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CITY OF TROUTDALE

“Gateway to the Columbia River Gorge”

AGENDA

CITY COUNCIL - REGULAR MEETING
Troutdale City Hall - Council Chambers
219 E. Historic Columbia River Hwy. (Lower Level, Rear Entrance)
Troutdale, OR 97060-2078

Tuesday, June 10, 2014 — 7:00PM

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE, ROLL CALL, AGENDA UPDATE.

2. CONSENT AGENDA:
2.1 ACCEPT MINUTES: May 13, 2014 Regular Meeting.

2.2 RESOLUTION: A resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute
an Intergovernmental Agreement with the cities of Fairview, Gresham
and Wood Village for provision of mediation services.

2.3 RESOLUTION: A resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute
an Intergovernmental Agreement with Metro to clean up solid waste at
unlawful camping sites in Troutdale.

2.4 RESOLUTION: A resolution of the Troutdale City Council declaring its
support of logical regional service sharing and the 3 C’s of
Communication, Cooperation, and Collaboration.

3. PUBLIC COMMENT: Public comment is limited to comments on non-

agenda items. Remarks shall be limited to 5 minutes for each speaker unless a different
time is allowed by the Mayor. The Mayor and Council should avoid immediate and protracted
response fo citizen comments.

4. PUBLIC HEARING / RESOLUTIONS: A public hearing on the following
resolutions: «
4.1 A resolution certifying the City of Troutdale’s eligibility to receive Fiscal
Year 2014-2015 State Shared Revenues.
4.2 A resolution declaring the City of Troutdale’s election to receive State
- Shared Revenues for Fiscal Year 2014-2015.

Erich Mueller, Finance Director

City Hall: 219 E. Hist. Columbia River Hwy., Troutdale, Oregon 97060-2078
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5. PUBLIC HEARING / RESOLUTIONS: A public hearing on the following

resolutions: .
5.1 A resolution adopting the City of Troutdale’s Fiscal Year 2014-15 Annual Budget

and making appropriations.

5.2 A resolution imposing and categorizing Ad Valorem Taxes for Fiscal Year 2014-15.
Erich Mueller, Finance Director

6. PUBLIC HEARING / ORDINANCE: An ordinance amendiﬁg the Troutdale
Municipal Code Chapter 2.20 Committees and Commissions, pertaining to the
membership of the Historic Landmarks Commission. Mayor Daoust

7. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS
8. COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS

9. ADJOURNMENT

g Qo

Doug Dadust, Mayor
Dated: é/ ‘// /// vl

City Council Regular Meetings will be replayed on Comcast Cable Channel 30 and Frontier Communications Channel 38 on
the weekend following the meeting - Saturday at 2:30pm and Sunday at 9:00pm.

Further information and copies of agenda packets are available at: Troutdale City Hall, 219 E. Historic Columbia River Hwy.
Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.; On our Web Page www.troutdaleoregon.gov or call Debbie Stickney, City
Recorder at 503-674-7237.

The meeting location is wheelchair accessible. A request for an interpreter for the hearing impaired or for other
accommodations for persons with disabilities should be made at least 48 hours before the meeting to: Debbie Stickney, City
Recorder 503-674-7237.




| Agenda ltem #2.1
& 6/10/14 Council Meeting
p

z
hg MINUTES
4 Troutdale City Council — Regular Meeting

P
o ~ Troutdale City Hall — Council Chambers

219 E. Historic Columbia River Hwy.
Troutdale, OR 97060-2078

Tuesday, May 13, 2014

1. ROLL CALL, AGENDA UPDATE
Mayor Daoust called the meeting to order at 7:00pm.

PRESENT: Mayor Daoust, Councilor Ripma, Councilor Anderson, Councilor Thomas,
Councilor White, Councilor Allen, and Councilor Wilson.

ABSENT: None.

STAFF: Craig Ward, City Manager; Debbie Stickney, City Recorder; Ed Trompke,
. City Attorney; Erich Mueller, Finance Director; Steve Gaschler, Public
Works Director; Travis Hultin, Chief Engineer; Amy Pepper, Civil Engineer;

Scott Anderson, Chief of Police; and Joel Wendland, Lieutenant.

GUESTS:  See Attached.

Mayor Daoust asked are there any agenda updates?

Craig Ward, City Manager, replied there are none.

Councilor Anderson asked Mayor, would you consider pulling ltems 9, 10 and 11 from
- tonight’s agenda and reschedule them for our meeting in two weeks. There are a lot of

topics on the agenda tonight and as it relates to the storm water fee the resolution has us

removing the cap and | don’t think we formally gave that direction. We did discuss it but

there are a lot of unanswered questions and | am not prepared to decide on that tonight.

Mayor Daoust stated | will consider that, but rather than pulling them right now | would
like to see how the agenda goes tonight and make that decision later.

2. CONSENT AGENDA: )
2.1 ACCEPT MINUTES: April 1, 2014 Work Session, April 8, 2014 Regular Meeting and
April 22, 2014 Regular Meeting.

MOTION:  Councilor White moved to accept the consent agenda. Seconded by
Councilor Wilson. Motion Passed Unanimously.
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I 3. PUBLIC COMMENT: Please restrict comments to non-agenda items at this time.

