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1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue 
Suite 1500 
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(503) 248-3525 

MEMBERS 

Ann Porter, Chair 
Mark John son, Vice-Chair 
Florence Bancroft 
Lana Butterfield 
David J. Chambers 
Liberty Lane 
Monica Little 
Bruce McCain 
Paul Norr 
Marcia Pry 
Casey Short 
Nicholas Teeny 
LaVelle VandenBerg 

STAFF 

William C. Rapp 
Administrator 

Shirley Winter 
Secretary 

PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE 

Wednesday, March 7, 1990 
7:00 p.m. 

P.C.C./Cascade Campus 
Room 201 

John Jackson Hall 
705 N. Killingsworth 
Portland, Oregon 

(Directions and map on reverse side) 

AGENDA 

ISSUE-FOCUSED HEARING ON THE PROHIBITION OF A COUNTY LOBBYIST 

Public Testimony 

Invited Testimony 

Fred Neal, County Intergovernmental Relations Officer 

Cornn:ttee Business 

Approval of February 17, 1990 Minutes 
Other Business 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE 	 Suite 1500 

Portland, Oregon 97204 
(503) 248-3525 

MINUTES 
MARCH 7, 1990 

Pursuant to notice by press release to newspapers of local 
circulation throughout Multnomah County and on the mailing 
list of the Committee, a public meeting of the Muitnoma 
County Charter Review Committee was held at the PCC/Cascade 
Campus, Room 201, John Jackson Hall, 705 N. Killingsworth, 
Portland, Oregon. The meeting convened at 7:07 p.m. 

MEMBERS 

Ann Porter, Chair 
Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair 
Florence Bancroft 
Lana Butterfield 
David J. Chambers 
Liberty Lane 
Monica Little 
Bruce McCain 
Paul Norr 
Marcia Pry 
Casey Short 
Nicholas Teeny 
LaVelle VandenBerg 

Members Present 

Ann Porter, Chair 
Mark Johnson, Vice-Chair 
Florence Bancroft 
Lana Butterfield 
David Chambers 
Monica Little 
Bruce McCain 
Paul Norr 
Marcia Pry 
Casey Short 
NichOlas Teeny 

Members Absent 

Invited Testimony 

Fred Neal , County 
Intergov ernrnerita I 
Relations Officer 

Staff Present 

Bill Rapp, Administrator 
Donna Tucker, Secretary 

STAFF 

William C. Rapp 
Administrator 

Shirley Winter 
Secretary 

Liberty Lane 
La Velle Vanden Berg 

INVITED TESTIMONY: 

Fred Neal, Muitnomab County Intergovernmental Relat:oris 
Of fi cer 

Mr. Neal was invited to speak before the committee to 
answer questions regarding prohibition of a lobbyist in 
Multnomah County. 

Ann Porter began the question and answer session by asking 
Neal how the committee could best present repealing the 
prohibition of a lobbyist to the voters. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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Neal said he believes the main stumbling-block to passage of 
repealing the prohibition of a lobbyist is the public's conception 
of the term "lobbyist." The last time the issue was on the ballot, 
the Voters' Pamphlet did not use the word "lobbyist"; however, it 
was used on the ballot. Neal believes that another factor may have 
been that the Voters' Pamphlet did not expand on why the committee 
recommended the county have a lobbyist and he suggested that this 
committee should consider expansion of that part of the 
explanation. 

Porter asked Neal if he did, in fact, agree that the county needs 
a spokesperson in Salem. Neal stated that under its current 
operation, Multnomah County has not been able to effectively 
represent its interests to other government bodies; not just with 
federal and state governments, but also regional and otheL loca 
governments. 

Lana Butterfield asked Neal to list the benefits of Muitnornab 
County having a lobbyist and the detriments of not having one. 
Neal stated that Muitnomab County is unable to compete with othr 
counties on certain issues, such as Lane County/Eugene and hi;her 
education, due to the lack of representation. Multnomah Cou:ty 
also has a much broader range of issues than other counties that 
the county legislators need to be concerned with that tn. 
efforts. 

