition to allowing for effective groundwater discharge and recharge.
The biological support function would also be replaced effectively by successful wetland creation
in either of these two locations, with a mix of shallow emergent marsh and forested swamp
zones positioned to create good protective cover for waterfowl and other wildlife. Drawings of
typical mitigation designs are provided in Appendix C.

NATURAL RESOURCES, AND THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES
Existing Conditions

As noted in the Wetlands section, four distinct habitats occur within the proposed project area:
agricultural, forest, shrubby-herbaceous, and filled area. (See Figure 8-4.) The agricultural
area is divided by Fairview Creek into different-sized fields. The creek flows through a dense
forest west of the agricultural area. This forest is primarily a mixed deciduous woodland with
a few coniferous trees interspersed, turning wet along its border with the wet shrubby-
herbaceous meadow on the west. A filled area is located on the southern portion of the property
next to the evacuated lake.

Wetlands identified in the vicinity of the three Build Alternatives are shown on Figure 8-3 and

were determined to be of low to moderate functional value according to the WFVAC test
criteria. A detailed description of each wetland can be found in the Wetlands section above.
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’ Vegetative Communities

Vegetative communities are described by dominant and unique vegetative combinations. A
complete species list can be found in the Natural Resources technical report (see Section 21).

Agricultural Fields. Currently, domestic vegetables (including corn and cucumbers) are
grown in the agricultural fields. Wetlands were found to occur only along the banks of the creek
that traverses the agricultural fields.

 Forested Habitat. Six palustrine forested systems (PFS) were delineated within the
forested habitat and within 200 feet of the proposed right-of-way (Figure 8-3). Oregon ash is
the dominant species found in the canopy of the forested habitat. Other species found intermixed
in the canopy include Oregon white oak, red alder, Pacific willow, big leaf maple (Acer
macrophyllum), Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), and western red cedar (Thuja plicata).

The western side of the forest is within the present 100-year flood plain (Figure 8-2) and is
typically wetter than the eastern side. The riparian border on the western side has a dense
canopy of Oregon ash and an herbaceous understory dominated by slough sedge. To the north
and south of Fairview Creek the understory is more diverse.

The upland areas of the forest have a more diverse canopy than the palustrine forested wetlands.
Douglas fir, big leaf maple, and western red cedar are incorporated into the canopy of the
upland area more frequently. The understory is diverse.

Shrubby-Herbaceous Habitat. Vegetation found in the area northwest of the forested
edge includes: meadow foxtail, common rush, great bulrush, and large barnyard grass
(Echinochloa crusgalli). Also included were patches of common cattail, blue bindweed, curly
dock, water smartweed, and Pacific water parsley (Oenanthe sarmentosa).

Filled Area. The filled area east of the excavated lake is a heavily disturbed field
vegetated by opportunistic species. The fill material was placed on this site as an overburden
from the gravel extraction quarries. Filling this area altered the natural hydrology. One highly
disturbed wetland (PEMs-1) was found contained within a depression in the fill material (Figure
8-3). It is not known if the vegetation found within this highly disturbed wet pocket represents
the naturally occurring vegetation or is a result of the highly altered surroundings.

Wildlife

The vegetative communities found in the project area provide diverse habitats for wildlife
species. Species known to occur in freshwater marshes, grasslands and savannas, and deciduous
and oak woodlands would be expected to be found inhabiting this site. A complete list of
wildlife species known to occur, or that could occur, on this site is provided in the Natural
Resources technical report (see Section 21). :
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The proximity of the water sources and foraging grounds to the forested area adds to the
functional value of this site as a whole. The forested area offers optimal thermal cover (the
combination of both thermal and hiding cover). Wildlife use cover for two reasons: security
from predators (hiding cover), and protection against the elements (thermal cover). '

The lakes on the southwest side of the project area provide a source of water for wildlife.
Wintering and migratory waterfowl use the lakes for cover and as a food source. The
surrounding shrubs provide cover and potential nesting sites.

Another important wildlife feature is Fairview Creek. The creek connects the four different
habitats and allows animals passage during migration, dispersal, and foraging.

Sensitive, Threatened, and Endangered Species

There were no indications of state sensitive, federal candidates, threatened, or endangered (STE)
listed plant or animal species using or inhabiting the project area during the field investigation.
The project site does not contain unique habitats required by any STE species. In addition,
USFWS, ODFW, and the Oregon Natural Heritage Database have no record of any of these
species being known to inhabit the project site.

Impacts
No Build Alternative

This alternative would have no direct adverse effect on the habitat communities located in the
project area. Edge-dependent species--those that use the forested area for cover during the day
and come out to forage at night--are known to use this area and would continue avoidance of
existing disturbed forested edges.

Build Alternatives

There would be no adverse impacts to STE species with the implementation of any of the Build
Alternatives. However, all three Build Alternatives would adversely affect natural resources in
the project area. Each alternative would alter the existing vegetative community and riparian
areas. Table 8-3 presents a summary of the vegetative impacts associated with each Build
Alternative. ' '
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TABLE 8-3

IMPACTS TO VEGETATIVE COMMUNITIES

Alternative o Habitat Types (acres)
Forested Shrubby-Herbaceous ,
Upland Wetland Upland Wetland Agricultural Riparian®
1E 3.18 0.92 0.77 0.11 3.29 - 0.07
2A 3.89 1.23 0 1.15 3.34 0.19
3A 0.64 1.23 0 - 1.15 2.46 0.06

* Riparian acreages are included within the acreages of upland and wetland habitats.

Crossings of Fairview Creek or its tributary by the Build Alternatives would require removal
of riparian vegetation. The degree of impacts to riparian habitat and wildlife travel corridors
would be determined, in part, by the type of structure used for the stream crossing. Bridges
minimize impacts to the stream channel and banks. If culverts are used, some additional impacts
would be expected. For either type of structure, openings would be sized to prevent stream
flows from exceeding the maximum safe velocity for fish passage.

The Build Alternatives, especially 2A and 3A, would create new disturbed habitat edges which
wildlife would avoid due to the introduction of audible and visual traffic-related disturbances.

Alternative 1E

Of the Build Alternatives, Alternative 1E would have the least impact on natural resources. As
shown on Table 8-3, this alternative would remove approximately 4.10 acres of forested habitat,
0.88 acre of shrubby-herbaceous habitat, and 3.29 acres of agricultural land. Included within
these habitats are 0.11 acre of palustrine emergent wetland, 0.92 acre of palusmne forested
wetland, and 0.07 acre of riparian habitat.

With this alternative, the existing disturbed edge along N.E. Halsey Street would be located
further south, but would result in minimal fragmentation of existing habitat. In addition, the
extension of Sixth Street would create two small pieces of habitat that would be of little

functional value for wildlife utilization. The alignment would isolate a palustrine forested
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wetland (PFS-1) from surrounding habitat on three sides. This is currently rated a moderate
wetland in overall functional assessment and would decrease in value with the implementation
of this alignment.

Alternative 2A

As shown in Table 8-3, construction of Alternative 2A would remove approximately 1.15 acres
of shrubby-herbaceous habitat, 5.12 acres of forested habitat, and 3.34 acres of agricultural land.
Included in these habitats are 1.15 acres of palustrine emergent wetland (PEMs-2), 1.23 acres
of palustrine forested wetlands, and 0.19 acre of riparian habitat.

The western end of Alternative 2A would divide the shrubby-herbaceous area. A small pocket
on the east side of the right-of-way would be isolated, thus reducing its functional value. The
functional value of the remaining large shrubby-herbaceous area would also decrease since the
area is extensively used by a diverse group of wildlife, and the alternative would mtroduce
increased noise and visual disturbances that do not currently exist in the area.

Alternative 2A would divide the contiguous forested area into two separate habitats and eliminate
any connection between the resulting north and south sections. The northern section would have
a low functional value due to a large amount of disturbed edge, lack of connection to other
habitats, and minimal interior habitat. The remaining southern forested area would maintain a
connection to other habitats but would also decline in functional value (probably to moderate)
because it would not have sufficient evergreen vegetation to offer thermal cover or enough
understory to provide hiding cover in the winter.

Alternative 34

As shown in Table 8-3, selection of Alternative 3A would remove approximately 1.15 acres of
shrubby-herbaceous habitat, 1.87 acres of forested habitat, and 2.46 acres of disturbed field
habitat. Included in these habitats are 1.15 acres of palustrine emergent wetland, 1.23 acres of
palustrine forested wetland, and 0.06 acre of riparian habitat.

The northwestern end of Alternative 3A would divide the shrubby-herbaceous area and isolate
a small pocket of this habitat to the east of the right-of-way, thus reducing its habitat value by
reducing its size and introducing road-related disturbances. The functional value of the
remaining large, shrubby-herbaceous area would also decrease with Alternative 3A, since it is
extensively used by a diverse group of wildlife. This alternative would result in increase noise
and visual disturbances that currently do not exist in this area.

Although the removal of forested habitat by this alternative would be relatively limited, it is

considered to reduce the effective habitat utilization in the project area. This alternative would
disconnect east-west ground travel by wildlife and separate the vegetative connection of habitats;
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it would separate the forested area from the lake and the shrubby-herbaceous area, and would
replace the existing edge with a highly disturbed edge. The forested area would remain
connected to the highly disturbed filled area on the south and the agricultural area to the east,
which has limited wildlife habitat value. This alternative would have the greatest effect on edge-
dependent species.

Indirect Impacts

The proposed project is not expected to increase the amount of development (or impacts to
natural resources) which would eventually occur in the project area and vicinity, but it could
accelerate the rate of this development. Thus, effects on natural resources in and near the
project area are expected to occur with or without the project. Any future development of the
project area will be reviewed in accordance with city, county, state, and federal regulations
regarding wetlands and natural resources.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation for wetlands that would be impacted by any of the proposed Build Alternatives is
discussed above in the Wetlands section. Habitat enhancement and creation would be
incorporated into any wetland mitigation plan. Possible mitigation measures for wildlife could
include:

®  Sizing of hydraulic structures at creek crossings to prevent exceeding the maximum safe
velocity for fish passage.

®  Enhancement of riparian areas along Fairview Creek to lower water temperature, prevent
erosion of banks and turbidity, and improve wildlife habitat.

®  Enhancement of shrubby-herbaceous habitat to increase foraging and breeding ground
value.

®  Enhancement of lake area to improve year-round usage by wildlife by providing nest

boxes, increasing foraging potential, and improving vegetative connections with other
habitats. ‘ :
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SECTION 9
IMPACTS ON HISTORICAL PROPERTIES, ARCHAEOLOGICAL
RESOURCES, AND SECTION 4(F) LANDS

HISTORICAL PROPERTIES
Existing Conditions

There are no properties within the City of Fairview that are currently listed on the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and thus protected under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act.

In the general vicinity of the proposed project, six structures (all residences) were identified as
historical on the City of Fairview’s recently completed historical survey and evaluation. One
of the six residences identified, located at 21225 N.E. Halsey Street, is within the study area
addressed in other environmental documents for improvements to I-84 (ODOT, 1992). The
historic value of this structure has previously been reviewed, and it was not considered to meet
the eligibility criteria for the NRHP.

One of the five remaining residences is located at 20932 N.E. Halsey Street. Although the
residence was included in the Level 1 historic inventory, it was not considered worthy of
protection under the City’s historic resource protection ordinance. There is a covered horse stall
on this property that would be affected by Alternative 1E (see Section 5.) However, the Historic
Resource Survey Form for this residence does not note the presence of the horse stall.
Therefore, the horse stall is not considered to be an historic property.

Of the remaining four residences, one (located at 21745 N.E. Halsey Street) is recommended
to receive protection under the City of Fairview’s historic resource protection ordinance.
However, as noted above, it would not be affected by any of the Build Alternatives. The
remaining residences are not recommended for protection under the City’s ordinance.

Another structure, located within the large undeveloped area bounded by N.E. Halsey Street,
N.E. 223rd Avenue, N.E. Glisan Street, and the power lines, was not included in the City’s
historic inventory. This building, which is currently used to store farm equipment, is in poor
repair and was probably associated with a former residence on this site. It was not evaluated
for NRHP eligibility since it would not be affected by any of the Build Alternatives.

Another structure in the vicinity of the project area, called the Stone House, is located on the
east side of N.E. 223rd Avenue, within the City of Wood Village. This residence was built in
1899 and was associated with a dairy on the property. It is not designated as an historic
property by Wood Village or on the NRHP. It is adjacent to and owned by the Multnomah
Kennel Club. It was not further evaluated for NRHP eligibility since it would not be affected
by any of the Build Alternatives.
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Four resources of possible historic interest were recorded during field studies performed for this
EA: two abandoned dirt tracks; a small, abandoned stand of fruit trees; and a survey stone.
The dirt tracks and the trees appear to date from the last 50 years and were determined not to
meet the eligibility criteria for listing on the NRHP. The survey stone may be older than 50
years but it lacks association with important events or persons and is not likely to yield important
information. Therefore, the stone was also not considered to meet the criteria for NRHP listing.

Impacts
No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, no property would be acquired, thus, there would be no effects
on potentially significant historic properties.

Build Alternatives

The properties that are potentially affected by right-of-way acquisition for the Build Alternatives
are not considered to be historically significant, as discussed under Existing Conditions. The
five residences in the project vicinity that were identified in the City’s inventory would not be
affected by right-of-way acquisition for any of the alternatives, nor would the use or immediate
environment of these structures change. The Build Alternatives would not affect any properties
listed on the NRHP. The Oregon State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) concurs that the
Build Alternatives would have no effect on historic resources. (See Appendix D.)

Alternative 1E

If Alternative 1E is selected, the covered horse stall associated with the residence at 20932 N.E.
Halsey Street would require some minor modifications; however, as noted above, the horse stall
is not considered a significant historical resource. Right-of-way acquisition would allow a slight
widening of N.E. Halsey Street in front of the horse stall, but would not affect the use of the
residence or the character of its physical setting. Although the residence was identified in the
City’s inventory, the City does not consider it to require protection under the City’s historic
resource protection ordinance.

Alternative 2A
Improvements associated with Alternative 2A are not in the vicinity of the four residences on

the north side of N.E. Halsey Street identified during the City’s Level 1 historic inventory. The
horse stall associated with the residence at 20932 N.E. Halsey Street is not affected by right-of-

way acquisition for Alternative 2A.

54

’Q0..0.50‘..0..30‘...0‘00.00\

0000000000000 0000OC00OCBOGOIOOGOS



‘QQQQQooooooooooccoooo‘ooooo

0000000000000000000008000000

The Stone House would not be affected by right-of-way acquisition, nor is it adjacent to areas
to be acquired for right-of-way. The area across from this residence, west of 223rd Avenue,
that would be acquired for right-of-way, is undeveloped and forested but zoned for General
Manufacturing use. The new road and vegetation removal on the south side of N.E. Halsey
Street would not alter the use of this residence, nor significantly affect its visual context or
physical setting. According to a representative of the Multnomah Kennel Club (owner of the
Stone House), there are no existing plans to create a four-way intersection with Alternative 2A
and N.E. 223rd Avenue, which could require removal of the Stone House.

- Alternative 3A

The four residences on the north side of N.E. Halsey Street and the residence on the south side
of N.E. Halsey Street (with the horse stall) identified during the City’s Level 1 historic inventory
are not affected by Alternative 3A. The storage building would not be directly affected by right-
of-way acquisition. As noted above, the storage building was not included in the City’s historic
inventory.

Indirect Impacts
No indirect impacts to historical properties or any properties protected under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act are expected as a result of the new roadway.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Existing Conditions

A review of the archaeological, ethnographic, and historical literature as well the files of SHPO,
Multnomah County, and the City of Fairview produced no record of any known prehistoric,
historic, or Native American resources in the immediate project area. In addition to the
literature search, a systematic pedestrian survey for cultural resources was conducted of the
proposed alternative alignments. The pedestrian survey was supplemented by limited subsurface
testing at selected locations.
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The field survey did not find any archaeological resources considered significant or potentially
eligible for listing on the NRHP, nor was any evidence of prehistoric use or occupation of the
site discovered.

Impacts

No Build Alternative

There would be no impacts to archaeological resources under this alternative.

Build Alternatives

No resources listed or potentially eligible for liéting on the NRHP would be affected by any of
the Build Alternatives, nor are there any locations within project impact areas that are
recommended for further study. SHPO concurs with this finding. (See Appendix D.)
Indirect Impacts

No indirect impacts to any known archaeological resources are expected to occur.

Mitigation Measures

Should archaeological resources or Indian burials be encountered during project construction,
work would cease in the vicinity and the Oregon State Museum of Anthropology, Multnomah
County, FHWA, SHPO, and ODOT would be notified. Construction would only resume when
recommended salvage and/or mitigation measures have been completed and approved by SHPO.

SECTION 4(F) LANDS

The proposed project would not affect any historical sites or any publicly-owned park, recreation
area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. Therefore, no Section 4(f) evaluation is required.
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SECTION 10
GEOTECHNICAL AND SOIL CONCERNS;
MATERIALS AND SOURCES

GEOTECHNICAL AND SOIL CONCERNS
Existing Conditions

Topographic conditions in the project area are typical of the Portland Basin with generally level
to gently sloping terrain except where eroded by Fairview Creek and tributary drainage courses.
Elevations within the project area range from approximately 160 to 210 feet above mean sea
level (MSL). Slope gradients generally vary from O to 3 percent, but are up to 20 percent near
stream channels. '

Soils in the project area are anticipated to consist of a surficial layer of brown silt with variable
amounts of subsurface sand and clay over sandy gravel with cobbles and boulders. The U.S.
Soil Conservation Service’s 1983 Soil Survey of Multnomah County, Oregon, assigned five soil
names to the materials in the project area: 1) Aloha, 2) Aloha - Urban Land, 3) Latourell -
Urban Land, 4) Quatama, and 5) Wollent. The most prevalent designation is Wollent silt loam.

‘The project area appears to be free of extensive deposits of extremely soft or highly organic

soils, although localized zones of organic soils may be present near Fairview Creek.