Tanney Staffenson, Planning Commission (PC) Chair, stated the PC was tasked with
reviewing the Troutdale Development Code (TDC) to reduce development barriers and
to make it consistent with the Building Code. We are working on that. There are a number
of things that have been accomplished but we are at a point now where we need some
legal assistance. | contacted someone, who happens to be here, and offered to pay for
this personally but [ was told that [ cannot do that. | am here to ask if the PC can have the
services of the staff attorney, if needed, to review our work.

Ed Trompke, City Attorney, stated the reason | gave to Mr. Staffenson for not being paid
personally was that [ wanted to make sure that | have one client here, and that is the City
of Troutdale, and not individuals who may serve the City of Troutdale in other capacities.

Mayor Daoust stated the City Attorney is available to the PC just as much as he is to the
City Council.

4. PROCLAMATIONS:

=» National Public Works Week — May 19-23

= Multnomah County Library Sesquicentennial Month in Troutdale
Mayor Daoust read the Proclamation for National Public Works Week, and introduced
Steve Gaschler the Public Works Director for the City.

Steve Gaschler introduced Travis Hultin the Chief Engineer for the City, and Amy Pepper
one of the City’s Civil Engineers. These are just two of the twenty-seven folks in our
department that are happy to serve the citizens of Troutdale every day.

Mayor Daoust read the Proclamation for Multnomah County Library Sesquicentennial
Month.

Shawn Cunningham, Communications Director for Multnomah County Library, stated
Friends of the Library, a critical partner in helping our libraries thrive through fundraising
and advocacy, brought this proclamation to you for consideration tonight. Unfortunately
none of their Board Members were able to be here tonight. We are honoring the 150t
Anniversary of the founding of what is now Multnomah County Library, the oldest public
library west of the Mississippi River. Since its inception in 1864 our library has evolved
and responded to the changing needs of its residents. In 2014 our buildings and our
collection looked very different, but our ethic of service remains unchanged. Multnomah
County Library has been part of the Troutdale community since 1908 and in that year they
circulated 3,000 items. Today the Troutdale Library circulates over 200,000 items. At our
library children discover new worlds and begin a journey of lifelong learning. Adults find
new skills to reenter the workforce, or prepare for retirement. Our community celebrates
its rich tapestry through arts, language and culture. Whether you are a longtime book
lover, or someone who isn’t quite sure what the library has to offer, we invite you to come
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in. Thank you for honoring our library tonight. We are proud to serve the residents of
Troutdale and we look forward to an exciting, vibrant future together.

5. PUBLIC HEARING / ORDINANCE (Introduced April 22, 2014): An ordinance
adopting a new Public Facilities Plan as an implementing element of Comprehensive
Land Use Plan Goal 11 Public Facilities and Services in partial fulfillment of Periodic
Review Task 3.

Mayor Daoust read the ordinance title.

Craig Ward, City Manager, stated we gave a brief introduction at the last meeting. Matt
Hastie of Angelo Planning Group, who helped us prepare this document, is here tonight.
This was presented to the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) and then to the Planning
Commission (PC) who reviewed and approved it.

Matt Hastie, Angelo Planning Group, stated this is an element of your Periodic Review
Work Program to update your Comprehensive Plan. The Public Facilities Plan (PFP) has
been prepared in accordance with Statewide Planning Goal 11 and the Oregon
Administrative Rules. The CAC reviewed the findings and made recommendations in
2012 and 2013. Earlier this year the PC also recommended adoption. The PFP describes
existing conditions. It includes policies to guide provision of public services. It also
identifies needed and planned improvements to meet future needs for water, sewer and
stormwater services in Troutdale. It includes future projects that are needed and identifies
how those projects would be paid for. It briefly summarizes some of the other public
facilities and services provided in the City, but the focus is really on water, sanitary sewer
and stormwater facilities. The PFP is based primarily on existing adopted master plans
for those same types of services. Those master plans provide more information. This
document just rolls up and summarizes the key elements of those master plans. It
references the recently adopted Transportation System Plan as the guiding document for
transportation facilities and services within Troutdale. In terms of the needed
improvements in the City, these are improvements that are needed over the next 20
years. They are split out by short, medium and long-term improvements. Again, these
projects come from other planning documents. There is language in the Plan that says
even though the Plan identifies a specific list of improvements it doesn’t guarantee or
obligate the City to make those improvements at any given point and time. It will really
depend on how much growth occurs and how quickly it occurs as to when those
improvements are actually needed. It gives you a fair amount of flexibility in terms of how
you actually implement the PFP.

Councilor White stated this is like an all-inclusive wish list; that is how it was presented to
the PC.

Matt Hastie replied it is based on the facility master plans for water, stormwater and
sanitary sewer. Those plans identify improvements that are needed over the next 20
years to meet the City’s needs. This plan essentially rolls up and reiterates the same
projects that are in those master plans. It also identifies the approximate timeframe for
when those projects would be needed. It is to some degree a wish list in that growth may
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not occur as quickly as identified in those master plans so you may not need to do all of
these projects in the next 20 years. But it is consistent with future population and
employment forecasts in terms of identifying the potential needs over that period.

Councilor White asked how did the cost of all of those accumulated projects affect our
rate? ‘

Matt Hastie replied the capital improvement costs affect the system development charge
rates that are charged. Most of these projects are to serve future growth so most of the
projects will be paid for through system development charges. The ongoing maintenance
is paid for through fees.

Councilor White stated Steve, you are fairly new to Troutdale. Have you had adequate
time to review all of this and do you feel comfortable moving forward with this plan?