Butterfield asked Neal if there are specific instances that 
committee Could relate that will enable them to explain why a 
lobbyist is needed. Neal said he is unable to approach legislators 
to explain why they should vote "yes" or "no" on a specific issue, 
rather, he must wait to be asked. 	The county charter does not 
allow anyone to lobby in excess of 16 hours per calendar quarter. 

Bruce McCain asked Neal if his title is actually a euphamism for 
"lobbyist," and, if so, is he a registered lobbyist. He also asked 
Neal to address whether or not a lobbyist for Mutnomah County 
would be a county employee responsible only to Multnomah County or 
if he would lobby for other entities also. Neal responded that. 
the City of Portland has three full-time lobbyists and a contract 
lobbyist in Washington D.C. and he believes the county has a need 
to employ a full-time lobbyist with the option of employing 
contract lobbyists for special needs. 

McCain stated that his concern is that a lobbyist who represents. 
several organizations may have a conflict of interest. Neal stated 
that as a full-time employee a lobbyist would naturally have 
restrictions; a contract lobbyist has ethical considerations. For 
instance, as an attorney, Neal has to sign a statement that he has 
no outside interests; similarly, as a lobbyist for the county he 
would have no other clients or interests. 
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Florence Bancroft asked Neal if he believes a measure on the ballot 
repealing the prohibition of a lobbyist would suffice or whether 
theere should be a specific statement in the charter allowIng the 
county to hire a lobbyist. Neal said the words "may employ a 
coordinator of intergovernmental relations", a permisve 
statement, does indicate to the public there is a role to be pljd 
by the lobbyist or coordinator. However, there is still a problem 
with the public's perception of a "lobbyist" (especially public 
sector lobbying) which is not what the public perceives it to be. 

Mark Johnson asked Neal how he would define public sector lobbying. 
Neal stated that it is not just conveying information but also 
being able to advocate on behalf of the citizens one is 
representing. Neal referred to previous comments that fui-t:e 
commissioners have time to lobby; Neal stated that since they ar 
each independently elected and have their own strong views, they 
may not be representing views of the county as a whole. 

Marcia Pry asked Neal what issues, other than higher education, he 
has not been able to lobby for. Neal stated that equity for heath 
and mental health dollars has been of concern. Because Multnomah 
County takes a very direct role in health and mental heath 

provisions and has a greater need than other counties there has 
been discussion by the other counties to provide a base allocation 
for each county. This issue has caused tension between Multnomah 
and other counties and is one issue he has not been as effective 
on as he might otherwise be. 

Casey Short asked if it is accurate to say that essentially the 
charter allows someone to act as a resource but does not a'.low 
someone to initiate and advocate legislation. Neal said tL: 
agrees with that statement. 

Bill Rapp brought up a recent proposal by Mark Johnson Li w 	n 
Johnsor. asked if it would be advantageous to specificaly defrne 
the duties of the intergovernmental relations coordinator in the 
text of the proposed charter amendment. Neal said he understands 
why the committee would consider doing this but he doesn't beeve 
it would be wise to be too specific because it's Impossible to 
foresee everything that is needed. If it is rephrased, it shc1d 
be kept simple. 

Paul Norr asked if Multnornah County is the only county in Oregon 
not represented by a lobbyist. Neal answered that it is not the 
only county but is the only urban county not represented by a 
lobbyist. Norr asked further if Neal is aware of any other county 
in Oregon having a restriction on a lobbyist. Neal stated he is 
not aware of any; however, the state of Texas has a restriction on 
any governmental bodies having a lobbyist. To his knowledge, no 
other state has that restriction. 
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WORK SESSION: 

Approval of Minutes 

Paul Norr asked that the minutes of the February 17 meeting 
clarified on page 9 to indicate that even though his least favorite 
choice would be to allow the salary commission to set the sa:, 
he also does not want the public to be allowed to set the saary 
by vote. This is the pay raise which would not be approved. The 
minutes were approved as corrected. 

Lobbyist Discussion 

The committee discussed ways of educating the public regadinu 
Muitnomah County's need for a lobbyist. 

Ann Porter stated that the county cannot spend money to support a 
ballot measure. Furthermore, during the last election members of 
the committee made themselves available for questions, but there 
was no response from the public. 