An area of suspected fill is located in the southwest portion of the project area. The fill depths
are estimated to be a maximum of five feet in this area; the fill material source appears to be
from the quarry operation that was located at the southwest corner of the project area. Minor
amounts of fill may have also been placed in the vicinity of the power lines at the west side of
the site and the plowed field at the east side of the site.

As noted in Section 8 of this report, groundwater (possibly perched) is estimated to be at
relatively shallow depths (0 to 10 feet below ground surface depending on the season) throughout
the site. The groundwater gradient is estimated to slope downward to the northeast.

No signs of geologic or soil hazards, such as slope instability, active local faulting, highly
expansive soils, or recent volcanic activity were observed or are known to exist within or near
the project area. The liquefaction potential during a seismic event is expected to be low to very
low.
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Impacts

No Build Alternative

This alternative would not result in construction within the project area; thus no geotechnical
constraints or soil limitations would occur.

Build Alternatives

No major geologic or soil hazards are known to exist within the project area; thus, no major
geotechnical constraints are identified for any of the Build Alternatives. Relatively uniform soil
and groundwater conditions exist along the alternative alignments, with the exception of
Alternative 3A which would encounter an area of fill (see discussion below).

Geotechnical constraints that must be considered during earthwork and construction activities for
all the Build Alternatives include: silt soils which tend to liquefy during wet periods; high
groundwater levels; and large cobbles or boulders in utility trench backfill.

Alternative 1E

This alternative would not encounter any unique geotechnical constraints other than those noted
under Build Alternatives, above.

Alternative 2A

Alternative 2A may encounter more soft and/or organic soils, and greater pile length
requirements than the other Build Alternatives due to the greater number of creek crossings.
Alternative 3A

Alternative 3A would traverse the fill area in the southwest portion of the site and would require
that the fill be removed over a length of approximately 1,300 feet. Due to the number of stream
crossings, this alternative could potentially encounter more soft and/or organic soils, and greater
pile length requirements than Alternative 1E, but less than Alternative 2A.

Indirect Impacts

No indirect effects would be expected as a result of geotechnical or soil constraints.
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Mitigation Measures

The stability of road embankments and the underlying soils would be assured by using measures
approved by professional engineering geologists or geotechnical engineers.

MATERIALS AND SOURCES

Topsoil, undocumented fill, and organic soils would likely need to be removed from pavement
areas. Undocumented fill may be useable as structural fill if it is free of trash, organics, and
hazardous materials, and if any oversize pieces are removed. It may be possible to stockpile
topsoil for reuse in landscaping and wetland mitigation areas. Waste materials would be
disposed of at commercially available sites in the area.

Imported fill and processed aggregate sources would be readily available and proximate to the

project site from existing commercial sources, and would not constitute a constraint to the
project or lead to additional environmental impacts.
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SECTION 11
POTENTIAL PRESENCE OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Existing Conditions
Project Area Survey

No visible evidence of agricultural chemical concentrations was found during a visual survey of
the project area. Also, no areas with high hazardous material potential were identified, and none
of the affected areas contain underground storage tanks. Thus, no Level I site analysis was
performed. : :

Impacts
No Build Alternative

The hazardous material spill potential of the No Build Alternative (as well as the Build
Alternatives) is considered to be low. Road traffic speed in all alternatives is restricted. Normal
traffic would not be carrying hazardous materials. Any hazardous material traffic, such as
petroleum product transportation, would be an exception rather than the norm.

Build Alternatives

The hazardous material spill potential of each of the alternatives is considered to be low (see
discussion above under No Build Alternative). If a hazardous materials spill did occur,
Alternative 1E would have the lowest potential for contaminating Fairview Creek since it has
only one crossing. Alternative 2A has three crossings, and Alternative 3A has two crossings.
However, with the water quality mitigation measures proposed (see Section 8), there is no
appreciable difference between the three Build Alternatives; each one would actually provide
better protection than the No Build Alternative which does not incorporate runoff control
measures.

Indirect Impacts

No additional indirect impacts associated with hazardous materials are expected.
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SECTION 12
IMPACT ON TRAFFIC, SAFETY, AND ALTERNATIVE
TRANSPORTATION MODES

Existing Conditions
1991 Traffic Network

Currently, vehicular traffic enters and departs East Multnomah County over a variety of routes.
The most frequently used route is I-84 to the N.E. 181st Avenue, N.E. 238th Avenue, and N.E.

~ 257th Avenue interchanges, and from the interchanges to the arterial system. Most of the

vehicular traffic flow on N.E. 181st Avenue continues south, but a portion travels eastbound
along N.E. Halsey Street into the project area. Similarly, most vehicular traffic using the N.E.
238th Avenue/I-84 interchange travels southbound on that route, but some travels westbound
along N.E. Halsey Street and enters the project area at N.E. 223rd Avenue. N.E. 223rd Avenue
accommodates the greatest north-south traffic volume of any route between N.E. 181st Avenue
and N.E. 238th Drive. The status and designations of the existing roadways in the vicinity of
the project area are described in Section 1.

1991 Traffic Circulation

Existing traffic data indicate that the greatest travel demands in the project area are the
eastbound to southbound PM peak hour traffic flows. The heaviest midblock traffic flow

~ demands are found during the PM peak hour on N.E. 223rd Avenue southbound (620 vehicles

per hour (vph)), N.E. 202nd Avenue southbound (435 vph), and N.E. Glisan Street eastbound
(395 vph). Approach demands are greatest at N.E. Halsey Street eastbound at N.E. 201st
Avenue (645 vph), N.E. 223rd Avenue southbound at N.E. Glisan Street (620 vph), and N.E.
Glisan Street eastbound at N.E. 202nd Avenue (535 vph).

1991 Traffic Safety

Accident statistics for the years 1983 through 1989 (provided by Multnomah County) indicate
that no major traffic safety conflicts exist in the project area. No locations had an accident rate
greater than one accident per million entering vehicles, the guidelines used by ODOT for safety
analyses of intersections in the Portland metropolitan area.
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Year 2015 Conditions

Traffic Network

The base street network projected for the design year (2015) analyses is the 2005 network found
in the RTP plus those projects planned by Multnomah County.

Traffic Circulation

Year 2010 forecasts from Metro were extrapolated to provide the basis for year 2015 vehicular
traffic volumes. These forecasts indicate that the dominant traffic flow demands will be similar
to existing conditions, i.e., predominantly eastbound to southbound during the PM peak hour.
For analysis purposes, the AM peak hour traffic volume was assumed to be 87 percent of the
PM peak hour demand, as indicated by 1991 traffic volume counts.

These forecasts also indicate that- vehicular traffic demands would grow substantially in the
project area by the year 2015 because of East Multnomah County’s growth in population and
employment, and corresponding traffic demand. New roadway access would be offered by the
1-84/207th Avenue interchange and the new N.E. 207th Avenue link between N.E. Sandy

Boulevard and N.E. Halsey Street. A large portion of traffic would leave the project area via

the intersection of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue. In contrast, some portions of
the project area would experience reduced traffic flow demand. Completion of the new I-
84/207th Avenue interchange and connection to N.E. Halsey Street would reorient many
motorists away from the 1-84/181st Avenue interchange. This would result in reduced vehicular
volume compared with existing traffic on some portions of N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. 223rd
Avenue.

Impacts
No Build Alternative

Traffic Circulation. Under the No Build Alternative, the dominant traffic flow demand
pattern during the PM peak hour would be N.E. 207th Avenue southbound to N.E. Halsey
Street, eastbound to N.E. 223rd Avenue, and then southbound on N.E. 223rd Avenue. Other
important traffic flow patterns are expected to occur on N.E. Halsey Street westbound, then
southbound on N.E. 201st Avenue. Figure 12-1 shows the 2015 PM peak hour volumes for the
No Build Alternative.

Level of Service. Existing and design year intersection analyses were conducted using
the Highway Capacity Manual methodology for signalized and unsignalized intersection
operations. Intersection operation is expressed as a level of service (LOS), using a grading scale
of A through F, with A describing free-flow travel conditions and F describing extreme
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congestion. (See Appendix E for more detailed LOS definitions.) LOS D is the Multnomah

County design standard and generally considered an acceptable condition in urban areas.

Table 12-1 shows the 2015 levels of service for intersections in the project area. The
intersections of N.E. 201st Avenue, N.E. 207th Avenue, and N.E. 223rd Avenue with N.E.
Halsey Street would be signalized, as would the intersections of N.E. 202nd Avenue and N.E.
223rd Avenue with N.E. Glisan Street. The intersections of N.E. Halsey Street and Sixth
Avenue, W. Arata Road and N.E. 223rd Avenue, and N.E. Old Barr Road and N.E. 223rd
Avenue, would be unsignalized.

In general, signalized intersections would operate worse under the No Build Alternative than
under any of the Build Alternatives. All signalized intersections would operate at LOS F except
the intersection of N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street, which would operate at LOS A.
In contrast, all unsignalized intersections would operate at an equal or better level of service
under the No Build Alternative as compared to the Build Alternatives.

Traffic Safety. Future traffic safety conditions can be forecast by reviewing the level
of congestion and the level of roadway design in an area. Despite planned improvements
projected for project area roadways and intersections (such as widening and signal system
modernization), the number of potential traffic safety conflicts in the area can be expected to
increase with increases in traffic demand and incidents of intersection failure (i.e., LOS F
conditions) under the No Build Alternative.

Emergency Vehicle Services. It is anticipated that emergency vehicle service reaction
times to the project area from I-84 will be improved under the No Build Alternative over the
existing street system patterns and operations. For example, emergency vehicles arriving from
I-84 must circulate from either the N.E. 181st or N.E. 238th Avenue interchanges to reach the
project area. The 1-84/207th Avenue interchange constructed under the No Build Alternative
would provide more direct access to the cities of Fairview and Gresham. However, response
time may increase with the No Build Alternative over existing conditions due to increased traffic
demands with no increase in roadway capacity.

Build Alternatives

Under each of the Build Alternatives, area roadways would be brought up to current County
standards. As a result, all signalized intersections would operate at a better level of service
under the Build Alternatives than under the No Build Alternative. With the exception of N.E.
201st Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street under Alternative 3A, all signalized intersections would
operate at LOS D or better. These improvements are expected to result in overall reductions
in the number of potential safety conflicts in the project area compared to the No Build
Alternative. Appendix F presents proposed intersection configurations for each of the Build
Alternatives. '




o
L
®
o
TABLE 12-1 o
2015 ESTIMATED PM PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE ..
®
®
Alternative Alternative Alternative o
Location No Build 1E 2A 3A o
o
o
NE 201st & Halsey *F 0.86,C *D ‘ *E o
NE 223rd & Halsey *F 0.78,C 0.84,D 0.71,C o
NE 223rd & Glisan *F 0.80,C 0.84,C 0.90,D )
NE 202nd & Glisan *F 0.93,C 0.86,C 0.86,C )
NE 207th & Halsey 0.26,A 0.59,B 0.86,C 0.90,D o
NE 207th & 223rd L] 0.84,B 0.80,B = ®
NE 207th & Glisan = m = 0.66,B ®
NE 207th & Sixth L] B/F/A L] L @
NE Halsey & Sixth A/A/A A/A/A/A/A = - @
W Arata & NE 223rd A/D/A 0.90,D 0.94,D 0.84,D o
NE Old Barr & 223rd A/C/IA L] = = ®
®
Legend o
end: ®
* = ‘ Volume-to-capacity ratios exceed 1.00, i.e., volume exceeds theoretical capacity. ..
0.26,A = 26% of intersection capacity in demand, level of service A.
B/FIA = Level of service at unsignalized three-way intersection: Major street left turn/Minor street left
turn/Minor street right turn.
A/BIC/D/E =  Level of service at unsignalized four-way intersection: Major street left turn/Minor street 1 left
turn/Minor street 1 right turn/Minor street 2 left turn/Minor street 2 right turn.
= Not analyzed.

B = Intersection does not exist under this alternative.
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Each of the Build Alternatives is generally expected to result in improved emergency service
vehicle response times in comparison to the No Build Alternative. The primary reason for this
would be the extension of the 207th Avenue Connector to more direct connections to the arterial
street system. In addition, all of the Build Alternatives would increase the capacity of the N.E.
223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street intersection, which would result in improved LOS, shorter
queue lengths, and reduced delay over the No Build Alternative. Traffic operations at the
intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and W. Arata Road would be more constrained under the
Build Alternatives than the No Build Alternative, which could result in poor response time
upstream and downstream from this location. Finally, while traffic flow operations at the
intersection of N.E. 201st Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street would be improved over the No Build
Alternative under Alternatives 2A and 3A, traffic conditions would continue to be constrained.

Alternative 1E

Traffic Network. Alternative 1E would have several features not shared by the other
Build Alternatives. The section of N.E. Halsey Street between N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E.
213th Avenue would be removed. In addition, Sixth Street would be extended south from its
intersection with N.E. Halsey Street to meet N.E. 207th Avenue. N.E. 207th Avenue would
extend easterly from its intersection with N.E. Halsey Street to a new "T" intersection with N.E.
223rd Avenue. ’

Traffic Circulation. Alternatives 1E and 2A would include the widening to five lanes
of N.E. 223rd Avenue between N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street. Construction of the
207th Avenue Connector from N.E. Halsey Street to N.E. 223rd Avenue would permit more
direct access for motorists oriented to the dominant PM peak hour traffic flow demand pattern
(i.e., from the west to points south of the 207th Avenue Connector). Consequently, the 207th
Avenue Connector is expected to attract much of the area’s through traffic away from other
roadways. Figure 12-2 shows these volumes for Alternative 1E. '

Level of Service Analysis. With the Alternative 1E alignment, all but one area
intersection would operate at LOS D or better (see Table 12-1). The three-way unsignalized
intersection of Sixth Street and the 207th Avenue Connector would operate at LOS F for the
minor street left-turn movements. This condition results from infrequent gaps in the heavy
major street traffic stream for motorists seeking to make left turns at the intersection. However,

“the traffic conditions would not warrant a traffic signal (according to warrant 11 in the Manual

on Uniform Traffic Control Devices) until year 2015.
Emergency Vehicle Services. Alternative 1E would have a disadvantage over the other

Build Alternatives for emergency vehicles because under this alignment N.E. Halsey Street
would be discontinuous, which would eliminate direct east-west travel on N.E. Halsey Street.
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Alternative 2A

Traffic Network. The route for the 207th Avenue Connector under Alternative 2A
would be similar to the route under Alternative 1E, but farther south. As a result, Sixth Avenue
would not extend south from N.E. Halsey Street to N.E. 207th Avenue, and the intersection of
N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E. 223rd Avenue would be farther south. The design of the
intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street would be the same as in Alternative
1E. Unlike Alternative 1E, Alternative 2A would feature a continuous N.E. Halsey Street.

Traffic Circulation. Vehicular traffic in Alternative 2A would follow patterns similar
to those described for Alternative 1E, with the exception that east-west traffic flow on N.E.
Halsey Street would continue east and not terminate at the 207th Avenue Connector. Figure 12-
3 shows these traffic volumes.

Level of Service Analysis. Under Alternative 2A, all intersections would operate at LOS
D or better, similar to Alternative 1E. However, the volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio at the
intersection of N.E. 201st Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street would be significantly higher than in
Alternative 1E. In addition, the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and W. Arata Road would
have two movements operating at worse than LOS D: the northbound through movement and
the westbound left-turn movement. See Table 12-1 for the levels of service at individual
intersections.

Alternative 3A

Traffic Network. The alignment of the 207th Avenue Connector under Alternative 3A
would be different from the other two Build Alternatives. In Alternative 3A, the 207th Avenue
Connector would terminate in a "T" intersection with N.E. Glisan Street, not N.E. 223rd
Avenue. Consequently, N.E. Glisan Street would be widened to five lanes between N.E. 207th
and N.E. 223rd Avenues.

Traffic Circulation. As a result of the southerly orientation of Alternative 3A, traffic
circulation would be slightly different than in the other two Build Alternatives. (See Figure 12-

~ 4.) The southerly orientation would alter the dominant southbound to eastbound traffic flow

during the PM peak hour. Vehicle demands would increase on the eastbound approach of the
intersection of N.E. Glisan Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue, as compared to the other alternatives.
At the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street, the dominant movement would
be the eastbound right-turn movement. Conversely, vehicular demands would be reduced on
many of the approaches to the intersections of N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. 223rd Avenue, and
N.E. 202nd Avenue and N.E. Glisan Street.

Level of Service Analysis. Unlike the other two Build Alternatives, Alternative 3A

contains one signalized intersection with an overall LOS E: the intersection of N.E. 201st
Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street. The v/c ratio of this intersection would also be significantly

67

,oéoooooo-oooooooooooo‘ooooo:

l



O...Q......Q...OO..QV..O....‘.OOOOQ.‘.0.....0.0.0.‘0...‘

| ‘@‘
Q gliveo
[ -84 002 {-245 =
JIN1r45 b
2021 317 W NS O
4425—~ £ =
125N _ O DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
‘1 T .
E X
Qu ®
|
w 00 S22
o |~ NE ’%- 365 L//m;%g
0 o [
a0 | — J\i—345 5o N/
I 735 NE. HALSEY T. e ETanmel 0
57 [N1r 520~ ALTEWA?T\FE‘“¢\JMJQ4O i
475~ 000 : E 25/ BTV RS
485N | 8 nQ |vo 135 = 1125~ | HQ
QO w35 ]
21\ riios ui
ui <G sT N S
2 w8 |98 1
< s 205 7% 0
5'}:) OLD BARR QQ %
0 ROAD =9l 1o o
~ IN7B5 W ARATA )
l (f){ ROAD uz,l
“ O
0 00
i QM IS0
% DV | 1O
((:: FAIRVIEW CITY LIMITS . 7 ; . f‘ﬁE
o\ %20 GRESHATICITTLIIT® — NLE. GLISAN ST. 222*@1 2 tg
QRR\" 0 AN P
- \\. '’ o
J \ (O Y
45 4 S‘)‘N
BoOw S
- 35~
FIGURE 12-2




.....0.0.......QQ.C.'....0.‘O..Q...OQ..Q.....O.Q.‘.QQ..

| -84 gmg ::263%5
Ji\1,50
DEM
4420 -1 20D
: 325 ™ T DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
*.._
™ .
QY
m: q
03“‘ z-ro
mc“?.o o '}"9§ h%o
JIY 738 NE. HALSEY oT ST
2236 B
420~ | @Y 8 222 ‘Qm of i
0 Qo|=20 . oF >
. J sl rigs - - ALT_‘_EWA__T!VE_2A - - __J_L <
< 97 M o\ 1
S »\P“"% : - ggg 1055~ §§ g
9 (oD BARR  win ~
0 ROAD OOl 145 1
N Idr 160 W ARATA A
ui tr ROAD
Z 11
i, o
‘ 00Ol 155
e iy LiTs NE. GLISAN ST. SIS
GRESMAM CITY LIMITS 240} - ‘ (
320 = i
IO~ &0
FIGURE 12-3
2015 TRAFFIC YOLUME
PM PEAK HOUR




.O..Q.'.OC...O..O........Q'Q‘Q..O..000..0.0.000...‘.QQC.