Steve Gaschler, Public Works Director, replied as Matt said this is just the roll-up of all of
the master plan work that has been adopted to date. | have reviewed the information. |
don’t see any big problems with any of it. As Matt said it is mostly predicated on what
happens when the growth comes in the next 20 years, and what we need to do to service
that growth. Whether that happens in 20 years or 40 years, that remains to be seen. If
you are going to serve that growth it is pretty much a given that we will have to build those
. projects at some point and time.

Mayor Daoust opened the Public Hearing at 7:22pm.

Ray Wall, resident, asked where is this land going to come from? This is a small city that
is already built.

Matt Hastie replied for the most part the development will occur within your existing city
limits in areas that have not yet been developed. Some of that will be residential growth
and some of it will be employment growth in areas where there is the potential for
additional development or redevelopment.

Ray Wall stated we moved out of Portland to get away from all of the congestion. Are we
talking about a lot of new apartment complexes, or what are we talking about?

Craig Ward replied we are required, as part of the metropolitan area, to accept our fair
share of growth. That growth is allocated to us. We have to go through a process to define
how much of that we are required to serve. This Plan simply applies those expectations
in the form of capital facility improvements.

Mayor Déoust closed the Public Hearing at 7:25pm.

MOTION: Councilor Thomas moved to adopt an ordinance adop'ting a new
Public Facilities Plan as an implementing element of Comprehensive
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Land Use Plan Goal 11 Public Facilities and Services in partial
fulfillment of Periodic Review Task 3. Seconded by Mayor Daoust.

VOTE: Councilor White - No; Councilor Allen — No; Councilor Wilson - No;

Councilor Ripma - Yes; Councilor Anderson - No; Councﬂor Thomas —

Yes; Mayor Daoust — Yes.

Motion Failed 3-4.

6. PUBLIC HEARING / ORDINANCE (Introduced April 22, 2014): An ordinance
adopting text amendments to Comprehensive Land Use Plan Goal 11 Public
Facilities and Services in partial fulfilment of Periodic Review Task 3.

Mayor Daoust read the ordinance title.

Craig Ward asked Mr. Hastie is there was a purpose in moving forward with this ordinance
since the Public Facilities Plan (PFP) was not adopted?

Matt Hastie replied each of these items are part of your Periodic Review Work Program,
which is to update your Comprehensive Plan. As it relates to public facilities, there are
two components that the City is essentially required to do by the State as part of your
Periodic Review Work Program. One is to adopt a PFP, and the second is to update the
public facilities planning element of your Comprehensive Plan, which is what this
ordinance is about. The public facilities element of your Comprehensive Plan essentially
includes a small number of components from the PFP and then references the PFP for
more information. If you don’t have an adopted PFP to reference, that is probably
problematic in adopting the amendments to your Comprehensive Plan. Again, the
amendments to your Comprehensive Plan are pretty basic. Both of these are part of your
work program, but if you are not doing one of them it is probably problematic to do the
other one. | am not a land use attorney so | am not going to give you legal advice.

Councilor Ripma stated there must have been something about the PFP that the majority
of the Council didn’t like and wanted changed and we really didn’t have that discussion. |
wasn’t expecting it to fail. | favored it because | know we have to do it. It would be worth
a few minutes to have the Councilors who voted no to illuminate us on what it was they
didn’t like.

Councilor Allen stated | am use to a better explanation of what is going on. Maybe even
a work session.

Councilor Thomas asked would you be willing to consider a motion to reconsider this?
Otherwise it is a dead issue.

Councilor Allen stated | would be willing to have a work session so we can get down to
what is bothering us.
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Councilor Ripma stated just to get some idea | think we should direct staff to schedule a
work session to discuss this. We have to do this. You didn't like something about it.

Councilor White stated for me it was a matter of consistency. | voted no on the
Transportation System Plan because there were aspects of that plan that | didn’t care for.
This is tied into that plan. Also the sheer dollar amount, | think we need to take another
look and pull out the projects that aren’t going to see the light of day because they do
affect the other costs. | think planning was a little confused on that issue. | heard
comments from the PC that they felt had they known this information they would not have
passed what they passed. That is my reason for voting no.

Mayor Daoust stated this complicates the issue because this is a rollup of all of the master
plans that we have already approved as a Council. Is that not right?

Travis Hultin, Chief Engineer, replied all of the master plans that were used in the creation
of the PFP were adopted by the Council.

Councilor Allen stated on the master plans we have been told the projects are just there
as placeholders, we don’t have to do them. Then they get put in the next plan, and they
are just there but we don’t have to do them. But we set our rates from these projects and
the rates are considerable for a resident. | am curious as to what these projects are that
we want to do and why do we want to do them.

Councilor Wilson stated if we could have a work session | would vote to reconsider.

Mayor Daoust stated it is obvious that we need to discuss the ramifications of going back
through each of these master plans and spending time to do it again.

Councilor Ripma asked would the work session be on the PFP only?
Councilor Allen stated that would be sufficient.
MOTION:  Councilor Wilson moved to reconsider. Seconded by Councilor Allen.

Mayor Daoust stated it has been moved and seconded to reconsider the previous
motion on the ordinance. Is there any further direction on how we should proceed

with this?