Paul Norr asked if the committee could do a survey of ected 
officials, the state legislators in particular, asking whether they 
believe a lobbyist is necessary and possibly list those who ar 
favor of a lobbyist in the voters' pamphlet. 

Lana Butterfield suggested the appointment of a subcommittee to 
pursue different options and ideas for educating the public. 
Discussion ensued as to how best to proceed. 

Bruce McCain expressed concern that the committee, by appointing 
a "legislative advocacy" subcommittee, is "advocating" for a ballot. 
measure which may not be allowed. 

Florence Bancroft moved that the committee take a position Jr. favor 
of repealing the prohibition of a lobbyist in Multnomah County. 
Paul Norr seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimous'y. 

Mark Johnson moved to form a subcommittee to educate the pL i 
regarding the need for a county lobbyist per Lana Butterfield's 
proposal. 	Florence Bancroft seconded the motion. 	The motion 
passed 10-1 with Bruce McCain voting "no." 

Ann Porter appointed Lana Butterfield as chair of the subcommittee 
and David Chambers, Paul Norr and Casey Short as members. 

Other Business 

Bill Rapp explained the draft work plan previously given to the 
committee and invited discussion regarding any changes. The 
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committee decided to follow the plan during the month of Mac 
while possibly consolidating some of the later meetings. 

The meeting adjourned at 8:24 p.m. 
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MULTNOMAH Measure 141 o. 19 COUNTY 

PROPOSED CHARTER AIENDMENT—Referred to the Elec-
torate of Multnomah County by the Board of County Commis-
sioners to be voted on at the General Election, November 6, 1984. 

BALLOT TITLE  
MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHARTER 

1 9 
REVIEW COMMITTEE'S RECOM 
MENDATIONS ABOUT INTER-
GOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS CO- 

-ORDINATOR 	
- 	YESO 

QUESTION—Shall the county be permitted to employ 
a coordinator of intergovernmental relations to repre- 	NO 0 

sent its interests before other governmental bodies? 
PURPOSE—If this measure is approved the county 
charter will be amended: to repeal the prohibition on 
employing or hiring a paid lobbyist; and, to authorize the 
county to employ a coordinator of intergovernmental 
relations to represent the county s interests before other 
hodiesofgovernment.  

Text of amendments for Ballot Measure No. 19, relating to: 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS COORDINATOR 

6.50 The people of Multnojnah County shall elect: 
A County Sheriff for the function of said office as pre-
scribed by State Law and he shall have sole administration 
of all county jails and correctional institutions located in 
Multnomah County. 
A County Clerk, a District Court Clerk, and a County 
Assessor, as prescribed by State Law. 
[Multnomah County shall not employ or hire a paid lob-
byist.) The county may employ a coordinator of 
intergovernmental relations who shall represent 
the county's interests before other bodies of govern-
ment. 	 - 	-. 
That no elected official of Multnomah County may serve 
more than eight years. This amendment to be retroactive to 
1976. 
No elected official of Multnomah County may run for 
another office in mid-term. Filing for another office shall 
be the same as a resignation, effective as of date of filing. 

Boldface tye indicates nw laniage; [bracketed and 
italicized ] words are deletions or comments. 

EXPLANATION 
This measure amends the county charter provision concerning 

a lobbyist. 

This measure repeals the prohibition on the county's employ-
ing or hiring a paid lobbyist. This measure also authorizes the 
county to employ a coordinator of intergovernmental relations who 
shall represent the county's interest before other bodies of govern-
ment. 

The Charter Review Committee found that the state and 
federal governments mandate services which the county must pro-
vide. The Committee also found that under present charter provi-
sions, the county has not been able to adequately represent its 
interests before other government bodies making decisions impact-
ing Multnomah County and its residents. The Committee further 
found that public sector lobbying is the conveying of information of 
a managerial or public policy nature. 

The Committee concluded that since the state and federal 
governments mandate services which Multnomah County must 
provide, it is in the best interests of the citizens of Multnomah 
County for the county to be able to represent its interests before 
other bodies of government. 