81889
| -84 JIN\r20
ag i N/ (- (D)
0y dnh
440011200
3B0O™ -;rt DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
=
RN
ui g
0 00 %‘lo
oo =5 %%% 76°
JiN 35 N.E. HALSEY ST 20}\ ST7
538 = 8{‘3&: A%g:‘§§0 0 feo
PEON R \x , 739 7% u
X ST M N
‘qf/ “Ab 2@5‘( ggg a
oy
W an 38l s N
\4 Tdr 115w araTA [ [
\ P
[ ]
o Dl
ERi we6s 8 :-‘62’2;50
FAIRVIEW CITY LIMITS \-—-225 reb
GRESHATCITY s B NE. GLISAN ST. Ntr
470~ D
HER
FIGURE 12-4
ALTERNATIVE 3A
2015 TRAFFIC YOLUME
PM PEAK HOUR




‘ ‘.OOOQ.Q‘.‘QQCQ.O..OQ..‘..Q..

higher than in Alternative 1E. However, Alternative 3A represents an improvement in traffic
conditions at the N.E. 201st Avenue/N.E. Halsey Street intersection over the No Build
Alternative. Table 12-1 shows the overall levels of service for other intersections (all of which
are LOS D or better).

Indirect Impacts

In general, the proposed project would be indirectly beneficial to the relief of traffic congestion,
and the reduction of travel and emergency response times. As noted previously, the project
could facilitate an acceleration in the rate of growth in the region. If growth occurs faster than

projected, traffic volumes may similarly increase at an accelerated rate, thus resulting in lower
levels of service in the 2015 design year.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures would be required.

ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION MODES

Existing Conditions

Transit Service

Currently, three Tri-Met bus routes pass through the project area (routes 24, 81, and 80). A
park-and-ride lot for route 24 is.provided at the intersection of N.E. 201st Avenue and N.E.

Halsey Street.

Access to MAX, the region’s light rail system, is available from the Gateway and Rockwood
Transit Centers. These locations are connected to the project area via bus routes 24 and 81.

‘Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Multnomah County street standards require sidewalks on all urban streets. In addition to N.E.
201st/N.E. 202nd Avenue, N.E. 223rd Avenue, N.E. Glisan Street, and N.E. Halsey Street,
the 207th Avenue Connector is a designated bikeway in Multnomah County’s Bicycle Master
Plan.
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Railroads

The Union Pacific Railroad owns track on the south side of I-84, north of the project area. In
the future, the at-grade crossing near the I-84/238th Avenue interchange will be a grade-
separated crossing. No substantial changes would be made to this rail corridor by the 207th
Avenue Connector project, which would also be grade-separated from the tracks near the I-
84/207th Avenue interchange.

Impacts
No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, increased vehicular volume without concurrent roadway

improvements would increase congestion and bus travel times. This alternative would not
connect a bikeway between the existing facility on N.E. 223rd Avenue south of N.E. Glisan

Street and the bike path being constructed along I-84, nor would it provide any additional

pedestrian facilities in the project area.

Build Alternatives

The Build Alternatives would generally represent an improvement in bus travel time and
passenger pickup/discharge operation because of the generally improved intersection operations
that would result from the proposed alignments. Under Alternative 1E, buses on N.E. Halsey
Street would be diverted to the 207th Avenue Connector between N.E. 207th Avenue and N.E.
223rd Avenue, thus potentially offsetting any travel time savings resulting from improved traffic
operations in the area, and locating bus stops further from residential neighborhoods.

There are currently no plans to add transit service on any of the alternative alignments. None
of the Build Alternatives would impact current service or routes, except for potential minor
changes in bus stop locations and as noted previously for Alternative 1E.

New roadway construction associated with the Build Alternatives would include the provision
of five-foot sidewalks on each side of the street.. As a major arterial, County standards require
that the 207th Avenue Connector should be signed as a bikeway, either with a shared roadway
or a striped bike lane (Multnomah County, 1990). The conceptual cross section for the roadway
includes a striped bicycle lane on each side of the roadway.
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Indirect Impacts
No indirect impacts to alternative transportation modes would be expected. The project could
accelerate the growth rate in the region, and if growth occurs faster than projected, demand for
alternative transportation modes could also increase at an accelerated rate.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures would be required.
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SECTION 13
CONFORMANCE WITH AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

Existing Conditions
Air Quality Management

The project area is located within the Portland-Vancouver Air Quality Maintenance Area
(AQMA). DEQ is the governing air pollution control agency for the Portland area. The region
is currently designated as a non-attainment area for ozone and carbon monoxide (CO).

Ambient Air Quality Conditions

Several ambient air quality monitoring stations are maintained in the Portland-Vancouver
AQMA. Data from stations close to the project show a downward trend in CO levels. Ambient
CO levels for the project area are projected to be 1.9 parts per million (ppm) in the year 1990,
1.8 ppm in the year 1995, 1.7 ppm in years 2000 and 2010, and 1.5 ppm in 2015. There is no
annual National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for CO; the eight-hour CO NAAQS
is 9 ppm, and the one-hour NAAQS is 35 ppm. Average mean ozone levels have been
increasing in the Portland-Vancouver AQMA since reaching a low point in 1983.

Impacts
Construction Activities

Air quality effects of construction are addressed in Section 15.

Local Air Quality/Carbon Monoxide (CO) Analysis

Results of the localized air quality/CO analysis for existing, No Build, and Build conditions are
presented on Table 13-1. CO concentrations were estimated at 11 different receptor locations
(see Figure 13-1):

Peak CO concentrations for existing conditions and all of the alternatives are expected to be far
below the one-hour standard of 35 ppm and the eight-hour standard of 9 ppm. (U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidelines suggest multiplying the one-hour CO value
by .7 to estimate the eight-hour level.) Thus, it is not expected that the CO standard would be
exceeded with any of the alternatives.
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TABLE 13-1

PREDICTED PEAK HOUR LOCAL CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (parts per million)

00 0000000000000 0000000000 R
Receptor Existing 2015 No Build 2015 Altemnative 1E 2015 Alternative 2A 2015 Alternative 3A
1991 CO Conc.  Changevs. 1CO Conc. Changevs. Changevs. No | CO Conc. Changevs. Changevs. No | CO Conc. Changevs.  Change vs. No
CO Cone. Existing Existing Build Existing Build Existing Build

1 23 1.8 -0.5 1.7 ~0.6 -0.1 1.7 -0.6 -0.1 1.7 ~0.6 0.1

2 2.1 1.7 ~0.4 1.6 ~-0.5 ~0.1 1.6 -0.5 ~{.1 1.7 ~0.4 0.0

3 23 1.8 -0.5 16 ~0.7 ~0.2 1.6 -0.7 -0.2 1.7 -06 -0.1

4 22 1.7 ~0.5 1.6 -0.6 ~0.1 1.6 0.6 ~0.1 1.8 ~0.4 0.1

5 2.5 20 ~0.5 2.1 ~0.4 0.1 20 -0.5 00 1.9 -0.6 -0.1

6 24 2.1 ~-0.3 2.1 ~0.3 0.0 22 ~0.2 0.1 19 ~0.5 ~0.2

7 2.5 2.1 ~0.4 22 -0.3 0.1 1.9 ~0.6 ~0.2 1.9 0.6 ~-0.2

8 26 20 0.6 22 -0.4 02 1.9 0.7 ~0.1 1.9 ~0.7 ~0.1

9 2.1 1.7 0.4 2.1 0.0 04 1.6 -0.5 -0.1 1.5 ~0.6 -0.2
10 2.1 1.7 -0.4 16 ~0.5 - ~0.1 19 0.2 0.2 1.6 ~0.5 -0.1
i1 1.9 15 ~0.4 1.5 -0.4 0.0 1.5 ~0.4 0.0 1.8 ~0.1 0.3

Receptor location descriptions;

Receptors 1, 2, 3, and 4: 400 feet from the proposed intersection of Alternative 3A and N.E. Glisan Street, 12 feet from the nearest travel lane at the northwest, northeast, southwest and southeast
cOommers. ‘

Receptors 5 and 6: 400 feet south of the proposed intersection of Alternative 2A and N.E. 223rd Avenue, 12 feet from the nearest travel lane on the east and west sides of N.E. 223rd Avenue.

Receptors 7 and 8: 200 feet south of the proposed intersection of Alternative 1E and N.E. 223rd Avenue, 12 feet from the nearest travel lane on the east and west sides of N.E. 223rd Avenue.
Receptor 7 is representative of the southern part of the Poplar Mobile Manor and the residence north of the Multnomah Kennel Club.

Receptors 9, 10, and 11: Midblock receptors located 12 feet from the nearest travel lane of Alternatives 3A, 2A, and 1E, respectively.
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Conformity with the State Implementation Plan

Non-attainment areas are required under the Clean Air Act to have state implementation plans
(SIP) for control of pollutants which exceed National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).
The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) require revision of the existing SIP, including
the criteria and procedures for assessing the conformity of transportation plans, programs, and
projects.

The interim period between CAAA enactment and approval of a revised SIP for the Portland-
Vancouver AQMA is divided into two phases. Phase 1 is the period between enactment and
promulgation of the EPA/USDOT final rule which contains the criteria and procedures required
for determining conformity. Phase 2 is the period between promulgation of the EPA/USDOT
final rule and EPA approval of the revised SIP.

The conformity determination for this project was assessed using the criteria and procedures for
determining conformity during Phase 1 of the interim period. Project conformity during Phase
1 is based on the following specific requirements:

®  The project is included in Metro’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the
Portland metropolitan area. Conformity for the TIP for fiscal years 1993 through post-
1996 was determined by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) on September
1, 1992, and by FHWA on September 30, 1992.

®  The design concept and scope of the project have not changed since the TIP was found
to conform.

®  An analysis of CO emissions shows that the project will eliminate or reduce the number
and severity of CO NAAQS violations in the project area, and that the project will not
cause or contribute to any new CO violations.

The 207th Avenue Connector project meets the specific requirements for project conformity
determination during Phase 1 of the interim period, therefore, this project conforms to the SIP
for the Portland-Vancouver AQMA.

Indirect Impacts

No indirect adverse air quality impacts would be expected as a result of the proposed project.
In conjunction with the 1-84/207th Avenue interchange and other committed projects for the
area, the improvements to the street system will decrease localized air quality impacts through

- improved traffic circulation.
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SECTION 14
TRAFFIC NOISE

The human ear responds to a wide range of sound intensities. The decibel (dB) scale used to
describe sound is a logarithmic rating system which accounts for the large differences in audible
sound levels. This scale expresses the human perception of a doubling of loudness as an
increase of 10 dB. Therefore, a 70 dB sound level will be perceived as twice as loud as a 60
dB sound level. When addressing the effects of noise on people, the frequency-weighting most
often used is "A-weighting," and measurements are reported in "A-weighted decibels" or dBA.

Existing Conditions

Ambient noise levels were measured at five sites in the project area (see Figure 14-1 and Table
14-1). The noise measurements consisted of noise from traffic, aircraft, and trains, as well as
from domestic animals. All of these noise sources are common to the project area. The
modeled existing conditions show FHW A noise abatement criteria are not exceeded. (See Table
14-2 for criteria.) During field observations, measurement sites 3 and 5, two of the most likely
residences to be affected by the project, matched or exceeded FHWA standards of 67 dBA for
receiving residences.

According to the Portland International Airport 1988 Noise Abatement Report, the area of this
project falls within the Ldn 55 noise contour zone. The Ldn noise descriptor is an average of
the nighttime (10:00 PM to 7:00 AM) and daytime noise levels, giving extra weight to the
quieter times at night.

Impacts
Construction Activities

Noise from construction activities in addressed in Section 15.

Long-Term/Operational Noise--No Build and Build Alternatives

Table 14-3 presents a summary of modeled noise levels for the No Build and Build Alternatives.
The calculated noise levels are results of Stamina 2.0 modeling using traffic volumes. Note that,
to facilitate comparison with other modeled scenarios, the 1991 existing case is based on
modeled traffic, not on field observations. The differences between the field measurements and
the calculated noise levels are accounted for by sound events the model cannot incorporate. The
receptors represent the nearest residences to existing alignments as well as nearest sensitive
locations to future Build Alternatives.
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TABLE 14-1

NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA

Measurement Date & Equivalent Distance Measured Calc.
Site! Time Hour Traffic = From Center Leq’ Leq
Data of Road (ft.) Level Level®
1 11/14/91 Ambient noise 212 57 ——
16:05
2 11/14/91 Ambient noise 219 56 e
16:35
3 11/14/91 Cars-474 56 67 61
16:59 M. Trucks-5
H.Trucks-11
4 11/14/91 Ambient noise 350 57 ———
17:25
5 11/14/91 Cars-871 56 67 64
17:52 M. Trucks-9
H.Trucks-20

! Comments on site locations:

Site 1:

Site 2:

Site 3:

Site 4:

Site 5:

2leq =

On currently undeveloped land, 212 feet north of N.E. Glisan Street and 1/2 mile west of N.E. 223rd Avenue.

At property line behind stables, where people work, 219 feet south of N.E. Halsey Street, and 80 feet west
of power lines. , ~

Back yard of house at northwest corner of N.E. 213th Avenue and N.E. Halsey Street (number of residence
not visible), 56 feet from center of N.E. Halsey Street.

Property line of southwestern-most mobile hohe in mobile home park on southwest corner of Old Barr Road
and N.E. 223rd Avenue, 350 feet west of N.E, 223rd Avenue.

Front yard of residence adjacent to, and north of, the Multnomah Kennel Club, 56 feet from the center of
N.E. 223rd Avenue.

Equivalent sound level: a constant sound level that has the same sound energy as the actual fluctuating sound.

® Values for measurement sites exclude major extraneous (non-traffic) noise sources.
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TABLE 14-2

FHWA ROADWAY NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA (dBA)

Land Use Category Hourly Leq (dBA)
(A) Lands on which serenity and quiet are of 57
extraordinary significance and serve an (exterior)

important public need, and where the
preservation of those qualities is essential if
the area is to continue to serve its intended

purpose.
(B)  Picnic areas, recreation areas, playgrounds, 67
active sports areas, parks, residences, (exterior)

motels, hotels, schools, churches, libraries,
and hospitals.

(C) Developed lands, properties, or activities 72
not included in the above categories. (exterior)

») Uxideveloped lands. —

(E) Residences, motels, hotels, public meeting ‘ 52
rooms, schools, churches, libraries, (interior)
hospitals, and auditoriums.

‘f........O.Q...QC.QQ“.O.QQ

Note:  Substantial Increase criteria also exist. A "substantial increase” is considered to be an increase of 10 or more
decibels. '

Source: Oregon Department of Transportation, Environmental Section, Oregon State Highway Division, Traffic Noise
Analysis and Mitigation Manual (January 1990), Sec. 3.306.
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TABLE 14-3

- MODELED Leq FOR EXISTING CONDITIONS AND ALTERNATIVES

Receptor 1991 Modeled 2015 2015 2015 2015
(Measured)) No Build Alt. 1IE  Alt. 2A  Alt. 3A
1 (ambient) 53(57) 56 54 55 59
2 (barnyard) 54(56) 57 64 66 66
3 (213th & Halsey) 61(67) 63 64 62 62
4 (mobile homes) 56(57) : 59 62 57 56
5 (adjacent to Multnomah 64(67) 67 72 67 64

Kennel Club)

! The Stamina 2.0 noise model results for existing conditions are presented to permit comparison with future predicted
noise levels. Measured levels at receptors 3 and 5 were elevated by noise events which the model does not account for;
therefore, existing modeled results are compared with future modeled fraffic noise.

Measurement location 2 (the barnyard receptor south of N.E. Halsey Street) would experience
noise level increases over existing conditions of 10, 12, and 12 decibels for Alternatives 1E, 2A,
and 3A, respectively. According to ODOT, a traffic noise impact is defined to be "an increase
of 10 decibels or more in traffic noise.” Therefore, all three Build Alternatives would result in
a traffic noise impact at receptor location 2. Receptor 5, the residence adjacent to the
Multnomah Kennel Club, and receptor 3, at N.E. 213th Street and N.E. Halsey Street, are
locations where the noise levels currently approach or exceed 67 dBA. All other receptors
satisfy FHWA and ODOT criteria for noise levels. '

As noted above, receptor 2 would be impacted by traffic noise levels rising 10 or more decibels
due to traffic generated by any of the Build Alternatives. However, the residences near the
barnyard are at least twice as far as the barn from the proposed alignments and would experience
less than a 10-decibel increase under any Build Alternative. Barnyard activity falls within land
use category C (see Table 14-2). Noise barriers are typically not proposed for category C land
uses. :

The major noise contributor at receptor 5 is traffic, including truck compression brakes. The
effect of these devices, which is not included in the Stamina model results, is to increase the
equivalent sound level (Leq) by 4 to 6 dBA. (Leq represents a constant sound level that has the
same sound energy as the actual fluctuating sound.) These intermittent and extremely loud
events are more annoying than a steady drone of noise.
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Receptor 5 is also considered to be representative of those residences at the nearby Poplar
Mobile Manor that are closest to N.E. 223rd Avenue. A mitigation option would be a traffic
noise barrier between the residences and N.E. 223rd Avenue. However, since the residences
depend on driveway access to and from N.E. 223rd Avenue, such a barrier would not be
feasible.