Ed Trompke stated it has been moved and seconded to reconsider the existing
motion which failed. Now you would vote to reconsider, and at that point someone
could move, if they wanted to, to amend the original motion to take this topic to a
work session to reconsider the various pieces of it in more depth. That would
require a second and another vote.
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VOTE on Motion to Reconsider:

Councilor White - Yes; Councilor Allen — Yes; Councilor Wilson - Yes;
Councilor Ripma - Yes; Councilor Anderson - Yes; Councilor Thomas -

Yes; Mayor Daoust — Yes.
Motion Passed 7-0.

MOTION: Councilor Thomas moved withdrew his original motion to replace it
with a motion to hold a work session to further discuss Agenda Item
#5. Seconded by Councilor Wilson.

Craig Ward stated since Item #6 is linked to Item #5 | would suggest that the Council
consider amending the motion to include Iltems #5 and #6 for the work session.

AMENDED MOTION: Councilor Thomas moved to amend the motion to include
both Items #5 and #6 at the work session. Seconded by
Councilor Anderson.

VOTE: Councilor White - Yes; Councilor Allen — Yes; Councilor Wilson - Yes;
Councilor Ripma - Yes; Councilor Anderson - Yes; Councilor Thomas —
Yes; Mayor Daoust — Yes.

Motion Passed 7-0.

Ed Trompke stated if there are people in the audience that came to testify to this
ordinance, you might give them the opportunity so that they don’t have to come back a
second time, and so that their concerns can be considered at the work session.

Mayor Daoust opened the Public Hearing at 7:38pm and asked is there anyone here to
speak to Agenda ltem #67?

Ray Wall stated my main reason for bringing up the points that | did is because this is a
great city. There is something special about Troutdale. | don’'t want to see it become
Portland cesspool where we have a bunch of additional dwelling units in people’s back
yards and see the city grow into another Portland. | want to see Troutdale stay Troutdale.

Mayor Daoust closed the Public Hearing at 7:40pm.

7. DISCUSSION: A discussion of Metro’s Solid Waste Community Enhancement
Program by Roy W. Brower, Manager, Metro Solid Waste Compliance & Cleanup.

Amy Pepper, Civil Engineer, stated state law authorizes local governments to collect and
spend fees, up to $1 per ton, at certain disposal sites including transfer stations.
According to state law the funds must be used for rehabilitation and enhancement in the
area around the disposal site. The implementing jurisdiction must establish an advisory
committee to oversee how that money is spent. This program is implemented currently
through Metro at four facilities. In Troutdale, the Troutdale Transfer Station, operated by

TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 7 of 32
May 13, 2014




Waste Management is eligible for the coverage under this program, but it is not presently
part of the program. In 2002 the City enacted a Solid Waste Tax of $0.65 per ton of
material at the Troutdale Station. Metro is working on updating its Solid Waste
Enhancement Program and amending Metro Code. Tonight Councilor Craddick and Roy
Brower from Metro are here to discuss their plans. Also here tonight is Dean Kampfer of
Waste Management.

Shirley Craddick, Metro Councilor, stated | think this is an opportunity for the City of
Troutdale. We are very appreciative that the City is willing to host a transfer station. When
garbage leaves your driveway each week Metro takes responsibility for it. Most of the
garbage that is collected in the east part of the Metro Region comes through the Troutdale
Transfer Station. We recognize that it is challenging to place these facilities with the extra
trucks driving through the city. There is a program that is available to the City called
Community Enhancement Program that | think will bring some opportunities to you and it
is a way for us to say thank you for your willingness to do this.

Roy Brower, Metro, stated this is a program that has been implemented at certain solid
waste facilities around the region, primarily at Metro South, Metro Central and Forest
Grove. There are three other transfer stations (including the Troutdale Transfer Station)
in operation that are currently eligible for the program. We are in the process of trying to
make this program available uniformly across the region. We have talked with the elected
officials and city managers in those jurisdictions and this is fairly well supported. We
started out with the idea that this would be more of a local option, but one of the things
that we have heard from the other cities is it should be made uniformly across the entire
region so that there are no incentives or disincentives for where waste goes based on
implementation of the Community Enhancement Program. This program was an initiative
in state law back in the late 1980s. Metro adopted the program in the early 90s. Since
then the solid waste system has changed and is changing. Initially facilities that were only
material recovery facilities, those that recovered construction and demolition debris for
instance, were ineligible for this program. A number of the transfer stations today started
out as material recovery facilities but they have now evolved into transfer stations. We
wanted to make sure that local governments had the opportunity to have this fee
collected. Metro would be the entity that collects the money and then remits it to the City.
The City would be responsible for coming up with a way to determine what projects are
eligible for this funding. That is the basics of the issue.

Councilor Wilson stated | am opposed to this fee because it will be passed on to the
Waste Management customers. | have reviewed your meeting notes from April 15%. One
of the things you talk about is you would like to see this fee tied to inflation, but it is up to
the state to pass that or increase the fee. Is that something that you are actively seeking?

Roy Brower replied no, we are not pursuing an increase at the state level at this point.
The fee at the state level has been capped at $1 per ton. Metro has collected the fee at
$0.50 per ton where it is collected. With this program we are recommending to our Council
that the fee be increased to $1 per ton, which would be the state maximum.
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Councilor Wilson stated your meeting notes also said that some of the solid waste industry
representatives are supportive of the program but indicated that it should be applied
uniformly to help foster a more level playing field between all eligible facilities. Others
were not supportive of the program and prefer that the local government decide whether
or not to implement the program. Could you expand on what their reasons were for not
supporting it and why we are moving forward with it?