Submitted by: Rev. Frank Shields, Chair 	- 
• 	 Ann Porter, Vice Chair • 	 Multnomah County Home Rule 	- 

Charter Review Committee 	- - 
• 	 - do Jane McGarvin, Clerk of the Board 

Multnomah County Courthouse . : 
1921 SW Fourth, Room 606 

• Portland, OR 97204 - 

(This explanatory space provided pursuant to ORS 251.285.) 

NO ARGUMENTS FAVORING OR OPPOSING THIS 
BALLOT MEASURE WERE FILED WITH THE 
COUNTY CLERK. 

Official 1984 Ge:- era! E'ection Voters Pamph'et 
	 61 



PROPOSED COM14ITTEECALANDAR 

March 	7 PH: 	Lobbyist 

	

14 PH: 	Salaries/Elections 

	

21 PH: 	Sheriff 

	

28 PH: 	Board/Executive 

April 	4 PH: 

11 PH/WS: 

18 PH/WS: 

25 PH/WS: 

May 	2 PH/WS: 

9 PH/WS: 

16 PH/WS: 

23 PH/WS: 

Auditor/CRC/Regional ism 

Lobbyist 

Salaries/Elections 

Sheriff 

Board/Executive 

Auditor/CRC/Regionalism 

Proposed amendments re Lobbyist 

Proposed amendments re Salaries/Elections 

June 	6 PH/WS: Proposed amendments re Sheriff 

13 PH/WS: Proposed amendments re Board/Executive 

20 PH/WS: Proposed amendments re Auditor/CRC/Regionalism 

27 

July 	4 

ii WS: 	Review First Draft of Report 

18 

25 WS: 	Review Second (and final?) Draft of Report 

August 	1 WS: 	Final Committee Meeting 

3 	 Report Presented to Board of Commissioners 



Stir interest in county review 
Putting the cart before the horse 

has stymied many an effort to move 
forward. The citizens panel review-
ing Multnoniàh County's Home Rule 
Charter should keep that in mind as 
it begins public hearings this month 
on ideas for change. 

First on its agenda ought to be the 
structure of the Board of Commis-
sioners. Shduld it be a full-time or 
part-time board, for example? Should 
it be three-member, five-member, 
seven- or nine-member? 

Discussing a county-manager 
form of government makes little 
sense if the 1 commission chairwom- 

I an, elected countywide, is to contin-
ue her management function. She 
canhire an administrator to handle 
the details iow, without a charter 

Talk of rmoving the prohibition 
against Mulnomah County's hiring 
a lobbyist alo ought to follow debate 
on changing the structure of the 
commissioi. One of the reasons 
advanced fol' prohibiting a paid lob- 

.. 

byist was that full-time commission-
ers should have plenty of time to do 
the county's lobbying. They have no 
management responsibilities, as do 
Portland city commissioners. 

The review commission has tried 
with minimal success to find out 
what the public wants changed. That 
could mean that the public is satis-
fied with the home rule charter as it 
exists. Or, it could mean the commis-
sion has not made the public aware 
of its opportunities for change. 

The panelists have made clear 
that they don't want the PUbliC to 
think their minds are closed to any 
suggestions for change. That's appro-
priate. But the groundswell of public 
apathy that has greeted the commis-
sion's search needs some agitating. 

How about the panel announcing 
at its first public hearing Wednesday 
that it will place on the November 
ballot a charter amendment to 
change the current five-member, 
full-time Board of Commissioners to 
seven part-time members? 

O c ez, '- 

Charterpanel mulls' 
what to ask'votérs' 
Manager, lobbyist, the Oiding whether to repeal a 

raises among areas rule prohibiting the county frotn 
having a paid lobbyist whose duties 

under examination would include representing the 
county at the state Legislature. 