Irregular pavement near receptor 3 causes elevated, intermittent noise levels when heavy trucks

drive over it. Stamina modeling shows that the traffic noise level, in the absence of the loud
noises caused by trucks going over a bump, would fall below 67 dBA.

Indirect Impatts

No indirect or secondary noise sources are expected as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures
Mitigation measures to reduce construction noise are addressed in Section 15.

As discussed above, a noise barrier along the east side of N.E. 223rd Avenue to reduce traffic
noise levels in the Poplar Mobile Manor would not be feasible since the development is
dependent on driveway access from the roadway.
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SECTION 15
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AND STAGING

CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

This section summarizes impacts associated with construction activities for the project. In
addition, measures to mitigate these impacts are presented.

Impacts
Economic Benefits

The Build Alternatives would be expected to create between 42 (with Alternative 3A) and 59
(with Alternative 1E) jobs from construction activities, based on ODOT’s factor of 16 jobs
created for every $1 million spent on highway construction. The actual number of jobs created
would depend on the construction duration. Benefits to the local community would include
purchases made by construction workers for food and gasoline.

Land Uses

Disruption of businesses and residences would occur in the short term. Alternative 3A would
have the least impact, since the majority of affected properties are unimproved. Construction
activities associated with Alternative 1E would affect residential land uses on N.E. Halsey Street
and N.E. 223rd Avenue, as well as commercial uses on N.E. 223rd Avenue. Alternative 2A
would affect fewer commercial properties than Alternative 1E because there would be no right-
of-way acquisition near the intersection of N.E. 223rd Avenue with N.E. Halsey Street and Old
Barr Road. Similarly, Alternative 2A is farther away from N.E. Halsey Street than Alternative
1E. Therefore, impacts to residences along N.E. Halsey Street from construction activities
would be less with Alternative 2A than with Alternative 1E.

Noise, Dust, and Traffic Congestion

. Construction-related impacts affecting urban uses typically include noise from construction

equipment and truck traffic; airborne dust and settled dust on parked cars, building windows,
and facades; and temporary access changes. Residents and businesses would not lose access
during construction, although access may be temporarily altered. Increased traffic congestion
could occur due to the presence of construction equipment.

Noise from construction activities may affect use of a covered horse stall on the south side of
N.E. Halsey Street west of the N.E. 207th Avenue extension. If construction noise and
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activities are disruptive to these horses, the property owners could temporarily relocate the
horses on the same property.

Wetlands and Water Quality

Construction activity for all three Build Alternatives would affect Fairview Creek, riparian

vegetation, deciduous trees, and wetlands. These resources are currently in a relatively natural -

condition. Local FP and SEC permits would be required in addition to permits for wetland fills
from ACOE and DSL.

Crossing Fairview Creek would involve construction of a bridge or box culvert at each crossing.
In either case, construction would involve removal of riparian vegetation. In addition,
construction of a box culvert would disturb the natural creek bottom, typically causing
downstream turbidity increases during construction and could potentially cause erosion of bottom
and bank sediments for years to come.

The discharge of sediment and other solids into Fairview Creek is a concern because these
materials add turbidity and can affect beneficial uses. Turbidity can reduce light penetration and
photosynthesis, hinder fish respiration, and reduce visibility which affects predation. Minor
short-term impacts would occur during construction.

The short-term impacts associated with sediment runoff from construction areas could increase
turbidity in Fairview Creek. In this regard, Alternative 2A could cause greater impacts than the
other Build Alternatives because it would involve three creek crossings. Alternatives 1E and 3A
would involve one and two creek crossings, respectively. There is also potential for pollutants
from construction equipment to be carried into the creek.

EPA/DEQ recently developed a program to control stormwater pollution. As part of that
program, NPDES permits are required for construction activities that disturb more than five
acres of land. Each of the proposed Build Alternatives would result in at least five acres of
disturbance. Therefore, a general stormwater permit (1200-CA) would be obtained from DEQ
and conditions of the permit would have to be met if any of the three Build Alternatives are
constructed.

The primary intent of the stormwater permits issued for construction activities is to prevent
erosion and the subsequent discharge of sediment into receiving waters. The permits require
preparation of erosion control plans and implementation of the plans during construction. No
significant impacts to water quality would occur due to construction of any of the Build
Alternatives provided that methods mandated by the stormwater permit are employed.
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Wildlife

Construction activity has proven to be stressful to wildlife, causing displacement, increased
mortality, destruction of movement corridors, and isolation of habitats. No adverse impacts to
sensitive, threatened, or endangered (STE) species would be expected since they are not present
in the project area.

Mitigation Measures

Water Resources
The following conditions would be observed during construction:

®  All work in the water would be confined to the low flow period between June 1 and
October 5, or as otherwise specified by ODFW. ‘

®  Adequate measures would be taken to minimize turbidity which could arise during
construction.

®m  No pollutants of any type, such as petroleum products, fresh concrete, silt, etc. would
be allowed to enter the waterway.

®  Soils disturbed by the project would be stabilized and vegetation replanted as soon as it
is practicable. ‘

®  All project debris would be removed from the stream.

In addition, permits to be obtained from ACOE, DSL, DEQ, and the City of Fairview may
require additional water quality protection measures.

Erosion

As noted above, an NPDES general stormwater permit (1200-CA) would have to be obtained
from DEQ and conditions of the permit would have to be met if any of the three Build
Alternatives are constructed. The primary intent of the stormwater permit is to prevent erosion
and the subsequent discharge of sediment into receiving waters. The permit requires preparation
and implementation of erosion control plans. The plans must consider the use of erosion control
methods such as stormwater diversion, settling ponds, filters, and seeding. Erosion control
features must be inspected regularly by the permittee during the construction period.
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The amount of bare ground exposed at a given time would be kept to a minimum as directed by
the project manager. The contractor may be required to stabilize disturbed areas and provide
other temporary erosion control measures.

Sedimentation fences would be placed as needed at the base of bare slopes to protect waterways
and wetlands from excessive siltation. The contractor would be required to prevent the spilling
or dumping of petroleum products or other polluting or toxic agents. Approved erosion control
plans would be implemented.

In addition, permits to be obtained from ACOE, DSL, DEQ, and the City of Fairview may
require additional erosion control measures.

Air Quality

Dust control measures, such as watering, would be used as needed during construction.

Noise

The following construction noise abatement measures would be mcluded in the project
specifications: :

®  No construction shall be performed within 1,000 feet of an occupied dwelling unit on
Sundays, legal holidays and between the hours of 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM on other days,
without the approval of the project manager.

®m  All equipment used shall have sound control devices no less effective than those provided
on the original equipment. No equipment shall have an unmuffled exhaust.

®  All equipment shall comply with pertinent equipment noise standards of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency.

® No pile driving or blasting operations shall be performed within 3,000 feet of an
occupied dwelling unit on Sundays, legal holidays, and between the hours of 8:00 PM
and 7:00 AM on other days, without the approval of the project manager.

®  The noise from rock crushing or screening operations performed within 3,000 feet of any
occupied dwelling shall be mitigated by strategic placement of material stockpiles
between the operation and the affected dwelling or by other means approved by the
project manager.
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Should a specific noise complaint occur during project construction, the contractor, at his own
expense, may be required to implement one or more of the following noise mitigation measures
as directed by the project manager:

®  Locate stationary construction equipment as far from nearby noise sensitive properties
as possible.

B  Shut off idling equipment.

B Reschedule construction operations to avoid periods of noise annoyance identified in the
complaint.

B Notify nearby residents whenever extremely noisy work will be occurring.

m  Install temporary or portable acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise
sources.

Local governments may have noise ordinances which control construction noise. Construction
activities shall be in compliance with any local noise ordinance.

Historical Resources

If the City of Fairview applies the HR overlay zone to one or more of the residences on the
north side of N.E. Halsey Street that were identified in the Level 1 historic inventory, then
protection from noise, dust, and vibrations associated with construction may be required. If the
HR overlay is applied, the sensitivity of these buildings to construction activity should be
investigated.

Archaeological Resources

Should archaeological resources or Indian burials be encountered during project construction,
work would cease in the vicinity and the Oregon State Museum of Anthropology, FHWA,
SHPO, and ODOT would be notified. Construction would only resume when any recommended
salvage and/or mitigation measures have been completed and approved by SHPO.

STAGING
Some traffic delays could be expected during construction of any of the Build Alternatives. No

detours would be necessary. Construction would be staged with the implementation of
temporary traffic control devices, flagging, and signing.
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SECTION 16
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

1-84/207TH AVENUE INTERCHANGE AND CONNECTOR

The 1-84/207th Avenue interchange, scheduled to begin construction in 1993, will link the
freeway with N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. Sandy Boulevard. The 207th Avenue Connector
project would extend the improved five-lane roadway south and east to the N.E. Glisan
Street/N.E. 223rd Avenue intersection. As noted previously, the interchange project is part of
planned improvements to I-84 from N.E. 181st Avenue to the Sandy River, and has been
evaluated in the Supplemental Draft EIS and Final EIS for that project. By dispersing the traffic
bound to/from I-84, it will generally improve traffic circulation and operations in the east county
area.

Because the 207th Avenue interchange and Connector projects would be physically linked and
would both be in the same geographic area, it is important to recognize the potential cumulative
impacts from the two projects, particularly in the following topic areas:

Right-of-Way

The 1-84 widening will displace 7 businesses and 27 residences, and will require partial
acquisition of 33 parcels without displacement of structures. The 1-84/207th Avenue interchange
project will affect 20 parcels, and will displace 10 mobile homes and four single family
residences. No additional impacts would result if the No Build Alternative is selected for the
207th Avenue Connector project. If a Build Alternative is selected, the number of additional
parcels affected would be between 7 (Alternatives 2A and 3A) and 12 (Alternative 1E). No
additional displacements would result from the 207th Avenue Connector project.

Traffic Noise

In general, cumulative noise levels will increase on roadways in the vicinity of the project area
with or without the proposed 207th Avenue Connector project (see Table 14-3 in Section 14
which presents estimated year 2015 noise levels). Noise walls will be constructed in the vicinity
of the 207th Avenue interchange and along I-84 to mitigate noise impacts in the vicinity of the
freeway and interchange areas. (An indirect effect could result if the walls block any protected
visual resources.) Noise walls would not be required for the section of N.E. 207th Avenue
extending south from the interchange to N.E. Halsey Street. Construction of a noise barrier to
reduce the potentially significant noise increase estimated to occur in the residential areas along
N.E. 223rd Avenue (with Alternative 1E only) is not considered feasible. (See Section 14.)
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Air Quality

Neither the 1-84/207th Avenue interchange nor the 207th Avenue Connector, individually or
jointly, is expected to result in ambient carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations in excess of
federal standards. Future CO emissions are expected to decrease, even with increasing traffic
volumes, because more efficient CO emission controls are forecast.

Visual Resources

Views to and from the freeway will be affected by the construction of noise walls at the

interchange, as noted above. South of N.E. Halsey Street, the generally flat terrain and existing

vegetation limit views to or from the 207th Avenue connector where the alignment options pass
through undeveloped parcels. Those segments of the connector along existing transportation
corridors (N.E. 223rd Avenue or N.E. Glisan Street) would not impact any significant visual
resources, nor would the Build Alternatives significantly change views of the roadway.

OTHER CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

In addition to the improvements to I-84 and construction of the 207th Avenue interchange, there
are several other transportation projects planned or recently completed within the general vicinity
of the project area, including: '

® I8 Widening from four to six lanes between N.E. 111th Avenue and N.E. 181st
Avenue (ODOT--completed);

®  Reconstruction of the I-84 interchange at N.E. 181st Avenue (ODOT--completed);

®  Airport Way widening and extending the present terminus at N.E. 138th Avenue
to N.E. Sandy Boulevard at N.E. 181st Avenue (local--under construction);

®  Mount Hood Parkway from I-84 to U.S. 26 in Gresham (ODOT--project
' development); ‘

®  Birdsdale Bypass (local--planned); and

®  Towel-Regner Collector (local--planned).
These current and future projects are located in the Portland metropolitan area’s rural-urban
fringe, and are aimed at serving existing and planned urban growth. On a cumulative basis, they

would improve the traffic circulation of the area. Depending on how these projects are staged,
the construction activities of these projects could overlap, and could result in cumulative
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construction-related impacts (e.g., traffic congestion, increased dust and noise, increased

potential for erosion, etc.).

In the long term, development of these roadway projects, along with the existing and planned
urban development they would serve, would result in cumulative impacts to the environment
(e.g., disturbance of natural resources and wetlands, water quality degradation, increased noise,
etc.). These impacts would, for the most part, be limited to areas within the UGB. Land uses
within the UGB are designated by the comprehensive plans of the local jurisdictions.

For the area in the vicinity of the proposed project and other roadway improvements described
above, most existing agricultural and undeveloped areas will eventually be converted to urban
uses in accordance with local comprehensive plans. The roadway improvements would serve
existing and future urban uses, but they are not expected to alter the amount of urban
development in the UGB. They could, however, accelerate the rate of development in their
vicinity. In addition, they could create pressures on local jurisdictions to rezone some properties
from residential or industrial uses to commercial uses (e.g., properties adjacent to new or
improved roadways where visibility and access may be improved) However, this would not be
expected to significantly alter potential environmental effects since development would occur
with our without the roadway improvements.

As part of the I-84 FEIS, potential cumulative wetlands impacts resulting from the I-84 project,
and other roadway and land use development projects in the vicinity of the I-84 project, were
evaluated. It was estimated that, in addition to impacts to a number of stream corridors,
approximately 450 acres of wetlands would be affected. Although significant effects to these
wetlands could be minimized by wetlands replacement or other measures, it was acknowledged
that some loss of wetlands acreage and functional wildlife habitat could occur. The FEIS also
concluded that there could be cumulative effects on wetlands due to changes in water quality or
drainage patterns as a result of urban development.

Measures to mitigate environmental effects associated with development of urban uses and the
roadway improvements that serve them are addressed in the comprehensive plans and zoning
ordinances of the local jurisdictions, and by regulatory agencies (i.e., ACOE, ODFW, DEQ,
etc.). For example, local comprehensive plans and zoning ordinances outline policies,
regulations, and land use designations with which individual development projects must comply
in accordance with statewide planning laws and goals, and local, state, and federal laws that
protect natural resources. Also, when individual projects affect natural resources protected
under local, state, and/or federal regulations (e.g., wetlands, air quality, or water quality),
review and permit regulations are in place that require the responsible agencies to take into
account the potential cumulative effects of numerous individual development projects on a
protected resource, and to require changes to the projects or mitigation measures that would
reduce potential cumulative impacts.

87



0000000000000 00000000000000

‘0..QQ.COQ....QQQ‘O.Q.‘OQQC.

SECTION 17
SUMMARY OF LONG-TERM MITIGATION MEASURES

This section presents a summary of measures proposed to mitigate impacts of the proposed
project. These measures are primarily to address long-term or operational impacts. Measures
to reduce the effects of construction activities are presented in Section 15.

RIGHT-OF-WAY

Owners of affected properties would be paid fair market value for land aéquired, and for any
damages to remaining property. For Alternative 1E, fencing, a metal gate, and a portion of the
covered horse stall would need to be acquired for the proposed right-of-way.

HYDROLOGY

Proper design, construction, and maintenance of the drainage facilities associated with proposed
project would prevent near-site hydrologic and hydraulic problems from occurring. For
example, creek crossing structures would be sized to accommodate peak flows and velocities for
flood control and safe fish passage; and the internal roadway drainage system, consisting of
inlets, catch basins, and pipes would be maintained on a regular basis.

WATER QUALITY

Pollutant loadings from constructed roadway surfaces would be reduced by adding design
features that convey stormwater runoff to controlled areas rather than allowing random runoff
to occur. For example, curbs and gutters could be used to route runoff to catch basins and
sewers that would convey stormwater to a central area where sedimentation, filtration, and other
pollutant removal mechanisms would reduce the pollutant loadings to the receiving stream.
Grass-lined swales would be an appropriate method of centralized treatment.

To protect surface water and groundwater from impacts due to accidental spills, the grass-lined
swales could be designed with detention capacity. They could be lined with clay or other
impervious materials and have controlled discharge or sufficient hydraulic detention time to
allow spilled materials to be removed from the basin before discharge occurs.
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WETLANDS

If a particular wetland cannot be avoided by simply altering the alignment of a given alternative,
then specific design considerations such as bridging, steepening roadway shoulders, constructing
retaining walls, installing bioswales, or a combination of the above, must be considered first to
reduce impacts to the wetland. Once the best method for impact reduction is selected, then
compensation for those impacts that are unavoidable must be designed. Wetland value

assessment is used to design appropriate compensatory mitigation to replace those wetland

functional values that would be lost by implementation of the selected roadway alternative.

Mitigation actions described herein are conceptual; acreages needed for mitigation would be
based on replacement-to-loss ratios. These ratios must be approved by both DSL and ACOE
before final mitigation plans are developed. Detailed mitigation plans will be developed if a
Build Alternative is selected for advancement.

Recommended mitigation measures for the selected alternative include the following:
®  replacement of lost basin storage volume due to roadway construction;
®  incorporation of retention or detention ponds;

®  incorporation of bioswales and other biofiltration methods into the design to cleanse
roadway runoff prior to discharge into the Fairview Creek system; and

®  enhancement of existing wetlands or creation of new wetlands on a scale at least equal
to that lost.

Crossing Fairview Creek would involve construction of a bridge or box culvert. In either case,
construction would involve removal of riparian vegetation. In addition, construction of a box
culvert would disturb the natural creek bottom, typically causing downstream turbidity increases
during construction, and if done incorrectly, could potentially cause erosion of bottom and bank
sediments for years to come. Mitigation could be accomplished by excavating recently deposited
sediments from the channel, widening the creek channel, regrading the creek banks to form
gentler slopes, and then revegetating. These actions would help control erosion, decrease water
temperature and siltation, and provide a more diverse habitat for wildlife. Fish habitat
improvements such as log weirs, pool and riffle creation, boulder installation, and planting of
overshading vegetation would be appropriate.