Roy Brower replied for purposes of the industry, | would say that at least two of the
industry players didn’t see a need for it because the facility had been in place for a number
of years and they didn’t see any necessary community enhancement or rehabilitation that
needed to take place in or around the facility. | would counter that, and have countered
that, with the notion that the solid waste system is changing. Waste is going to flow to
different facilities in different quantities and in different proportions than it has in the past.
We at Metro are in the process of discussing the future of the solid waste system. Where
is our waste going to be disposed? How is it going to be recycled? Are we going to send
more waste to be incinerated, recovered for energy, converted to gas, fuel? There are a
lot of these discussions taking place. Part of our effort is to just modernize the system for
collecting this. The typical household generates about a ton and a half of garbage that
goes to a landfill in a year. This is going to account for an increase of probably $0.75 to
$0.80 per household per year.

Councilor Wilson stated | understand that. We discuss these fees and how all of these
little fees end up being a lot of money. Not only are we going to get charged the $1, we
are also going to get 10% upcharge from Waste Management because of their profits. It
is more than just $1 per household. | am just opposed to this program. | know it has to be
implemented because of the state law, and you have the right to do that.

Councilor Anderson asked Dean, is that true? Are we going to be charged for this in the
end because of the profit margin in the franchise agreement?

Dean Kampfer, Waste Management, replied yes. We submit our costs every year to the
City and these costs are included in our rate setting process and they are indirectly
passed on to the customer.

Councilor Anderson stated in essence this is going to be a grant that is funded by the
ratepayers of the City of Troutdale.

Dean Kampfer stated disposal fees get passed on to the ratepayers, yes.

Mayor Daoust asked what area does the Troutdale Transfer Station serve?

Dean Kampfer replied the Troutdale Transfer Station receives waste from the east end of
Portland, Gresham, Troutdale, Wood Village and some of Clackamas County as well as

the City of Milwaukie.

Councilor Anderson asked how long has the Transfer Station been in Troutdale?
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Dean Kampfer replied about 1979; the Ege family owns the property. Waste Management
leases the property from the Ege family. Waste Management is proud of the Transfer
Station. We think it is a great service to the community. We think we have done a great
job of operating it and controlling odors, liter and noise. We don't really think that the
Troutdale Transfer Station looks much different than a lot of other businesses in your
community. The facility is regulated by both DEQ and Metro. We receive source
separated recycling, although most of that material goes directly to a material processing
facility. We also receive dry waste. That dry waste is reloaded and delivered to a material
recovery facility, Tualatin Valley Waste Recovery in Hillsboro. We also receive 70,000
tons annually of wet waste which is what we are talking about. That wet waste is capped
under our Metro franchise at 70,000 tons. With regard to the Metro Community
Enhancement fee, Waste Management supports a playing field. We have been paying
the City of Troutdale a City tax of $0.65 per ton. We really don't differentiate between city
tax and this community enhancement fee, although we really don’t talk about the tax.
Waste Management’s Troutdale Transfer Station is the only facility in the Metro region
that pays a city tax. We own the Forest Grove Transfer Station that pays the $0.50
enhancement fee. Back in 2002 when the City wanted to adopt the tax Metro opposed
that tax and wanted the City to adopt the enhancement fee but the City went forward with
the tax. Looking back we think the City made a great decision because of the ease of
managing the flow of money. What we collect goes directly to the City and goes into your
general fund. We believe the Troutdale Council spends the City’s funds appropriately and
to the benefit of the community, so there is very little difference between the tax and the

enhancement fee. We are fine with paying whatever total amount is appropriate that other -

facilities are paying, but we think the total amount, the tax and the enhancement fee,
should be equal or at par. If we are going to start paying the $1 enhancement fee, to keep
the playing field level we think the tax should go away. We do recommend that the City
manage the distribution of the community enhancement funds.

Mayor Daoust stated the $0.65 per ton tax comes directly back to Troutdale. It is about
$65,000 a year.

Dean Kampfer replied it is $0.65 on 70,000 tons.
Mayor Daoust stated so this $1 fee is a Metro decision not a Troutdale decision.

Shirley Craddick stated you will decide how those funds get distributed. They can go to
community events or community programs. If you decide to accept the funds, how they
are distributed will be decided by you; we will work with you on that.

Mayor Daoust stated | am not quite clear how the $1 fits in with the $0.65 tax that we are
already collecting.

Shirley Craddick replied you are the only city in the region that has a transfer station that
collects a tax. This is an enhancement fee; a thank you back to those communities that
have transfer stations to allow you to return some of those funds back to your city.
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Mayor Daoust stated if we don’t do anything and we still keep the $0.65 tax, Metro is
going to tack on another $1 on top of that and what Waste Management is saying is that
they would like us to drop the $0.65 and go with the $1 and maybe get that money back
in grants. Is that what | am hearing Dean?

Dean Kampfer replied we were indifferent about which method you go with, but if it is the
$1 we would like to only pay $1 not $1.65.

Roy Brower stated the $0.65 is a general government tax that goes to support general
government activities. | don’t think there is any stipulation on how or what you spend that
on since you impose that independently under your own authority as a city. The
~ community enhancement fee is different and distinct because it is imbedded in state law,
ORS 459.280 and it is intended to be used specifically for community enhancement and
rehabilitation around the defined target area of the facility that you are hosting.