By ELIZABETH MOORE • Choosing whether to have a 
full- or part-time board of commis- 

of/he Oregonian stall sioners and whether.to change the 
County voters may be asked to current size of the five-person full- 

decide whether Multnomah County time board., 
S Exploring the question of hay- shuuld lure a county manager. ing an elected or appointed sheriff instead of electing a county execu- 

live, whether it should be allowed to and how much to pay that sheriff. 
have a lobbyist, and whether county • Determining how long a term 

'should be for a county elected offi- commissioners should be granted cial and when an official should automatic pay raises. 
l'tuose issues are among several resign if he or she wishes to run for 

the county's Charter Review Corn- .anotherelectedofflce..;..: 
. 	•Decidinghowoftenthecharter iuittee could pose to voters review committee should meet. Nuvember, 

'l'lie 13-member committee is ask- The first meeting will be held at ' 
ing for public views on at least six p.m., Wednesday in Room201 in 

John Jackson Hall at the Portland  i.,ues of interest that were raised , 
during a series of public hearings Community College Cascade cam- 

last fall. They will begin holding pus. The topic of discussion will .be 
:allowingacountylobbyist. jnt>lic meetings this week before 
.. 	Subsequent meetings.will be: .. e),upleting the charter questions. 

The committee is charged with S To discussthe salaries of 
reviewing the county's charter and elected officials and county elec-

tions; 7p.m. March 14 in Room 602 of all aspects of county government 
and is required to report to the the Multnomah County Courthouse, 
board of County Commissioners in 1021 S.W. FpurthAv. 
August. The process last occurred in ' To. talk about haing• an 
loot, :nd 16 out of 18 proposed :.appointed or elected county,sheriff 
changes were approved by county . rand what the sheritrs duties should 
vuters at that time.. 	. 	, be; 7 P.M. March 21 at the.Gresh- 

Committee Administrator n{ii am City, CounciLchambers,133 
kapp said that the topics of discus- N.W. Eastman Parkway.':'f 

Iutl in the latest round of meetings . 	I To determine the nikèup of 
lOCUS On. .. the Board of County Commissioners 

Exploring whether to switch to and whether to have an elected 
iunty manager form of govern- a 	(i county, executive ör;a hired county 

iuLflt from thatof a county chair- 'manager; 7 p.m. March 28 in Room. 
luaU 01 chan woman who is elected 602 of the Multnomah County Court- 
,u Ltrge and is a voting member of house, 1021 S.W. Fourth Ave. ;. 
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lim 

ity and county differ : 
) n who pays for what Terri 	that 

Clark had promised 

in er 1983 resolution 	Wednesday to give "con- 
crete details" to McCoy. 

tySARAHCARLINAMES 	
The senior centers 

'jnianstatf 	 -,, / 	are located throughout 
the city-county area 

O.,1u1 Mrr flii r1rk nn'dpd 	from Southwest and 

oiIIt to MultnomahCoUfltyOflWedflesday - 
Northwest 	ortianci to 
as far east as Gresham. 

McCOY 	 CLARK 	 K,FOUflY 
' 

he city \ ill pay to run the eight senior serv- 	- Turf battles and 	 - 

flu t (I uk wasn t giving up the whole game questions of authority are natural as Multno 	 t land Police Bu eau Some human service pro 

II 	and Gladys McCoy, chairwoman of the 
mah County and Portland try to serve over-. 	grams within the city have been shifted to the 

amIty hoard of Commissioners 	still have lapping constatuencies. 	- 	 -- county, and all roads within Portland are now 
The county's control has been whittled' 	the city's responsibility.  - 

iaiiy rou nds to go. For more than a year - 

ic 	have been struggling over which govern- away as cities within it - notably Portland 	But as Clark said Wednesday, "We still 
ucit has to pay for what. The struggle may be 

' 

- grew. In some cases, governments offered 	have to settle some things." 
the same services. To cut costs and duplica- 

uik br alter Wednesday's announcement but tion, the city and county in 1983 approved 	He said that he had accepted McCoy's argu- 
ul! 	caitinue 

AlIhocc6h the senior centers will get city 	
- 

Resolution A 	 ment that the county should offer 	essential  
services for those most at need." 

lOiiiy, the debate now will turn to other pro- 
racc 	such as police service, water service,' 