Removal of a portion of the old fill north of N.E. Glisan Street and east of Alternative 3A, or
enlargement of the borrow pit to create a shallow wetland littoral shelf zone, would be the two
most effective wetland mitigation actions. Grading and planting these areas to create both
shallow emergent zones and a forested fringe could provide the correct type of wetland
functional replacement, in addition to allowing for effective groundwater discharge and recharge.
The biological support function would also be replaced effectively by successful wetland creation
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in either of these two locations, with a mix of shallow emergent marsh and forested swamp
zones positioned to create good protective cover for waterfowl and other wildlife.

NATURAL RESOURCES

Habitat enhancement and creation would be incorporated into any wetland mitigation plan.
Possible mitigation measures for wildlife could include:

®  Sizing of hydraulic structures at creek crossings to prevent exceeding the maximum safe
velocity for fish passage.

®  Enhancement of riparian areas along Fairview Creek to lower water temperature, prevent
erosion of banks and turbidity, and improve wildlife habitat.

®m  Enhancement of shrubby-herbaceous habitat to increase foraging and breeding ground
value.

®  Enhancement of lake area to improve year-round usage by wildlife by providing nest
boxes, increasing foraging potential, and improving vegetative connections with other
habitats.

SOILS

‘O...O.C..Q........Q..‘QQ..,

The stability of road embankments and the underlying soils will be assured by using measures
approved by professional engineering geologists or geotechnical engineers.
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SECTION 18
COMMENTS AND COMMUNICATION

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

A 207th Connector Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) representing residents and businesses
in the project area was formed in 1989 and held three meetings to provide input during the
development of the alternatives. The meetings were open to the public. The following parties
were represented on the CAC:

City of Fairview
City of Wood Village
~ Multnomah Kennel Club
Tektronix
Fujitsu Microelectronics
Riedel Resources
Fairview Travel
Wistful Vista/Halsey Neighborhood
Minit Mart Store #35

A summary of the three CAC meetings is presented below.

CAC Meeting #1--July 21, 1989

- The CAC was presented with three general corridor concepts for the 207th Avenue Connector

south of N.E. Halsey Street and 11 alternative alignments within the three corridors. In
addition, two alignments were refined for the north segment corridor alternatives. Issues raised
at the meeting included concerns for: traffic control at N.E. Halsey Street and N.E. 207th
Avenue, traffic volumes on N.E. Halsey Street, property acquisition effects, need for a barrier
to protect residential areas, impacts on schools, effects on Fairview Creek, impact of splitting
the large area zoned for industrial use, and construction costs. In addition, the CAC identified
a set of nine objectives for the proposed project (the objectives listed in Section 1).

CAC Meeting #2--August 24, 1989

At the second CAC meeting, Multnomah County presented its draft design study report and the
results of its evaluation of the alternatives. County staff had evaluated the 11 south alignment
alternatives and two north segment alignment alternatives against the project objectives in a
matrix format. After discussion, the CAC approved the evaluation process and formally adopted
the nine project objectives. In addition, the CAC requested that Alternative 3A be realigned to
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more closely parallel the ponds in the vicinity of the 207th Avenue Connector and N.E. Glisan
Street intersection.

CAC Meeting #3--September 28, 1989

At the third meeting, the CAC reviewed the evaluation matrix that had been adjusted to reflect
the revision to Alternative 3A. Following discussion, the CAC determined that Alternatives 1E,
2A, and 3A of the south alignment, and the easternmost alignment of the northern segment
should be carried into the environmental process. The CAC found that, of the three south
alternatives, Alternative 1E is not desirable due to its disruption of N.E. Halsey Street traffic
circulation, but it would avoid much of the environmentally sensitive natural area. Alternatives
2A and 3A were considered the most desirable by the CAC, but the committee suggested that
their alignments be adjusted to recognize the Multnomah Kennel Club parking area and existing
lot lines where development is anticipated. Public comments received at the third CAC meeting
raised concerns regarding traffic circulation and noise effects.

CONTINUING PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

A public hearing or hearings will be held to receive public comment prior to selection of a
preferred alternative.
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SECTION 19
LIST OF PREPARERS

DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

Brown, Bernard T., Hazardous Materials Assessor, B.B.S. Valuation and Property Management,
environmental experience since 1986.

Bruesch, Beverly, AICP, Environmental Planner, B.A. Social Ecology, environmental
experience since 1979.

Carr, Stewart M., E.I.T., Engineering Designer, B.S. Civil Engineering, environmental
experience since 1983.

Cunningham, Susan L., Environmental Scientist, B.S. Biology, environmental experience since
1989.

Devroy, Lawrence L., Wetland Ecologist, M.S., Marine Biology, B.S. Zoology, environmental
experience since 1980.

Garber, Sorin B., Senior Transportation Planner, M.U.P. Urban Planning, B.A. Social Science,
environmental experience since 1981.

Gifford, Kristina L., Planner, B.A. Communications, environmental experience since 1991.

Hanf, Lisa Berzok, M.C.P. in City Planning, B.A. Environmental Studies, environmental
experience since 1985.

Lyman, Jay, P.E., Project Manager, B.A. Economics, B.S. Civil Engineering, environmental
experience since 1979.

Rowden, William C., Transportation Planner, B.S. Civil Engineering, environmental experience
since 1991.

Vigil, Kenneth M., P.E., Civil/Environmental Engineer, M.S. Environmental Engineering, B.S.
Civil Engineering, environmental experience since 1989.

Zais, Elliot J., P.E., Senior Environmental Engineer, PhD. Petroleum Engineering, M.S.,

Petroleum Engineering, B.S. Petroleum Engineering, environmental experience since
1972.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS NORTHWEST, INC.

Ellis, Dave, Project Archaeologist, B.A., Anthropology, M.P.A., cultural resources experience
since 1975.

TRC ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

Slater, Dan, E.I.T., Environmental Scientist, B.A., Physics, M.S., Engineering, air quality and
noise analysis experience since 1987.

APPLIED GEOTECHNOLOGY, INC.

Imbrie, James D., P.E., Project Engineer/Geotechnical Specialist, B.S., Geological Engineering,
geotechnical experience since 1985.

Kelly, Patrick B., P.E., Project Engineer/Geotechnical Specialist, B.S., Civil Engineering,
M.S., Soil Mechanics and Foundation Engineering, geotechnical experience since 1967.
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SECTION 20
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CH2M Hill Northwest Inc. 1986 Drainage Master Plan for the City of Fairview. 1986.

 David Evans and Associates, Inc. Water Quality Sampling--Fairview Creek Basin. January 29,

1992.
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SECTION 21
LIST OF TECHNICAL REPORTS

The following 16 technical reports were prepared as the basis for the EA the 207th Avenue
Connector in Multnomah County, Oregon. Each technical report is bound individually.

Socioeconomic Report

Hazardous Materials Report

Preliminary Hydraulics Report

10. Wetlands and Conceptual Mitigation Report
11. Water Quality Report

12. Natural Resources Report

13. Archaeological Resources Report

14. Historical and Cultural Resources Report
15. Preliminary Soils Report

16. Preliminary Utilities Report

1. Engineering Design Report
2. Transportation Report

3. Air Quality Report

4. Acoustic Report

5. Right-of-Way Report

6. Land Use Report

7.

8.

9.

Copies of the technical reports are available for review at Environmental Services Department,
Multnomah County, 1620 S.E. 190th Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97223.
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97



APPENDIX A
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When improving highway facilities, the
Department of Transportation has the task of
acquiring right of way, It is the aim and desire
of the Department to obtain right of way with
fairness and equity.

The State is empowered to acquire private
property for public use, With this power goes
the obligation to protect the rights of the indi-
vidual property owner. The Department thus
has a dual responsibility — recognition and
protection of the individuals who are affected
by acquisition of land, and competent and effi-
cient service to the public.

PUBLIC HEARINGS
Public hearings, when required, are held
during the location and design stages of a pro-
ject. Such hearings provide opportunities for
public participation to ensure that highway
locations and designs are consistent with Fed-
eral, State and Local goals and objectives.

The corridor hearing is held after prelimi-
nary studies have been made on several possi-
ble routes. During the course of this hearing,
testimony is recorded for study by Department
personnel and the Transportation Commission.

Upon selection of a corridor, a detailed
survey within that corridor is made and a pre-
liminary design plan developed for presenta-
tion at a “*Design Hearing.”

. The “*Design Hearing'” provides an oppor-
tunity to present testimony about the final high-
way design.

In an instance where a choice of corridors
is not involved, such as the case of an improve-
ment to an existing highway, a single **Combi-
nation Corridor-Design Hearing’' may be held.

After all data and testimony has been stud-
ied, a final design is adopted by the Transporta-
tion Commission and the acquisition of rights
of way is authorized.

JUST COMPENSATION

Owners of property needed for a highway
project will be offered Just Compensation for
the required rights-of-way. Just Compensation
includes the estimated value of all the land and
improvements within the needed area. In addi-
tion, if only a part of a property is to be
acquired, Just Compensation will also include

o o

any measureable loss in value to the remaining
property due to the partial acquisition.

Just Compensation is based on the Depart-
ment’s valuation of the needed property and its
estimation of any damages to the remaining
property. Department procedures, guided by
Federal Regulations, have been designed to
protect both owners of properties needed for
highway rights-of-way as well as other tax-
payers. The valuation process will be con-
ducted either by an experienced and qualified

employee of the Department or by an indepen-
dent fee appraiser under a contract with the.

Department. The value arrived at will be by
comparison of similar properties in the market
that have recently sold, by knowledge and con-
sideration of costs and depreciation for any
improvements to be acquired, and when appli-
cable, by the property’s income potential. The
final value determination will be based on this
type on information from the local real estate
market.

The property to be acquired is inspected by
a qualified appraiser during the first part of the
valuation process. With complex acquisitions
involving large portions of the property, major
buildings or improvements on the property,
displacement of residents, and/or damages to
the remaining part of the property not being
acquired, property owners will be given the
opportunity to accompany the appraiser during
a detailed inspection of your property.

Any increase or decrease in the value of
needed property brought about by public
knowledge of the upcoming highway project is
disregarded in the valuation process.

The final value estimate is reviewed for
completeness and accuracy, and Just Compen-
sation is established by the Department’s
Review Appraiser. In addition to this estimate
of Just Compensation, the Department will
make an offer to purchase any remainng prop-
erty determined to have no remaining eco-
nomic value to the owner.

ACQUISITION PROCEDURE
The Right of Way Agent who calls on you
has studied the Department’s valuation of the
needed property and can illustrate with maps
and other data how the acquisition will affect
your property, The Department’s offer will be

confirmed in writing together with an acquisi-
tion summary statement which provides the
basis for that amount. The Agent is authorized
to obtain an option and deed from you to pur-
chase your property, subject to the approval of
the Transportation Commission. The Agent is
unable, under Department procedures govern-
ing acquisitions, to engage in ‘*horse trading”’;
rather the Agent is confined to those monetary
values indicated by the appraisal process.

However, the Department is ready and
willing to reconsider its position in light of any
new evidence of value presented by you includ-
ing a documented professional appraisal.

The Department may not take any action
which would coerce you into accepting its
offer. Prohibited actions include advancing the
time of condemnation, deferring negotiations
or condemnation, or postponing the deposit of
funds in court for your use.

You need not accept the State’s offer or
enter an agreement felt to be unfair. A refusal
is simply a case of disagreement between the
two parties on the value of the property.

In the event the parties are still unable to
agree as to the compensation to be paid, or you
cannot clear the title, a condemnation action
will be filed. Discussions can, of course, con-
tinue even after an action is filed. The filing
allows the State to proceed with the construc-
tion project.

IMPROVEMENTS

When the Department acquires an interest
in your land, it must acquire an equal interest in
your house or any other improvements located
on the land acquired. If buildings are required
to be removed the Department may allow the
owner to retain the improvements, If you are
interested, this can be discussed with the Right
of Way Agent.

PAYMENT N

If you sign the option agreement and deed,
and the Transportation Commission approves
it, then the transfer of title and payment may
proceed. As in a private sale, you are respons-
ible for clearing encumbrances to the title such
as unpaid taxes, assessments, mortgages, out-
standing leases and other liens against your
property, The Right of Way Agent will assist
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you in cl.xg title. No payment can be made
until a warranty deed conveying clear title to
the Department has been recorded in the appro-
priate county records.

At the time the deed is available for
recording, authorization is given to prepare a
check for your property. Normally, when no
cloud obscures the title, you will receive pay-
ment for your property about four weeks after
you give the Department a deed to the property.

If a condemnation action has been filed,
the amount established by the Department as
just compensation will be deposited with the
court for distribution in accordance with the
order of the court.

You are entitied to be texmbursed for fair
and reasonable costs you incur for expenses
incidental to conveying your property to the
Department. Such expenses could be, but are
not necessarily limited to, penalty costs for
prepayment of any pre-existing recorded mort-
gage encumbering your property, mortgage
release fees, and the State’s portion of real
property taxes.

. POSSESSION

You are not required to surrender posses-
‘sion of your property until you have been paid
the agreed purchase price or an amount equal to
the Department’s established estimate of just
compensation has been deposited with the
court for your benefit.

When negotiations begin, you , as well as
any tenants occupying your property, will be
notified in writing that it is the Department’s
intent to acquire the property. You will not be
required to move from your home, farm, or
business location earlier than 90 days follow-
ing that notice or within 30 days after payment,
whichever is later. However, if the purchase
does not require you to move, the agreement to
purchase your property may require you to sur-
render possession of your property upon
payment.

The Department is aware of the need for a
reasonable time for relocation. If your property
is not needed for several months, your contin-
uved occupancy may be permitted on a short
term basis. The amount of rent the Department
may charge you, or another tenant, may not
exceed the fair rental value of the property to a
short term occupier.

(51

RIGHT O Y OFFICES
For your convenience the Department
maintains Regional Right of Way Offices at the
following locations:

5821 NE Glisan Street 1299 NW Ellan Street
Portland, Oregon 97213  Roseburg, Oregon 97470
Telephone No. ’ Telephone No,
731-3275 440-3383

7165 SW Fir Loop 63020 O.B. Riley Road
Tigard, Oregon 97223 Bend, Oregon 97701

Telephone No. Telephone No,
639-7311 388-6196
2960 State St. SE 3012 Island Avenue
Salem, Oregon 97310  La Grande, Oregon 97850
Telephone No. Telephone No,
378-2641 963-7552

734-3773 (9-92)
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APPENDIX C
Typical Wetlands Mitigation Concepts
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APPENDIX D
Letter from Oregon State Historic Preservation Office
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June 23, 1993

Pieter T. Dykman

Research Supervisor
Environmental Section
Department of Transportation
1158 Chemeketa Street, NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

207th Avenue
Multnomah County

Dear Pieter:

‘r‘.’...’..‘.““.‘..“0.0..

the SHPO, extension 228.

Sincerely

g

// Henry C. Kunowski
Project Manager

¢c: James M. Hamrick

000000000000 00000000000000°

RE: Cultural Resources and Archaeological Reports
207th Avenue Connector Project

081

STATE
HISTORIC
PRESERVATION
OFFICE

PARKS & RECREATION
DEPARTMENT

Thank you for your submission of project documentation for the undertaking referenced above.
This information was reviewed and evaluated using criteria and procedures noted in 36 CFR
800, and in consultation with the appropriate SHPO staff.

After review of this documentation, our office finds that the residence located at 21745 NE
Halsey is "considered eligible" for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The four
(4) other structures identified in the project vicinity are “"considered not eligible".The Stone
Marker identified in the archaeological report is "not eligible" for listing. Therefore, our office
"concurs" with the report’s summary that construction of any one of the three (3) build
alternatives will have "no effect” on cultural resources.

Should you have any questions, or need additional assistance, please feel free to contact me at

525 Trade Street SE
Salem, OR 97310
(503} 378-5001

FAX (503) 378-6447




APPENDIX E
Level of Service Definitions
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UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

Level of Service

Description

‘C.....,..OO..O.Q‘.‘.'QQQ..

Operations with reserve capacity greater than 400 passenger cars per

hour; little or no delay.

Operations with reserve capacity of 300 - 399 passenger cars per hour;
short traffic delays. '

Operations with reserve capacity of 200 - 299 passenger cars per hour;
average traffic delay.

Operations with reserve capacity of 100 - 199 passenger cars per hour;
long traffic delays.

Operations with reserve capacity of 0 - 99 passenger cars per hour; long
traffic delays.

Operations where demand volume exceeds capacity of lane, causing
extreme delays and queuing.

Source: Transportation Research Board. Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report 209. National Research Council,
Washington, D.C. 1985. '

E-1



;
|
1
i
?
i
3
z
1

’...Q..OQQQ..OQ.Q...Q*.O..Q‘

SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

Level of Service Description

A Operations with very low delay - less than 5 seconds per vehicle; occurs
when most vehicles arrive during green phase, with most vehicles not
stopping at all; short cycle lengths may contribute to low delay.

B ; Operations with delay from 5.1 to 15 seconds per vehicle; occurs with
good progression and/or short cycle lengths; more vehicles stop than
with LOS A.

C Operations with delay from 15.1 to 25 seconds per vehicle; occurs with

fair progression and/or longer cycle lengths; individual cycle failures
may begin to appear at this level; the number of vehicles stopping is
significant at this level, although many vehicles still pass through the
“intersection without stopping.

D Operations with delay from 25.1 to 40 seconds per vehicle; at this LOS,
the influence of congestion becomes more noticeable; longer delays
result from a combination of unfavorable progression, long cycle
lengths, or high volume/capacity (v/c) ratios; many vehicles stop, and
the proportion of vehicles not stopping declines; individual cycle failures
are noticeable.

E Operations with a delay of 40.1 to 60 seconds per vehicle; upper limit
reflects capacity of intersection; high delay indicates poor progression,
long cycle lengths, and high v/c ratios; individual cycle failures are
frequent.