Councilor White stated | met with Shirley and Roy prior to tonight along with other
Councilors. This town has been talking about an art fund; that is one use for that money.
A solution that | thought of was to take the $0.65 that comes into the general fund and
use that to subsidize Waste Management to reduce their rate from increasing and then
we would still be able to access the $1 per ton fee for incentives for our town. We put up
with truck traffic, garbage and the potential for pollution, etc. | understand why the
program is there. The only thing | don’t like about the $1 fee is that we have to ask for it

in the form of a grant rather than just having it come directly to the City where we could

use it in areas that we see fit. It is also a hammer for Metro; if we don’t do other regulatory
things they could withhold that funding. We have been threatened with that in the past in
other situations. '

Roy Brower stated the money wouldn’t come directly to the City but it would come to the
committee that the City sets up. There are different ways to set up that committee. In
Forest Grove that committee is the City Council. In Oregon City it is the City Council plus
a couple of citizen representatives and the Councilor from that district. The committee
makes the decisions. What Metro would do is simply collect the money and remit it to the
City to manage it through the committee process. We estimate about 10% or 11% of the
garbage comes from the City of Troutdale and the rest of the garbage that comes through
the Troutdale Transfer Station comes from other places.

Councilor Anderson asked is that true, if we have another scenario similar to the Title 13
situation Metro could withhold this money?

Shirley Craddick replied | have not heard of that.

Roy Brower replied we are looking at whether that is feasible. We are actually putting our
proposal together that will go before the Metro Council in October. You will have another
chance to look at a more detailed proposal, or your staff will. The only sort of spigot turn-
off if you will might be if that money gets diverted to the general fund. We want to see the
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money go into enhancement rehabilitation broadly defined under state law and not go
towards paying for general government services in your community.

Shirley Craddick stated what you are asking Councilor Anderson, is would we use it as a
threat to you to make you do something else that you don’t want to do. Is that what you
were asking?

Councilor Anderson replied in essence, yes.
Shirley Craddick replied | would not want to do that. | can’t see that we would do that.

Councilor Ripma asked will the $0.65 that we currently collect have to go away if we
started this Community Enhancement Program?

Roy Brower replied Metro’s imposition of the community enhancement fee would not force
the $0.65 to go away. That would be your independent decision.

Councilor Ripma stated | am a little concerned that the restrictions on the use of the
enhancement funds really wouldn'’t be very effective at supporting our community events
and so on because we really don’t hold community events in the vicinity of the transfer
station, they tend to be downtown or somewhere else. Do the funds that come by grant
back to the City have to be expended near or around the transfer station?

Roy Brower replied it would be up to the committee to set the boundary. In the case of
Forest Grove, Troutdale, and Oregon City the city limits could be the target area. That
really wouldn’t work for the City of Portland because it is so big.

Dean Kampfer stated the original intent of the program was to soften the impact to the
directly impacted community around the facility. Having a facility in the City of Forest
Grove or Troutdale, you could say everybody is impacted by a transfer station by noise,
emissions, etc. You could stretch it as far as you want | guess.

Councilor Ripma stated our transfer facility is pretty benign, but there is truck traffic. |
guess | agree with Councilor Wilson. | think it is better that the money goes into our
general fund where we can spend it as we like and it doesn’t have the necessity to set up
a separate committee. | think we are doing well having the tax and collecting it. If we took
on this program there is no question that it would affect the rates; they would go up for
our residents even if we got rid of our $0.65 tax.

Mayor Daoust stated it is my assumption that it is going to happen. The $1 will get charged
at the transfer site if Metro Council decides to do this, which | assume they will. The money
will be collected and it will be sitting at Metro and Troutdale will be sitting here not asking
for any of it. What position does that put Metro in? If you collect that $1 fee and Troutdale
doesn’t do anything, what do you do with the money?
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Roy Brower replied it would still be reserved for Troutdale. | think it would put Metro in the
position of having to do like we have done with the City of Portland, which is set up a local
Metro committee that would make the decisions on how to distribute the money. That is
not our preference. | don’'t know how it would work because we haven’t done it in a long
time. | am assuming we would establish a committee of local citizens and maybe invite a
few members of your council to participate. Councilor Craddick would probably chair or
steer that committee in some way.

Mayor Daoust stated but chances are you could give it to Gresham or Portland since they
are part of the collection area that comes into the Troutdale Transfer Station.

Roy Brower replied no, it has to do with where the facility is located.

Councilor Allen stated when | boil this down basically what | get is we have $0.65 that is
going into our general fund that typically pays for police, parks and enhancement and we
are talking about possibly giving that up to have $1.

Councilor Wilson stated we can have both.
Councilor Anderson stated but we will all end up paying for both.
Councilor Allen asked is there any chance that Metro would only do the difference?

Shirley Craddick stated this is a discussion that is occurring for the region to be a benefit
for all of the cities that host transfer stations. The decision we make is a regional decision.
If | were in your position | would take advantage of that. | understand Mr. Kampfer's
position on this. Obviously as a business he doesn’t want to have two different fees, or
taxes, placed on his business. You are the only city that has that additional $0.65 in the
region that you levy.

Councilor Allen stated if there is a choice between us administering it or not administering
it, | would prefer to administer it.