It said that the city should provide urban 
services, such as neighborhood parks and. 	But he said the county had helped him 

id i 	titi homeless and anti-prostitution pro- • 
'change 	 "coming policing, and that the county should concen- 	his mind by 	to the table and 

trate on human services and corrections. • 	•" 	giving us some promises down the road - 
('ulimussioners on both sides have become-- . 	While the' 'counts' still provides many 	 some indication down the line that they 

will take care of some other problems, too." '' cu 	t'awil that the whole range of issues is 50 ices countywide —jails and health clinics'are 
iii 	iii i usolved high profile examples - it provides others 	He would not siy exactly how lie thought 

his is all the same taxpayers money such as roads or policing only in unincor 	the county had promised to help tl e city. But 
iii coui,ty C 	lmssioner Gretchen Kafoury porated areas 	 the 	essential services 	definition could be 

is it tining for the Portland City Council The basis of Clark s argument is this Port 	applied to several other human se vice pro 
I ticith it s pathetic and tragic land taxpayers pay just as much county tax as 	grams that Clark has said lie would like to 

hi. PeoPle don t like to see their leaders the county residents outside the city pay If 	unload from the city budget 
1,utL1, 	Clark 	 that S the county offers more services to the non city 	They would include homeless programs 

political 
I 

	
several times 

11", 

residents - which it does - Portland taxpay 	the Council for Prostitution Alternatives and 
ers are subsidizing services for others 	, a van service that takes intoxicated people to a 

lit 	Ii. lilt ready to agree on much In many ways Resolution A is working 	c 	detox center The combination of programs 

	

1 ( ( 	is still s ary of Clark Last year she 
to 	lit 	ie had promised to keep paying for- Portland has worked to annex areas with 	' costs the city more than $300 000 a year 

lit 	clii 	centers only to realize that Clark in its urban services boundary, although not 	But Clark also has brought up other beefs 
vu a , 	ull tal. .;ng about giving them no mon as quickly as some county offimals would like 	He is not happy that the county board 

Lii would not make any comment on ' And the county has given up some sheriff's 	allowed the new Rockwood Water District to 
I 	, t t i r i rirutind on the senior centers until deputies who were transferred to the Port 	cover areas that eventually will become p irt 

of Poi-tland under annexations. The Water 
Bureau is supposed to serve city residents. 

Clark also has complained that the cOunty 
sheriff's department is adding more dcpuhe 
and isn't giving up its policing duties. 

He criticized the sheriff's department fat 
- taking on contract projects 	such as patrol- 

at the Columbia Villa housing project, or woric 
- for the state Marine Board in which outside 

agencies pay for extra deputies. He said that 
the deputies shouldn't train Rose Festival 
drivers and escort princesses while Portland 
police are forced to take emergency calls iii 
Dunthorpe, an unincorporated area. 

Such arguments make Sheriff Bob Skippet 
angry. Portland police turned down tht 
chance to patrol Columbia Villa, and Skip- 
per said that he is hiring new deputies on1 
to replace retiring ones. His deputies answer 
calls in east Portland proportionally more 
often than Portland police answer calls ii 
Dunthorpe, he said. 

Only 33 deputies - about six cars a shut 
- patrol a scattered territory with 75,000 resi-
dents, Skipper said. Three times as many do 
other, countywide jobs, he said, such as rivet' 
patrol or guarding jails. 

"I think he needs to come out and have 
conversation with me and and say, Bob, what 
have you got?' " Skipper said of Clark. "I feel 
that a meeting is long overdue." 

Clark said he'd like to resolve some of the 
nagging responsibility questions by Apri l' 
public budget hearings. He anticipates more 
top level staff work - the sort of negotia 
tions that his aides did that led to Wedtos 
day's announcement. Full-blown public dis-
cussions are not part of his game plan to vit 
agreements. 

"I hope we'll get them done outside of that 
area," Clark said. "But if it is necessary, we 

will have public testimony." 



/~jNOT I CE OF ELECTO4 
- 	 MAY15,1990 

The ballot measures printed below will be presented to the oualied voters of 
Multnomah County at tN Primary Election to be held at the polls on May 15, 
1990. Any elector dissatisfied with the ballot title or explanatory statement 
may petition the Multnomah County Circuit Court for review of the ballot title 
or explanation for Voters' Pamphlet on or before February 28, 1990. 