F Operations with delay in excess of 60 seconds per vehicle; condition
occurs from over-saturation, when arrival flow rates exceed capacity of
the intersection; may also occur with high v/c ratios less than 1.0 with
many individual cycle failures; poor progression and long cycle lengths
may also contribute to high delay.

Source: Transportation Research Board. Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report 209, National Research Council,
Washington, D.C. 1985.
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APPENDIX F
Intersection Configurations
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MEETING DATE: _DEC 0%
AGENDA NO: )os

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)

L T

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: _PCRB Exemption for Enerqy Resource Vendors for the Low Income Energy
Assistance Program (LIEAP)

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested: __Thursday, November 18, 1993
Amount of Time Needed: 15 MINUTES
DEPARTMENT: _ MSS DIVISION: _Purchasing/CAPO

CONTACT: _Lillie Walker/Rey Espana TELEPHONE #: _248-5111/248-5464

BLDG/ROOM #: _421/1st

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: _Lillie Walker

ACTION REQUESTED:
[ 7 INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [x] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and
fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Request of Board of County Commissioners, acting as PCRB, for an exemption

to contract with the attached energy resource vendors under the Federal

Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP). In FY 93-94 the amount is

expected to be around $2.4 million, pending Federal budget decisions.
nluias mﬁ%%maa?»ﬁ&w%&@;%4@@@&&mﬁ%mbww€%ﬁﬁbﬁ@%,Lﬁﬂﬁ;w&aL%&W
Ry espala

2]3103 wOotfer oF Approyal 4 DR +o PR \Tet, W& walXee ¢

e GNATURE REQUIRED:
Rex espaise

ELECTED OFFICIAL:

— v
DEPARTMENT MANAGER 4&522& é;;i;, 4276§%£%L//

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222

126PUR:10/93




'BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA ITEM BRIEFING
STAFF REPORT SUPPLEMENT

T0: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Lillie Walker, Purchasing Director
TODAY’S DATE: November 1, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: November 18, 1993

RE:

IT.

IIT.

Exemption request from formal competitive bid process for the
Community Action Program Office (CAPO) to establish requirements
contracts with the attached Energy Resource Vendors under the Low
Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP).

Recommendation/Action Reguested:

The Community Action Program Office has requested an exemption from the
formal bid process to establish requirement contracts with the attached
Energy Resource Vendors.

Backaround/Analysis:

The Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP) is a Federally funded,
State managed, County administered program serving low income people. In
prior years the State processed all the payments and contracted with the
vendors. This fiscal year the contracting and payment function was turned
over to the County. Under this program the LIEAP agency authorizes
payments, the County pays the Energy Resource Vendor/Vendor, and the
Energy Resource Vendor provides the home energy resource. The top three
vendors, PGE, Northwest Natural Gas, and Pacific Power & Light are sole
source suppliers and represent approximately 86% of the payments.

Financial Impact:

The attached 1ist shows the amounts paid during FY 92-93. In Fy 93-94 the
maximum is expected to around $2.4 million, pending Federal budget
decisions.

126PUR:10/93



Page Two
Procedure for Staff Report

Iv. Legal Issues:

This request is supported by ORS 279.017 (2) and other than the signing of
the contracts, there are no legal issues anticipated.

V. Controversial Issues:

N/A

VI. Link to Current County Policies:

Current County policies require formal competitive bidding for the
purchase of equipment, materials and supplies that exceed $10,000.00.

VII. Citizen Participation

N/A

VIII. Other Government Participation:

N/A

126PUR:10/93



mMmuLTNOMAH CounNTY OREGOM

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
HOUSING AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION {503) 248-3339 BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR OF THE BOARD
COMMUNITY ACTION PROGRAM GFFICE (503) 248-5464 DAN SALTZMAN « DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
471 SW. FIFTH, SECOND FLOOR GARY HANSEN » DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204-2221 TANYA COLLIER » DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
FAX # (503) 248-3332 SHARRON KELLEY « DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER
TO: Lillie walker, Manager
Purchasing, Contracts, and Stores
VIA: Ardys Craghead, Interim Director 74) é?é{,
Housing and Community Services Division (=
14

FROM: Rey Espaifla, Deputy Director
Housing and Community Services Division

Mo,

DATE: October 12, 1993

SUBJECT: RFP Exemption Request: supplier/vVendor Contracts for Low Income Energy
Assistance Program

Request for Exemption: This is to request a two year exemption to the PCRB
competitive process for energy suppliers and shelter vendors under the federal
Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP), for the period November 1, 1993
through June 30, 1995.

The contracts with suppliers/vendors are on a requirements basis, with the
maximum being the total amount available for LIEAP payments. In FY 1993-94, that
maximum is expected to be around $2.4 million, pending federal budget decisions.

Attached for reference is the list of suppliers and vendors who received LIEAP
payments in FY 1992-93, with the number of payments, total amount, and average
payment. At a minimum, these companies will be requested to sign a contract for
FY 1993-95; other companies may sign a contract and receive payments on behalf
of eligible households.

Basis for Exemption: The RFP exemption is requested on the basis that these
contracts provide a means for the County to pay an energy supplier or shelter
vendor on behalf of an eligible household, in lieu of making a payment directly
to the client, and that this is not a competitive situation.

Under the LIEAP program, agencies under contract with the County (seven community
service centers, known for this purpose as LIEAP Agency) determine household
eligibility and payment amount based on federal/state guidelines. The LIEAP
Agency authorizes payments, the County pays the energy supplier/vendor, and the
supplier/vendor provides the home energy resource.

This is not a competitive situation in that the County will pay any supplier
selected by the eligible household; supplier selection is the perogative of the
household. LIEAP payments are the property of the household but are administered
by the County in accordance with federal mandates and state rules.

There is no minimum dollar amount set per supplier/vendor; the maximum is only
the maximum allocation of the program. There are also no low bid requirements,
or any other means to rate suppliers for a request for proposal process, other
than the supplier’s willingness to accept a LIEAP payment.

Background: The LIEAP program is a federally-funded, state managed, County
administered program serving low income people in accordance with federal
guidelines. In prior years, the State Housing and Community Services Department
processed all the household payments and contracted with the suppliers/vendors.
This fiscal year, that contracting and payment function was turned over to
community action agencies. It is expected that Multnomah County will process

ggm%vlz,ooo payments to suppliers plus over 2,200 direct client payments.
rfpexlp
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LOW INCOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS: FY 199293

file: contract\lieapalt

IN DESCENDING ORDER OF PAYMENT AMOUNT

SUPPLIER VENDOR # # OF PAYMENT  AVERAGE
PAYMENTS  AMOUNT COST/PYMT
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 4064PGE 5,691 $984,673 $173.02
NORTHWEST NATURAL GAS 2010NWG 2,667 $400,834 $150.29
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT 4070PPL 2,320 $339,940 $146.53
HOUSEWARMERS OIL CO. 1217HWO 308 $53,299 $173.05
MCCALL HEATING CO. 1248MCC 176 $32,357 $183.85
PRIESTLEY HEATING OILS 1314PHO 142 $25,855 $182.78
PIONEER OIL CO. 1305P0C 96 $16,330 $170.10
BLUE FLAME OIL CO. 1129BFL 74 $14,065 $190.07
DADS OlL SERVICE 1409DOS 86 $13,420 $156.05
ALBINA FUEL CO. 1105AFC 71 $12,775 $179.63
SUNSET FUEL CO. 13418UN 49 $9,105 $185.82
CENTRAL CITY CONCERN EST  1406CCE 41 $8,020 $220.00
CARSON OQIL CO. 1138CAR 53 $9,000 $169.81
A—-ACCURATE OIL CO, 1101AAO 47 $8,343 $177.51
STAR QILCO 13365TR 39 $6,856 $175.79
EVERETT HOTEL 1401EVE 31 $6,820 $220.00
HARTLEY OIL, INC 1197HRT 33 $5,500 $166.67
HEMPHILL OIL CO. 1206HCO 29 $5,385 $185.69
LARSEN OIL CO. 1236LOC 27 $5,165 $191.30
MONTAG OIL 1266MNT 26 $5,055 $194.42
RAY MORRIS OIL 1268RMO 24 $4,610 $192.08
DELUXE FUEL CO. 11620LX 23 $4,350 $189.13
THOMAS OIL CO. 1350TOC 21 $3,860 $183.81
APOLLO OlL & BURNER 1114APO 20 $3,675 $183.75
MEINIG OIL CO. 1253MNG 19 $3,460 $182.11
MT. SCOTT FUEL CO. 1274MTS 11 $1,975 $179.55
MT. HOOD OIL CO. 1273MTH g $1,760 $195.56
DAHL HEATING OIL & 8SVC 1160DZ0O 6 $1,100 $183.33
GRIMM'S FUEL CO. 1192GS0O 6 $1,080 $180.00
" PRIEST PETROLEUM PROD. 1311PPP 5 $1,0580 $210.00
BUDS PROPANE SERVICE 3019BPS 8 $1,010 $126.25
GILES FUEL CO, 1184GFC 4 $850 $212.50
ABC OIL DISTRIBUTORS 1344ABC 4 $760 $190.00
OILCO EASTERN 12880CE 4 $695 $173.75
CITY OF CASCADE LOCKS 4003CTC 3 $680 $226.687
HEAT MASTER OIL CO. 1204HMO 4 $600 $150.00
MORRISS OIL CO. 1271MRS 4 $600 $150.00
DIR. OF VETERAN AFFAIRS 5028DVA 4 $475 $118.75
OK OIL CO. 12940K0O 2 $450 $225.00
NORTHWEST PROPANE 3064NWP 3 $425 $141.67
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT 4074PPL 3 $400 $133.33
CROWN OIL CO. 1156CWN 2 $330 $165.00
HUMAN SOLUTIONS 5106HSI 1 $250 $250.00
POUNDER OIL SERVICE 1308P0OS 1 $250 $250.00
AAA HEATING OIL 1412AAA 1 $220 $220.00
ALBINA FUEL CO. 5030AFC 1 $130 $130.00
CENTRAL CITY CONCERN SHO 2016CCS o $0 NA
BENNETT OIL CO. 1398BOC 0 $0 NA
GARKIE OIL CO. 1180G0OC 0 $0 NA
CENTRAL CITY CONCERN SMC  2014CCM ¢] $0 NA
CARSON QIL CO., 1415C0C 0 $0 NA
S REESE'S OIL 1399REQ 0 $0 NA
: 12,199 $1,998.942 $163.86

ADDRESS

7800 SW MOHAWK, TUALITIN 97062

PO BOX 8905/TREASURY DEP, PORTLAND 97255
PO BOX 12699, PORTLAND 87212

909 N COLUMBIA BLVD,BLG C, PORTLAND 97217
1650 NE LOMBARD, PORTLAND 97211

5418 SE MITCHELL, PORTLAND 97206

9270 NE GLISAN, PORTLAND 97220
P.O.BOX 66186, PORTLAND 97290

104 NE RUSSELL, PORTLAND 87212

3246 NE BROADWAY, PORTLAND 97232
2944 SE POWELL, PORTLAND 97202

709 NW EVERETT, PORTLAND 67209
P.O.BOX 10948, PORTLAND 97210

6732 NE 47TH, PORTLAND 97218

232 NE MIDDLEFIELD, PORTLAND 97206
435 NW GLISAN, PORTLAND 87209

PO BOX 13189, PORTLAND 97213

3333 NW ST. HELENS RD, PORTLAND 97210
2500 NE COLUMBIA BLVD, PORTLAND g7211
2528 SE HOLGATE, PORTLAND 97202

9020 N. GENEVA, PORTLAND 97203

PO BOX 66112, PORTLAND 97266

6415 NE SIMPSON, PORTLAND 97218

6424 N. OMAHA, PORTLAND 97217

6469 SE 134TH, PORTLAND 97236

6904 SE FOSTER, PORTLAND 87206

PO BOX 1920, GRESHAM 97030

PO BOX 17551, PORTLAND, 97217

1631 SO. SHORE BLVD, LAKE OSWEGO 97034
2406 NW 11 —~MILE AVE, GRESHAM 97030
PO BOX 17024, PORTLAND 97217

PO BOX 66112, PORTLAND 97266

6040 NE 42ND, PORTLAND 97218

150 NE 242ND, GRESHAM 97030

PO BOX 308, CASCAGE LOCKS 97014

3616 NE 19TH, PORTLAND 97212

PO BOX 301246, PORTLAND 97230

700 SUMMER NE, #150, SALEM 97310

PO BOX 66186, PORTLAND 97266

PO BOX 16284, PORTLAND 97216

PO BOX 989, COOS BAY 97420

6469 SE 134TH, PORTLAND 97236

2900 SE 122ND, PORTLAND 97236

PO BOX 153, CORBETT 97019

5418 8E MITCHELL, PORTLAND 97206

3246 NE BROADWAY, PORTLAND 97232
709 NW EVERETT, PORTLAND 97209

2500 NE COLUMBIA, PORTLAND 97211

2500 NE COLUMBIA BLVD, PORTLAND 97211
709 NW EVERETT, PORTLAND 97209
P.O.BOX 10948, PORTLAND 97210

434 NE FAILING, PORTLAND 97212
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& MULTNOMAH CoOUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR e 248-3308

SUITE 1510, PORTLAND BUILDING DAN SALTZMAN

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 TANYA COLLIER

« DISTRICT1 o 248-5220
W. FIFTH AVENUE GARY HANSEN « DISTRICT2 » 248-5219
1120 SW + DISTRICT3 o 248-5217
SHARRON KELLEY « DISTRICT4 » 248-5213

CLERK'S OFFICE o 248-3277 s 2485222

NOTICE OF HEARING

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, sitting as the
Public Contract Review Board, will consider an application on
Tuesday, December 2, 1993, at 9:30 a.m. in Room 602 of the
Multnomah County Courthouse, 1021 SW Fourth, Portland, Oregon, in
the Matter of Exempting from Public Bidding to Establish Contracts
with the Attached Energy Resource/Vendors for the Low Income Energy
Assistance Program (LIEAP).

A copy of the application is attached.

For additional information, please contact Multnomah County
Purchasing Director Lillie Walker, 248-5111 or the Office of the
Board Clerk, 248-5222.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

Carrie Anne Parkerson
Office of the Board Clerk

enclosure
cc: Lillie Walker

Rey Espana

11/24/93
\DATA\CLERK\WPDATA\0044C.W51
PAGE 1/cap
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
ACTING AS THE PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

In the Matter of Exempting From Public

)
Bidding to establish contracts with the )
attached Energy Resource Vendors for the )

)

APPLICATION

Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP)

Application to the Public Contract Review Board on behalf of a request from Community Action
Program Office (CAPO) is hereby made pursuant to the Board’s Administrative Rule AR 10.100

and

adopted under the provisions of ORS 279.015 for an order of exemption to establish

requirement contracts with the attached Energy Resource Vendors for the Low Income Energy
Assistance Program.

This Exemption Request is supported by to the following facts:

1.

The attached memorandum from the Housing and Community Services Division, Community
Action Program Office (CAPO), references a list of Energy Resource Vendors that were
used during FY 92/93. The top three vendors are sole source suppliers and represent
approximately 86% of the payments. This exemption will allow CAPO to establish
requirement contracts and provide a means for the County to pay an energy resource
vendor or shelter provider on behalf of an eligible household, in lieu of making a
payment directly to the clients. The only Timit for an energy resource vendor to being
on this Tist is their willingness to accept a LIEAP payment. This program will be
administered by the County in accordance with Federal mandates and State rules.

The contracts with Energy Resource Vendors are on a requirements basis, with the
maximum being the total amount available for LIEAP payments. In FY 93-94, that maximum
is expected to be around $2.4 million, pending Federal budget decisions.

Competitive bidding for this item would be inappropriate because the top three vendors,
PGE, Northwest Natural Gas, and Pacific Power & Light are sole source vendors. The
remaining vendors are only limited by their willingness to accept LIEAP payments. The
supplier selection is the prerogative of the eligible household.

The exemption period is from November 1, 1993 through June 30, 1995.

The Purchasing staff has reviewed the information provided by CAPO and has found that
an exemption is compatible with the proper purchasing procedures.

The Purchasing staff recommends approval of the request for exemption from the
competitive bidding process.

Dated this 1st day of November, 1993.

Li1lie Walker, Director
Purchasing, Contracts, & Central Stores

Attachments

126Pur:10/93




& MULTNOMAH CoOUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

BEVERLY STEIN » CHAIR » 248-3308

353-‘255?5 ?%%?m? gﬁgﬁua DAN SALTZMAN « DISTRICT 1 » 248-5220
IFTH AVENUE GARY HANSEN « DISTRICT 2 s 248-5219

1120 SW. 1 TANYA COLLIER » DISTRICT3  » 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 SHARRON KELLEY » DISTRICT 4  « 248-5213
CLERK'S OFFICE »  248-3277  « 248-5222

NOTICE OF APPROVAL

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, sitting as the
Public Contract Review Board, considered an application on
Thursday, December 2, 1993, at 9:30 a.m. in Room 602 of the
Multnomah County Courthouse, 1021 SW Fourth, Portland, Oregon, and
approved Order 93-383 in the Matter of Exempting from Public
Bidding to Establish Contracts with the Attached Enerqgy

Resource/Vendors for the Low Income Energy Assistance Program
(LIEAP) .

A copy of the Order is attached.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

Deborah Bogstad
Office of the Board Clerk

0044C/4/db

enclosure

cc: Lillie Walker
Rey Espana

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
ACTING AS THE PUBLIC CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD

In the Matter of Exempting from Public )
Bidding to establish contracts with the )
attached Energy Resource/Vendors for the ) ORDER 93-383
Low Income Energy Assistance Program (LIEAP))

The above entitled matter is before the Board of County Commissioners, acting in its capacity
as the Multnomah County Public Contract Review Board, to review, pursuant to ORS 279.015(3)
(A) through (5) (B) and PCRB Rule 10.100, an exemption to establish requirement contracts
with the attached Energy Resource/Vendors under the Low Income Energy Assistance Program
(LIEAP).