Councilor Wilson stated | would prefer to administer it also. | have done some studying in
Oregon City and Forest Grove on the two different programs. There is a combination of
the both of them that | like. Some of the things that Forest Grove has funded through this
program is the healthy meals for homebound seniors, sidewalk chalk art festival, housing
rehab and repair modifications, automated irrigation systems for the Forest Grove Senior
and Community Center, and graffiti abatement. Oregon City uses their City Councilors
and their Metro Councilor and | believe four other people for their committee. They require
either a cash match or labor to get the grant from Oregon City.

Mayor Daoust asked is there a match requirement for the grant?

Shirley Craddick replied | am not familiar with that. The criteria for how the funds are

distributed will be made by the committee.
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Councilor White stated | think Metro is probably surprised by this conversation because |
really think it is a good thing for Troutdale citizens. The fee increase, as explained to me,
was like $0.08 per month,

Shirley Craddick replied it is less than $1 per year.

- Councilor White stated yet we can bring in as much as $85,000 to this community. If we
are worried about the rate | think out of the $0.65 tax that comes into the general fund we
could write a check to Waste Management for the difference and subsidize Troutdale
ratepayers. A lot of the $85,000 will be coming from other communities that use our
transfer station. My only concern is, are there any plans to expand that facility or increase
its size and add more uses?

Dean Kampfer replied the Troutdale Transfer Station has probably double or three times
the capacity. We are only restricted by the franchise agreement that we have with Metro
that restricts the tonnage at 70,000. We have looked at expanding it to self-haul the small
loads, but before we could do that there are some issues with the traffic study and possibly
a turning lane on the road.

Councilor Allen stated as a resident of Troutdale you are not required to use Waste
Management. Can you do city funds to \Waste Management? Is that legal?

Ed Trompke, City Attorney, replied generally speaking if there is a public purpose that is
furthered by the expenditure we could make findings that it would be fairer to the citizens
of Troutdale to refund the extra fee that they are being charged. | think you could make
findings that would support it as a public policy.

Mayor Daoust stated or it could be done a different way, we don’t necessarily need to
write a check to Waste Management. We could reengage with Waste Management when
they come to the Council to talk about rates.

Dean Kampfer stated there are many ways to handle it. The biggest challenge for the
Council would be that you will have a certain amount of funds and you will have
applications for two to three times the amount of the funds you have available to distribute.
That is the experience in Forest Grove.

Councilor Thomas asked do we currently pay the $.50 now?
Roy Brower replied no.

Councilor Thomas stated the part about the $1 that | don't like is it is a grant system that
distributes the money, which may or may not have any direct benefit to the taxpayers of
Troutdale other than the ratepayer gets to fund it. It doesn’t sound like we have any choice
because Metro is going to implement the tax. Our choice is whether or not we set up a
committee to accept the funds and redistribute them.
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Shirley Craddick stated it depends on what you consider a benefit. You have a lot of great
organizations in your city that | think would benefit greatly from this.

Councilor Thomas stated the ratepayer may not see anything. The question is whether or
not Troutdale wants to set up a committee to administer the funds.

Shirley Craddick stated Councilor Thomas it sounds like you don’t think that is much of a
benefit for your community. Are you saying that you think it would be more of a benefit if
it went into the general fund?

Councilor Thomas replied it could.

Shirley Craddick asked how is that more of a benefit for the City than money that would
go directly back to organizations and your community?

Councilor Thomas stated the difference is when it comes into the general fund it primarily
gets spent on public safety; that is where most of our money goes. The public sees a
direct benefit from it in one way or another. With this fee going into a fund that we grant
out, then specific organizations see it but not necessarily every individual ratepayer will
see the advantage. What they will see is the increased $1. It is the same as franchise
fees. The difference is that franchise fees come back to help operate the government
which provides for their protection, safety and all the other things.

Mayor Daoust stated this sounds like a work session topic.

Councilor Ripma stated | am trying to understand the math. If we give up the $65,000
which we collect broadly from jurisdictions all around us which goes into our general fund,
then we collect $1 instead broadly from everyone and we get $85,000 with the 20%
overhead allowed. Then we have all of the bureaucracy of trying to administer it, people
applying for grants in excess of the amount we have to give. | would encourage us to
encouraging Metro not to do this; give Troutdale an exemption.

Shirley Craddick stated the $0.65 is not part of this program. That is a tax that you have
already levied many years ago. We are not asking you to take that away.

Councilor Ripma stated no but we would. Our citizens would ask us to do that. While in
theory we could add the $1 on, it won’t happen. My feeling is that the general fund dollars
are very useful to our community; we need them for police, fire, etc. While the program
you are describing for grants to deserving organizations sounds good, | for one favor
leaving it as general fund money, but that is not allowed.

Councilor Wilson stated the $0.65 per ton tax is a separate issue than this. Forest Grove
is not charging any administration fees so 100% is going back to their community. | would
favor that. Forest Grove City Manager said the process only takes a couple of days and
isn’t that difficult.
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Councilor Thomas asked if the money gets charged and it comes back to us, does it have
to go to public entities?

Roy Brower replied it goes towards community enhancement. It depends how broadly
you want to draw that.

Councilor Thomas asked what is your definition of community enhancement?

Roy Brower replied we are working on that. There is some criteria under state law. Some
of it could come back to the city directly to fund some specific projects that are eligible for
general funding.

Councilor Thomas stated what | am driving at is could it go to private individuals for
projects that are not publically owned.