TVAs 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
26-3 ANNUAL COST OF LIVING SALARY ADJUSTMENT FOR COUNTY 
DISTRICT ATIORNEY 
QUESTION: Shall county's portion of District Attorney's salary be annually 
adjusted by local Consumer Price Index (CPI), not to exceed 5%? 
EXPLANATION: Under County Home Rule Charter, county portion of the 
District Attorney's salary is established by the voters. District Attorney does 
not receive an annual county salary increase. This measure provides annual 
cost of living adjustment (COLA) of 5% or the percentage increase in 
Consumer Price Index, whichever is less. 
This measure reflects the recommendation of the Salary Commission 
appointed under the Charter. The Sala ry  Commission found the current 
salary to be lower than comparable positions in comparable jurisdictions. 
Measure will be effective July 1, 1990. i - 

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT, VOTERS PAMPHLET 
Under the County Home Rule Charter, the county portion of the District 
Attorney's salary is established by the voters. The county's portion of the 
District Attorney's annual salary is $11,032 (set in 1981). The District 
Attorney does not receive an annual county salary increase. This measure 
gives the District Attorney annual cost of living adjustments (COLA) of 5% or 
the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index, whichever is less. 
This measure reflects the recommendation of the Salary Commission 
appointed under Section 4.30 of the Multnomah County Charter. The Salary 
Commission found the current salary to be lower than comparable positions 
in comparable jurisdictions. This measure will be effective July 1, 1990. 

26-4 ANNUAL COST OF LIVING SALARY ADJUSTMENT FOR MULTNOMAH 
COUNTY SHERIFF 
QUESTION: Shall salary for Multnomah County Sheriff be annually adjusted 
by local Consumer Price Index (CPI), not to exceed 5%? 
EXPLANATION: Under County Home Rule Charter, Sheriff's salary is 
established by the voters. Sheriff does not receive an anuual county salary 
increase. This measure provides annual cost of living adjustment (COLA) of 
5% or the percentage increase in Consumer Price Index, whichever isless. 
This measure reflects the recommendation of the Salary Commission 
appointed under the Charter. The Salary Commission found the current 
salary to be lower than comparable positions in comparable jurisdictions. 
Measure would be effective July 1, 1990. 

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT, VOTERS PAMPHLET 
Under the County Home Rule Charter, the Sheriff's salary is established by 
the voters. The Sheriff's annual salary is $46,000 (set in 1982). The Sheriff 
does not receive an annual salary increase. This measure gives the Sheriff 
annual cost of living adjustment (COLA) of 5% or the percentage increase in 
the Consumer Price Index, whichever is less. 
This measure reflects the recommendation of the Salary Commission 
appointed under Section 4.30 of the Muitnomah County Charter. The Salary 
Commission found the current salary to be lower than comparable positions 
in comparable jurisdictions. This measure will be effective July 1, 1990. 

26-5 ANNUAL COST OF LIVING SALARY ADJUSTMENT FOR COUNTY 
CHAIR/COMMISSIONERS 
QUESTION: Shall Multnomah County Chair and Commissioners'salaries be 
annually adjusted by local Consumer Price Index (CPI), not to exceed 5 0/'0? 
EXPLANATION: Under County Home Rule Charter, salaries of the County 
Chair and County Commissioners are established by the voters. County Chair 
and County Commissioners do not receive annual salary increases. This 
measure provides an annual cost of living adjustment (COLA) of 5% or the 
percentage increase in Consumer Price Index, whichever is less. 
This measure reflects the recommendation of the Salary Commmission 
appointed under the Charter. The Salary Commission found the current 
salaries to be lower than comparable positions in comparable jurisdictions. 
Measure will be effective July 1, 1990: 

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT, VOTERS PAMPHLET 
Under the County Home Rule Charter, the salaries of County Commissioners 
and County Chair are established by the voters. Each Commissioner's annual 
salary is $33,346 (set in 1981). The Chair's annual salary is $43,180 (set in 
1981). The County Commissioners and Chair do not receive annual salary 
increases. This measure gives the Commissioners and Chair annual cost of 
living adjustments (COLA) of 5% or the percentage increase in the Consumer 
Price Index, whichever is less. 
This measure reflects the recommendation of the Salary Commission 
appointed under Section 4.30 of the Multnomah County Charter. The Salary 
Commission found the current salaries to be lower than comparable 
positions in comparable jurisdictions. This measure will be effective 
July 1, 1990 
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