It appearing to the Board that the request for exemption, as it appears in the order, is
based upon the fact that under the LIEAP Program, Energy Resource Vendors are required to
sign a contract stating their willingness to accept LIEAP payments. The.top three vendors,
PGE, Northwest Natural Gas, and Pacific Power & Light are sole source suppliers and represent
approximately 86% of the payments.

It appearing to the Board that this exemption request is in accord with the requirements of
ORS 279.015 and PCRB Rule AR 10.100; now therefore,

IT IS ORDERED that requirement contracts with the attached energy resource vendors be
exempted from the requirement of a formal competitive bid process.

Dated th1s .2nd  day of December, 1993.
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LOW INCOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS: FY 199293 file: contract\lieapalt
IN DESCENDING ORDER OF PAYMENT AMOUNT

$0 NA 434 NE FAILING, PORTLAND 97212
$1,9898,942 $163.86

£ REESE'S OIL 1399REQ

SUPPLIER VENDOR # # OF PAYMENT  AVERAGE ADDRESS
. PAYMENTS  AMOUNT COST/PYMT
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 4064PGE 5,691 $9084,673 $173.02 7800 SW MOHAWK, TUALITIN 87062
NORTHWEST NATURAL GAS 2010NWG 2,667 $400,834 $150.29 PO BOX 8905/TREASURY DEP, PORTLAND ©7255
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT 4070PPL 2,320 $339,840 $146.53 PO BOX 12699, PORTLAND 97212
HOUSEWARMERS OIL CO. 1217HWO 308 $53,299 $173.05 909 N COLUMBIA BLVD,BLG C, PORTLAND 97217
MCCALL HEATING CO. 1249MCC 176 $32,357 $183.85 1650 NE LOMBARD, PORTLAND 87211
PRIESTLEY HEATING OILS 1314PHO 142 $25,955 $182.78 5418 SE MITCHELL, PORTLAND 97206
PIONEER OIL CO. 1305P0OC 96 $16,330 $170.10 9270 NE GLISAN, PORTLAND 97220
BLUE FLAME OIL CO. 1129BFL 74 $14,065 $190.07 P.0.BOX 66186, PORTLAND 97290
DADS OiL SERVICE 1408D0OS 86 $13.420 $156.05 104 NE RUSSELL, PORTLAND g7212
ALBINA FUEL CO. 1105AFC 71 $12,775 $179.93 3246 NE BROADWAY, PORTLAND 97232
SUNSET FUEL CO. 13418UN 49 $9,105 $185.82 = 2944 SE POWELL, PORTLAND 97202
CENTRAL CITY CONCERN EST  1406CCE 41 $9,020 $220.00 709 NW EVERETT, PORTLAND 97209
CARSON QIL CO. 1139CAR 53 $9,000 $169.81 P.0.BOX 10848, PORTLAND 97210
A~ACCURATE OIL CO. 1101AAQ 47 $8,343 $177.51 6732 NE 47TH, PORTLAND 97218
STAR OILCO 1336STR 39 $6.856 $175.79 232 NE MIDDLEFIELD, PORTLAND 97206
EVERETT HOTEL 1401EVE 31 $6,820 $220.00 435 NW GLISAN, PORTLAND 97209
HARTLEY OIL, INC 1197HRT 33 $5,500 $166.67 PO BOX 13189, PORTLAND 97213 .
HEMPHILL OIL CO. 1206HCO 29 $5,385 $185.69 3333 NW ST. HELENS RD, PORTLAND 97210
LARSEN OIL CO. 1236LOC 27 $5,165 $191.30 2500 NE COLUMBIA BLVD, PORTLAND 97211
MONTAG OIL 1266MNT 26 $5,055 $194.42 2528 SE HOLGATE, PORTLAND §7202
RAY MORRIS OIL 1268RMO C 24 $4,610 $192.08 8020 N. GENEVA, PORTLAND 97203
DELUXE FUEL CO. 1162DLX 23 $4,350 $189.13 PO BOX 66112, PORTLAND 97266
THOMAS OIL CO. 1350TOC 21 $3,860 $183.81 6415 NE SIMPSON, PORTLAND 97218
APOLLO OIL & BURNER 1114APO 20 $3,675 $183.75 6424 N. OMAHA, PORTLAND 87217
MEINIG OIL CO. 1253MNG 19 $3,460 $182.11 6469 SE 134TH, PORTLAND 87236
MT. SCOTT FUEL CO. 1274MT8 11 $1,975 $179.55 6904 SE FOSTER, PORTLAND 87206
MT. HOOD OIL CO. 1273MTH 9 $1,760 $195.56 PO BOX 1920, GRESHAM 87030
DAHL HEATING OIL & 8VC 1160020 6 $1,100 $183.33 PO BOX 17551, PORTLAND, 97217
GRIMM'S FUEL CO. 1192G80 6 $1,080 $180.00 1631 8O. SHORE BLVD, LAKE OSWEGO 97034
"5 PRIEST PETROLEUM PROD. 1311PPP 5 $1,050 $210.00 2406 NW 11 ~MILE AVE, GRESHAM 97030

BUDS PROPANE SERVICE 30198PS 8 $1,010 $126.25 PO BOX 17024, PORTLAND 87217
GILES FUEL CO. 1184GFC 4 $850 $212.50 PO BOX 66112, PORTLAND 87266
ABC OIL DISTRIBUTORS 1344ABC 4 $760 $190.00 6040 NE 42ND, PORTLAND 97218
OILCO EASTERN 12880CE 4 $6495 $173.75 150 NE 242ND, GRESHAM 97030
CITY OF CASCADE LOCKS 4003CTC 3 $680 $226.67 PO BOX 308, CASCAGE LOCKS 97014
HEAT MASTER OIL CO. 1204HMO 4 H600 $150.00 3616 NE 19TH, PORTLAND 97212
MORRISS OIL CO, 1271MRS 4 $600 $150.00 PO BOX 301246, PORTLAND 97230
DIR. OF VETERAN AFFAIRS 5028DVA 4 $475 $118.75 700 SUMMER NE, #150, SALEM 67310
OK QIL CO. 12940K0 2 $450 $225.00 PO BOX 66186, PORTLAND 97266
NORTHWEST PROPANE 3064NWP 3 $425 $141.67 PO BOX 16284, PORTLAND 97216
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT 4074PPL 3 $400 $133.33 PO BOX 989, COOS BAY 97420

-CROWN OIL CO. 1156CWN 2 $330 $165.00 6469 SE 134TH, PORTLAND 97236
HUMAN SOLUTIONS 5106HSI 1 $250 $250.00 2900 SE 122ND, PORTLAND 97236
POUNDER OIL SERVICE 1308P0OS 1 $250 $250.00 PO BOX 153, CORBETT 97019
AAA HEATING OIL 1412AAA 1 $220 $220.00 5418 CE MITCHELL, PORTLAND 97206
ALBINA FUEL CO. 5030AFC 1 $130 $130.00 3246 NE BROADWAY, PORTLAND 97232
CENTRAL CITY CONCERN SHO 2016CCS 0 30 NA 708 NW EVERETT, PORTLAND 87209
BENNETT OIL CO. 1398BOC 0 %0 NA 2500 NE COLUMBIA, PORTLAND 97211
GARKIE OIL CO. 1180GOC 0 $0 NA 2500 NE COLUMBIA BLVD, PORTLAND 97211
CENTRAL CITY CONCERN SMC  2014CCM 0 $0 NA 708 NW EVERETT, PORTLAND 97209
CARSON OIL CO. 1415C0OC 0 $0 NA P.0.BOX 10948, PORTLAND 87210
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Agenda No:

Meeting Date: ___ JF Eé 25 1003

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)
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AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBJECT: Exempt employee pay administration
BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested: December 2, 1993
Amount of Time Needed: 30 minutes
DEPARTMENT: _ Nondepartmental DIVISION:  Employee Services

CONTACT: __Curtis Smith _ TELEPHONE #: __248-5015

BLDG/ROOM #: __106/1430

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: Commissioner Tanya Collier

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ ]INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [XX] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and fiscal/budgetary
impacts, if applicable):

The ordinance represents the recommendations of the Advisory Committee created by Board
action in Ordinance No. 764. There is no impact on the current budget. Future impact will be

determined by future board decisions. The ordinance does not require any specific amounts
be budgeted.

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL: N}M?VL“A

OR
DEPARTMENT MANAGER: e g =
= 2 =
ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNARORES: &=
Any Questions: Call the Office of the board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222 D ==
Zo oz
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e
< w




ORDINANCE FACT SHEET

Ordinance Title: ~ QOrdinance relating to pay administration for employees not covered by
collective bargaining agreement and repealing Ordinances Nos. 764 and
742.

Give a brief statement of the purpose of the ordinance (include the rationale for adoption of
ordinance, description of persons benefitted, other alternatives explored):

Ordinance No. 764 froze the pay of exempt employees earning $60,000 or more per year and
established an Advisory Committee to recommend an alternative pay system for upper level

exempt employees. This Ordinance represents the summary of the Advisory Committee’s
recommendations regarding exempt employee pay administration.

What other local jurisdictions in the metropolitan area have enacted similar legislation?

N/A

‘What has been the experience in other areas with this type of legislation?

N/A

What is the fiscal impact, if any?

There will be no impact on the 1993-94 Budget. The first year in which this ordinance will have
an effect will be 1994-95. In that year, the cost of exempt employees will increase by the
combination of COLA (now believed to be 3% for 1994-95) and additional merit increases. This
increase will be consistent with the increases in contracts with bargaining units whose
compensation has been negotiated.

The long term impact depends on future decisions of the Board. The ordinance does not
require a particular amount to be distributed. The Budget Office recommends that, in 1995-96
and following years, the compensation increases for exempt employees subject to the
ordinance be determined as part of the budget process and established so that the total
increase is consistent with the contractually agreed upon increases for represented employees.

(If space is inadequate, please use other side)

SIGNATURES:

Person Filling Out Form: M“\

Planning & Budget Division (if fiscal impact): _(lawmid. O. SVarvice,
Department Manager/Elected Official: wd—’ﬂ——?,& //\~

FADATAWPCENTERWPERSWSSAD015




TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Commissioner Tanya Collier

DATE: November 23, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: December 2, 1993

RE: Ordinance relating to pay administration for employees not covered by collective
bargaining agreement and repealing Ordinance Nos. 764 and 742.

I Recommendation/Action Requested:  Adoption of Ordinance

Il Background/Analysis: On May 20, 1993, the Board adopted Ordinance No. 764
which froze the pay of exempt employees earning $60,000 or more per year and established
an Advisory Committee to recommend an alternative pay system for upper level exempt
employees.  This Ordinance represents the summary of the advisory committee’s
recommendations regarding exempt employee pay administration. ‘

Included also on this agenda is a related Ordinance with additional Advisory Committee
recommendations.

. Financial Impact: Thiere will be no impact on the 1993-94 Budget. The first year
in which this ordinance will have an effect will be 1994-95. In that year the cost of exempt
employees will increase by the combination of COLA (now believed to be 3% for 1994-95) and
additional merit increases. This increase will be consistent with the increases in contracts with
bargaining units whose compensation has been negotiated for 1994-95.

The long term impact depends on future decisions of the Board. The ordinance does not
require a particular amount to be distributed. The Budget Office recommends that, in 1995-96
and following years, the compensation increases for exempt employees subject to the
ordinance be determined as part of the budget process and established so that the total
increase is consistent with the contractually agreed upon increases for represented employees.

Nothing in the ordinance would require the Board to allocate more to exempt employee
increases than the previous system which allowed salaries to grow based on the combination
of COLA and merit increases. Individual employees, whose performance merits extra
compensation, will receive more than they would under the old formula. Employees with lower
than average performance during the prior fiscal year would receive less than they would under
the old formula. The total amount awarded can be configured so that it does not exceed a fixed
amount.



S

V. Legal Issues: N/A
V. Controversial Issues: See Parts |, VI, and Viil.
V1. Link to Current County Policies: Current policies which are in conflict with this

Ordinance are repealed by the Ordinance.

Vil Citizen Participation: The Advisory Committee which developed this Ordinance
included three representatives of private employers and one citizen member.

VIl Other Government Participation:  This Ordinance does not affect other
governments. County departments were represented on the Advisory Committee and input was
solicited from all exempt employees.

FADATAWPCENTERWERS\WSSA0015
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
ORDINANCE NO.
An ordinance relating to pay administration for emplbyees not covered by collective
bargaining agreement and repealing Ordinance Nos. 764 and No. 742.
MULTNOMAH COUNTY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section |. Findings and Purpose.

(A) Multnomah County, Oregon employs a variety of individuals in classifications
not covered by any collective bargaining agreement.

(B) It is the desire of the Board of County Commissioners (hereinafter "Board")
to adopt administrative policies and procedures governing pay administration for exempt
employees.

(C) The Board finds that adoption, of a consistent pay policy which is not
interrupted by pay freezes or furloughs will enhance the level of mutual trust between the
Board and exempt employees.

(D) The Board finds that the public’s demand for greater accountability makes it
reasonable for managers to describe the resuits they achieve, and for the Board to reward
those results.

(E) Employees are the most vital resource of Multnomah County. As aresult, the
effectiveness of employee performance is crucial to the delivery of public services in an era
of increasing service needs and constricted funding. Therefore, this evaluation system for
measuring the performance of exempt employees should become a model for other public
employees, both within and outside Multnomah County. |

Section ll. Definitions.

(A) Current Performance Appraisal System. The system in effect on the date this

Ordinance was adopted.

Page 1 of 8
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(B) Exempt Employee. Anemployee in a classification not covered by a collective

bargaining agreement, except for any confidential employee.

(C) Appointing Manager. A County manager to whom authority has been

delegated to make appointments to positions.

(D) Confidential Employee. An employee who is exempt from collective

bargaining solely because of the confidential nature of the work pertaining to collective
bargaining performed by his/her position.

(E) County. Multnomah County, Oregon.

(F) Elected Official. Chair, Commissioner, Auditor, Sheriff and District Attorney.

(G) Elected Officials Staff. Employees in positions which report directly to and

serve at the pleasure of a County elected official and serve as such official's immediate
secretary, administrative, legislative, or other immediate or first-line aide as defined in Section
701(f) of the Equal Employment Opportunity Act of 1972. ’

(H) Personnel Officer. The County Chair, except as otherwise provided by State

law or County ordinance.
() Promotion. Movement of an employee to a classification that has a higher
maximum rate than the employee’s current classification.

(J) Reclassification. Assignment of an employee from one classification to

another classification.

Section lll. Policy.

It is the policy of Multnomah County to establish an exempt compensation plan that
provides such pay as necessary for the County to recruit, select, and retain qualified.
management, supervisory, administrative, and profeésional employees; that recognizes
employee performance, growth, and development; that maintains an appropriate internal
relationship among classifications and employees based on job responsibilities, qualifications,

and authority; and that maintains parity between equivalent exempt and non-exempt positions.

Page 2 of 8
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Section IV. Scope.

This policy covers all County employees who are in a classification not covered by
a collective bargaining agreement, with the following exceptions:

(A) Any confidential employee shall be governed by the provisions governing
emptoyees in his/her equivalent classiﬁéation in the applicable collective bargaining agreement.

(B) Elected Officials Staff shall be excluded from the provisions of this Ordinance.
The pay rates, performance appraisal system, and pay administration policies for Elected
Officials Staff shall be determined by the respective electedbfﬁcials, within the limits set by
funds allotted for the various positions in this category.

(C) Exempt employees who are regularly scheduled to work less than 20 hours
per week shall not be governed by this Ordinance.

Section V. Compensation Plan.

(A) The compensation plan for exempt employees shall include a pay range
consisting of a minimum and a maximum base rate for each exempt classification. The ranges
and any changes thereto shall be approved by the Board of County Commissioners.

(B) The Personnel Officer shall be responsible for developing and presenting
annual compensation plan adjustment recommendations to the Board of County
Commissioners. These recommendétions shall be based on periodic surveys of comparable
employers, internal classification relationships, financial constraints, and/or actual or anticipated
pay adjustments for non-exempt employees.

Section V1. Performance Appraisal Systems.

The Personnel Officer shall develop and implement performance appraisal systems
for permanent exempt employees. The system to be phased out by this Ordinance shall be
known as the "current performance appraisal system." The new system established by this

Ordinance shall be known as the "results-oriented merit evaluation system".

Page 3 of 8
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Section VIl. Current Performance Appraisal System.

(A) Until exempt employees are covered by the results-oriented merit evaluation
system, they shall be covered by the current performance appraisal system. Due to the
phase-in provisions of Section VIl of this Ordinance, no employee shall receive a merit
increase under the current performance appraisal system effective later than June 30, 1997.

(B) Performance Appraisal Schedule. Appraisals shall be made at the first six

months of service within a classification, at the first twelve months of service within a
classification, and at each succeéding twelve months of service within a classification. Each
employee who receives a performance appraisal of "Needs Improvement” shall be reappraised
in writing three months later.

(C) Anniversary Date Computation.

(1) An exempt employee under the current performance appraisal system
may be eligible for a merit increase under Section VIl Part D of this Ordinance on his/her

anniversary date as determined under Executive Order No. 195 Personnel Rules.

(2) The anniversary date as determined under the Personnel Rules will be
adjusted as follows: |
(a) If the anniversary date of an exempt employee falls between the
1st and 15th of the month, it shall be treated as though it fell on the 1st of the month.
(b) If the anniversary date of an exempt employee falls between the
16th and the end of the month, it shall be treated as though it fell on the 16th of the month.

(D) Merit Increase.

(1) A merit increase is an increase in base pay equal to three percent (3%)
or to the maximum of the range, whichever is lesser.

(2) Eachexemptemployee who receives a performance appraisal other than
"Needs Improvement"” shall receive a merit increase, effective on that employee’s anniversary

date.
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(3) Noexemptemployee who receives an appraisal of "Needs Improvement"
shall receive a merit increase. [f the second appraisal after a "Needs Improvement" appraisal,
as required above, results in a rating other than "Needs Improvement"”, the employee shall
receive a merit increase, effective three months after that employee’s anniversary date.

Section VIll. Results-Oriented Merit Evaluation System.

(A) Description. Performance objectives and measurements for each covered
employee shall be established prior to the beginning of each fiscal year. Performance
objectives and measurements will be mutually agreed upon by the employee and his/her
supervisor. Department managers excepted, if the evaluator and the evaluatee are unable to
agree on the evaluatee’s performance objectives or degree of achievement, the next manager
to whom they report will facilitate an agreement.

(B) Implementation Rules. The Personnel Officer shall be responsible for

establishing rules and procedures to implement the results oriented merit evaluation system.

(C) Evaluation Schedule. Each employee will be evaluated at the end of the fiscal

year based on the results achieved toward meeting the established performance objectives.
Evaluations shall be completed by October 1 following the end of the fiscal year for which the
performance objectives were established. |

(D) Definitions.

(1) "Department managers" mean the Directors of the following: Department
of Community Corrections, Department of Environmental Services, Department of Social
Services, Health Department, and Library.

(2) "Division managers and equivalent positions" mean those positions so
designated by a department manager, the Sheriff, the District Attorney, and the County Chair-
within his/her area of authority. ‘

(3) "Remaining managers and supervisors" mean employees occupying any

other exempt classification which has a title including the term "manager," "supervisor,"
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"administrator,” "officer," or "chief," and members of the Sheriffs Office Command Staff as

designated by the Sheriff.

(D) Phase-In Plan. The results-oriented merit evaluation system shall cover all
exempt employees within the scope of this Ordinance and shall be phased in using the
following schedule: |

(1) The performance of department managers, division managers and
equivalent positions will be evaluated in terms of performance objectives beginning fiscal year
1994-95.

(2) The performance of remaining managers and supervisors will be
evaluated in terms of performance objectives beginning fiscal year 1995-96.

(3) The performance of all remaining exempt employees covered by this
Ordinance will be evaluated in terms of performance objectives beginning fiscal year 1996-97.

(4) On his/her anniversary date during the first fiscal year for which
performance objectives have been established, each exempt employee to be phased into the
results oriented merit evaluation system shall be eligible to receive a merit increase as defined
in Section VII Part (D). This shall be his/her final merit increase under the "current
performance appraisal system," as that term is defined in this Ordinance.

(E) Merit Increases.

(1) The Personnel Officer shall be responsible for developing and presenting
an annual recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners regarding the allocation of
money to be used for merit pay for employees covered by the results-oriented merit evaluation
system. The allocation of money adopted by the Board shall be no less than the sums that
would have gone toward cost of living increases plus merit increases under the "current
performance appraisal system," as that term is defined in this Ordinance.

(2) No later than October 1 of each year, retroactive to July 1, each exempt

employee covered by the results-oriented merit evaluation system shall be awarded merit pay
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based on his/her accomplishment of the performance objectives established for the prior fiscal
year.

(3) In addition, incentive payments as defined in Section IX Part F are an
integral part of the merit pay system.

(F) Advisory Committee.

The Employee Services Manager shall chair an advisory committee of exempt
employees to monitor the phase-in of the results oriented merit evaluation system.

Section IX. Pay Administration.

(A) No exempt employee shall be paid at a base rate which is less than the
minimum or more than the maximum base rate for the employee’s classification.
(B) Appointment. |

(1) All new hires, promotions, and reclassifications to exempt positions may
be made at a base rate up to the midpoint of the employee’s range, at the discretion of the
appointing manager. New hires, promotions, and reclassifications at a base rate above the
midpoint may be made with the approval of the appropriate elected official.

(2) When a new hire or promotion to an exempt vacancy is made at a base
rate which is less than the mid-point of the appropriate salary range, the appointing manager
may, based on performance of the appointee during a trial service period, provide a pay
adjustment to the appointee. Such adjustment shall not raise the base rate above the mid-
pofnt of the appropriate pay range and must occur within one year of the appointment date.
This adjustment shall not affect the anniversary date. .

(C) Range Adjustments. Whenever the Board of County Commissioners adopts

changes in the compensation plan for an exempt classification, the implementing Ordinance
shall specify the effect upon employees in that classification.

(D) Incentive Payments. Incentive payments are an integral part of the merit pay

system. Upon recommendation, an elected official may authorize an incentive payment to an
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individual employee or a team of employees under the official's authority. An incentive
payment shall be for outstanding professional contributions to Multnomah County during the
evaluation period in order to carry out Multnomah County's policy of exempt compensation
administration as stated in Section 11l of this Ordinance. Incentive payments under this section
shall not be added to an exempt employee’s base pay rate.

Section X. Repeal.

Sections | through VIII of Ordinance No. 742 and the entirety of Ordinance 764 are

hereby repealed.

ADOPTED the day of , 1993, being the date of

its second reading before the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon.

By
Beverly Stein, Chair
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ayrence Kressel, County Counsel
of Multnomah County, Oregon
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GEORGE FOX COLLEGE
414 N. Meridian St. 46002
Newberg, Oregon ¢7132-7607
Office 503/ 538-8383

Home 503/274-2881
Fax 503 /5373834

JOHN WISH

Professor of Business and
Economies
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AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: Revision of the exempt salary schedule and removal of the freeze on pay of
$60,000 and above.

BOARD BRIEFING Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested: December 2, 1993

Amount of Time Needed;: 30 minutes

DEPARTMENT: Nondepartmental DIVISION: __Employee Services

CONTACT: Curtis Smith TELEPHONE #: __248-5015

BLDG/ROOM #: ___106/1430

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: Commissioner Tanya Collier

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ ]INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [XX] APPROVAL [ ] OTHER

SUMMARY (Statement of rationale for action requested, personnel and fiscal/budgetary
impacts, if applicable):

The ordinance represents the recommendation of the Advisory Committee created by Board
action in Ordinance No. 764 and routine revisions to the exempt pay plan. The cost is
$242,518 all funds and $179,080 General Fund. The Board could modify budgets to cover the
cost, or require departments to absorb the cost. It is recommended that the Departments
absorb the cost of this Ordinance through salary savings this year and that the Budget Office

be directed to recommend next spring if any budget modifications are necessary. The special
adjustments in Section IV will be absorbed by Assessment and Taxation.

SIGNATURESREQUIRED:

= @ o
ELECTED OFFICIAL: ‘ " £
| 28 S 25

Sei . 4

DEPARTMENT MANAGER: %E z ;3

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES:
Any Questions: Call the Office of the board Clerk 248-3277/248-5222
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ORDINANCE FACT SHEET

Ordinance Title: An Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 767 in order to add, delete, and
revise exempt pay ranges and to remove the pay freeze on employees with
annual base pay of $60,000 or more.

Give a brief statement of the purpose of the ordinance (include the rationale for adoption of
ordinance, description of persons benefitted, other alternatives explored):

Ordinance No. 764 froze the pay of exempt employees earning $60,000 or more per year and
established an Advisory Committee. This ordinance is a result of the Advisory Committee’s
recommendation that the freeze on pay be lifted retroactively when the new pay administration
system is adopted.

What other local jurisdictions in the metropolitan area have enacted similar legislation?

N/A

What has been the experience in other areas with this type of legislation?

N/A

What is the fiscal impact, if any?

The ordinance will authorize payment of 3% COLA and merit increases (retroactive to July 1)
to exempt employees whose salaries exceed $60,000. The total cost of this ordinance will be
$242,518 (based on the positions included in the Adopted 1993-94 Budget). The General Fund
share of this cost will be $179,080. The total cost amount represents 0.15% (fifteen hundredths
of one percent) of the total personnel cost budgeted in the Adopted Budget. The Board could
choose to modify budgets to cover the cost, or require departments to absorb the cost. It is
recommended that the Departments absorb the cost of this Ordinance through salary savings
this year and that the Budget Office be directed to recommend next spring if any budget
modifications are necessary. The adjustment in Section IV will be absorbed by Assessment
and Taxation.

(If space is inadequate, please use other side)

SIGNATURES:

5
Ay ™

Person Filling Out Form:

Planning & Budget Division (if fiscal impact): LL&VVZJ{/C’ M
Department Manager/Elected Official: N}ﬂzﬁzﬂj : m—
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TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FROM: Commissioner Tanya Collier

DATE:  November 23, 1993

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: Décember 2, 1993

RE: ~ An Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 767, in order to add, delete and revise

exempt pay ranges and to remove the pay freeze on employees with annual base
pay of $60,000 or more.

I Recommendation/Action Requested:  Adoption of Ordinance

i Background/Analysis: On May 20, 1993, the Board adopted Ordinance No. 764
which froze the pay of exempt employees earning $60,000 or more per year and established
an Advisory Committee to recommend an alternative pay system for upper level exempt
employees. The Advisory Committee recommends that the freeze be lifted, retroactive to July
1, 1993, and that affected employees be given pay increases that were withheld by the freeze.
The Ordinance also makes routine deletions, additions, and revisions to the exempt salary
schedule and provides for special adjustments for some supervisors in order to maintain
appropriate internal relationships.

Included also on this agenda is a related Ordinance with additional Advisory Committee
recommendations.

Hi. Financial Impact: The ordinance will authorize payment of 3% COLA and merit
increases (retroactive to July 1) to exempt employees whose salaries exceed $60,000. The
total cost of the "unfreeze" portion of this ordinance will be $242,518 (based on the positions
included in the Adopted 1993-94 Budget). The General Fund share of this cost will be
$179,080.

The total cost amount represented 0.15% (fifteen one-hundredths of one percent) of the total
personnel cost budgeted in the Adopted Budget. The Board could choose to modify budgets
to cover the cost, or require departments to absorb the cost. The Budget Office recommends
that any budget modification be deferred until June 1994. By that point in the year, it will be
clear if any legal appropriation will be overspent as a result of this change in compensation, and
appropriate budget modifications can be brought to the Board. It is recommended that the



Departments absorb the cost of this Ordinance through salary savings this year and that the
Budget Office be directed to recommend next spring if any budget modifications are necessary.

Obviously, the change in spending will have an impact on the actual ending balance in the
various funds where the employees are located. However, at this point in the fiscal year, the
estimates of ending balance are subject to much larger swings from other factors (such as
estimated receipts from Business Income Tax and the percentage of delinquent property taxes)
than this change would produce. It will not materially change the Budget Office assumptions
about the next year's revenue picture.

V. Legal Issues: N/A
V. Controversial Issues: See Parts |, VII, and VIII.
V1. Link to Current County Policies: Current policies which are in conflict with this

Ordinance are repealed by the Ordinance.

VI Citizen Participation: The Advisory Committee which developed this Ordinance
included three representatives of private employers and one citizen member.

VI Other Government Participation:  This Ordinance does not affect other
governments. County departments were represented on the Advisory Committee and input was
solicited from all exempt employees.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON
ORDINANCE NO.

An ordinance amending Ordinance No. 767, in order to add, delete and revise
exempt pay ranges and to remove the pay freeze on employees with annual base pay
of $60,000 and above.

MULTNOMAH COUNTY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section |. Findings.

(A)  Multnomah County, Oregon employs a variety of individuals excluded from
any collective bargaining agreement referred to as "exempt" employees.

(B) It is the County’s policy to establish an exempt compensation plan that
provides such pay as necessary for the County to recruit, select, and retain qualified
management, supervisory, administrative, and professional employees; that recognizes
employee performance, growth, and development; that maintains an appropriate internal
relationship among classifications and employees based on job responsibilities,
qualifications, and authority; and that maintains parity between equivalent exempt and
non-exempt positions.

(C) The Personnel officer is responsible for developing and recommending
compensation plan adjustments to the Multhomah County Board of Commissioners.

Section ll. Removal of the Freeze on Pay of $60.000 and Above.

(A)  Ordinance No. 767, Exhibit A, is amended to revise the following job titles
and pay ranges, effective July 1, 1993:

Job Title Min Mid Max
A & T Manager, Senior * $53,002  $63,596  $74,193
AA/EEO Officer * $43,582  $52,309  $61035
Aging Services Manager, Senior * $53,002 $63,596 $74,193
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Job Title

Aging Services Program Manager *
Animal Control Manager *

Assess Information Resources Manager *
Assistant County Counsel, Chief *
Assistant County Counsel, Senior *
Bridge Services Manager *

Captain *

Captain, Corrections *

Chief Deputy/Sheriff's Office *

Child & Adol Mental Health Manager *
Co-Principal Investigator |
County Counsel *

Dental Health Officer *

Department Director, DCC *
Department Director, DES *
Department Director, DSS *
Department Director, Health *
Deputy Director, Library *

Deputy District Attorney/Chief *
Developmental Disabilities Manager *
District Manager/DCC *

Elections Manager *

Employee Services Manager *
Engineering Services Manager *

Expo Manager *

Page 2 of 6

Min

$45,775
$45,775
$43,682
$50,462
$43,582
$43,5682
$57,156
$52,863
$64,751
$43,582
$50,462
$61,080
$53,002
$61,080
$61,080
$61,080
$61,080
$53,002
$53,002
$43,582
$43,582
$45,775
$45,775
$43,582
$45,775

Mid

$54,941
$54,941
$52,309
$60,573
$52,309
$52,309
$62,882
$58,149
$71,237
$52,309
$60,573
$73,315
$63,596
$73,315
$73,315
$73,315
$73,315
$63,596
$63,596
$52,309
$52,309

- $54,941

$54,941
$52,309
$54,941
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Job Title

Facilities Maintenance Manager *
Facilities Manager, Senior *

Family Services Manager *

Finance Manager *

Fiscal Officer/Sheriff's Office *

Fleet & Support Services Manager *

Geographic Information Records Manager *

Health Officer *

Health Officer, Assistant

Health Services Manager *

Health Services Manager, Senior *
Information Services Manager, Senior *
Information Systems Manager *

Inmate Programs Manager *

Juvenile Counseling Services Manager *
Juvenile Detention Manager *

Juvenile Justice Manager, Senior *
Labor Relations Manager *

Library Director *

Library Manager/Branch

Library Manager/Central

Library Manager, Senior *

Lieutenant

Litigation Counsel *

Major *
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Min

$43,582
$50,462
$43,582
$45,775
$45,775
$45,775
$43,582
$67,360
$61,080

- $43,582

$50,462
$50,462
$43,582
$48,085
$43,582
$43,582
$50,462
$43,582
$61,080
$43,582
$43,582
$48,085
$53,417
$48,085
$58,866

Mid

$52,309
$60,573
$52,309
$54,941
$54,941
$54,941
$562,309
$80,841
$73,315
$52,309
$60,753
$60,753
$52,309
$57,711
$562,309
$52,309
$60,573
$52,309
$73,315
$52,309
$52,309
$57,711
$58,773
$57,711
$64,751

Max

$61,035
$70,660
$61,035
$64,106
$64,105
$64,105

961,035

$85527
$61,035
$706680
$70680
$61,035
$67,313
$61,035
$61,035

- $70680

$61,035
$85527
$61,035
$61,035
$67,313
$4,105
$67,313
$70637
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Job Title Min Mid Max

Major, Corrections * ' $56,556 $62,212 $67,868
Mental/Emotional Disabilities Manager * $43,582 $52,309 $61,035
Operations/Telecommunications Manager *  $43,582 $52,309 $61,035
Parks Manager * $45,775 $54,941 4,105
Planning Manager * , $45,775 $54,941 $64,105
Planning/Budget Manager * $45,775 $54,941 64,105
Program Develop & Eval Manager * $43,582 $52,309 $61,035
Purchasing Manager * $45,775 $54,941 $64,105
Road Maintenance Manager * | $43,582 $52,309 $61,035
Sheriff $61,080 $73,315  $85527
Tax Collection Manager * $43,582 $52,309 $61,035
Technical Support Manager * $43,582 $52,309 $61,035
Traffic Aids Manager * $43,582 $52,309 $1,035
Transportation Manager, Senior * $53,002 $63,596 $74,193
Undersheriff * ‘ $64,751 $71,327 $77,701
Valuation Manager * $48,085 $57,711 $67,313

*Unclassified, non-Civil Service position pursuant to MCC 3.10.100.
(B) Effect on Employees
The cap on pay of $60,000 and higher instituted by Ordinance No. 764 and

Ordinance No. 767 is no longer in effect, retroactive to July 1, 1993. Retroactive to
July 1, 1993, employees in classifications listed in this Section shall receive the following
increases, to which they would have been entitled but for the salary freeze imposed by
Ordinance 764: (1) the unpaid portions of the July 1, 1993, 3.0% pay increase, and (2)

any unpaid merit increase.
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Section Ill. Deletion, Addition and Revision of Job Titles and Ranges.
(A)  The following job titles established in Exhibit A of Ordinance No. 767 are
deleted, effective January 1, 1994:
Chief Deputy Medical Examiner
Housing and Community Services Manager
Social Services Manager, Senior
Youth Librarian/Branch Supervisor
(B)  The following job titles and pay ranges are added to Exhibit A of Ordinance
No. 767, effective January 1, 1994:

Job Title ; Min Mid Max
Child & Family Services Manager, Senior *  $53,002 $63,596 $74193
Corrections Program Administrator | $35,873 $43,052 $50,231

Road Maintenance Systems Administrator $35,873 $43,052 $50,231
*Unclassified, non-Civil Service position pursuant to MCC 3.10.100.
(C) The following job titles and pay ranges established in Exhibit A of

Ordinance No. 767 are revised, effective January 1, 1994:

Law Clerk * $28,093 $33,726 $30,358

Job Title ~ Min Mid Max

*Unclassified, non-Civil Service position pursuant to MCC 3.10.100.

Section IV. Special Adiustments.

The following employees shall receive a one-time salary adjustment, effective
July 1, 1993, to the following annual salary rates. These adjustments are necessary to

maintain appropriate internal relationships between managers and their subordinates.

Employee Job Title Annual Salary
Leroux, Vicki Appraisal Supervisor/Commercial $37,957
Kaminski, Frank Appraisal Supervisor/Commercial $37,957
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» Employee Job Title Annual Salary

Mills, Robert Appraiser Supervisor/Residential $39,527
Walruff, Randy | Appraiser Supervisor/Residential $39,527
ADOPTED the day of , 1993, being the date of

its second reading before the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon.

By
Beverly Stein, Chair
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Do (2

Laur nce Kressel, County Counsel
ltnomah County, Oregon
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