Roy Brower replied | don’t know.
Shirley Craddick replied | think non-profit would be eligible.

Mayor Daoust stated there is no decision needed tonight. We will need to schedule a
work session later to discuss the $0.65 tax and the $1 community enhancement fee, and
the committee.

Roy Brower stated we will have a more detailed proposal that we will share with all of the
jurisdictions.

Mayor Daoust called for a break at 8:30pm and reconvened at 8:43pm.

Mayor Daoust stated we will not be discussing Agenda Items #9, 10 and 11 tonight. We
will reschedule those for the May 27t meeting.

8. RESOLUTION: A resolution approving the proposed concept for Contracted Law
Enforcement Services from the Multhomah County Sheriff, and authorizing
negotiation of an Intergovernmental Agreement.

Chief Anderson stated Sheriff Staton and | are here to answer any of your questions about

the consolidation effort that we have put before you. | want to stress that this is not a
takeover by the Sheriff for police services in the City of Troutdale. We are partners 50/50
in this proposal. We have been working on this proposal for a long time. There have been
a lot of good questions asked. We had two excellent work sessions. We continue to get
guestions and we want to answer each and every question. Tonight we would like for you
to afford us the opportunity to be able to get all of the questions answered that you have
that can only be answered by actually entering into contract negotiations on this proposal.

Erich Mueller, Finance Director, stated we held work sessions on April 1 and May 6 which
| have recapped in my staff report. At the May 6t work session there were a number of
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appropriate and valid questions raised. | have attempted to address those in my staff
report for tonight. One of the questions | have addressed in my staff report is how the
services compare with Wood Village. | have provided calculations regarding the per capita
costs. The two cities have chosen a different combination/configuration of services which
makes it difficult to compare them directly.

Another issue | addressed is what would be required related to the conclusion of the IGA
and obligations to rehire any employees that had been Troutdale employees. There are
a number of state statutes as well as collective bargaining agreement requirements that
would come into play. It is entirely driven on the timing.

There was a question about our obligation to solicit other law enforcement services. |
addressed the provisions that are related to IGAs in the ORS as well as in the public
contracting code. There was also a specific question regarding considering contracting
for services from Gresham. While it is possible, given their current budgetary challenges
that they are pursuing related to their own public safety and parks levy, | think it is probably
unlikely to be economically feasible for them to consider it. That is just a judgment based
on the information | provided in the staff report.

The final area | addressed is regarding the existing building, lease payments and possible
bond payments made from lease proceeds. While it was clear that the audience and
several councilors would like to see those potential lease revenues applied toward the
bond, some of the statements or positions made about doing that require a little bit of
adjustment in terms of how we would accomplish it. There was mention about the police
facility costing $200 to $300 on a property owners taxes. A house assessed at $200,000
in the coming fiscal year will pay about $82 towards the police facility bond. The other
bond levy cost that they may see on their tax bill would be related to the treatment plant

bond. Through the budgetary process we could eventually get to where we could apply

those net proceeds towards the cost of the levy and af'feotlvely lower the levy in any
particular year for the police facility bonds.

The IGA that the resolution would authorize us to go forward and negotiate does not
approve any agreement, it simply authorizes us to negotiate an agreement. That
agreement would address the first phase. There would be a number of subsequent
phases that would need to get worked out over the course of the coming year, and couple
of years, as the Sheriff's office looks at how they will approach patrol consolidation, how
they will look at records and how they will look at evidence custody. Many of those things
are the items that will affect usage of the building and timing that we have to address on
a go-forward basis. The IGA is intended simply to address the transfer of the employees,
equipment and the police fleet fee. That would be the initial phase that the IGA would
address.

We believe that there are significant cost savings that would benefit the City. We are
estimating a savings of $800,000 of costs for the general fund for the coming fiscal year
if this is implemented based on our modeled assumptions. The City Council and the
Budget Committee are well aware of the ongoing decline of our general fund and this
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would be something that could help change the direction of those graphs. Additionally
there is a significant value and additional benefit that we would be receiving from all of
the expanded capabilities that we would have access to at the MCSO.

The resolution tonight is not approving any IGA or any kind of final agreement; it is
approving the concept that you do want to go forward with this and you are directing us
to come back with something that you could potentially approve. That is the decision that
we are asking you to make this evening.

Councilor Anderson stated it is understandable but rather unfortunate about not applying
the lease payments, should we do this, directly to the building until June 2021. However,

you did say that in the interim the lease revenues could be transferred annually to the

debt service fund which would result in lowering the required annual bond levy upon the
citizens. Could you expand on that?

Erich Mueller replied there were comments made regarding the lease revenues and
paying off the bonds early. Even if we had a huge influx of revenue from any source, we
can’t go out and pay the bonds off. They are fixed security instruments. The first callable
date is June 2021. What we could do in the interim with the revenue that is received is
similar to what we do with the water pollution control facility bonds. Those bonds are
authorized to be levied for a 100% property tax levy. However, when they were originally
designed the intent was to have 1/3 paid from property taxes, approximately 1/3 from the
SDC fund and approximately 1/3 from the sewer user fees. As part of our budget process
each year we budget what those numbers would be, transfer those resources into the
debt service fund and the remaining gap to make that years payment is what we actually
levy rather than the full amount of what is required for that year. We could set up a similar
process for the police facility bond. We could determine the operating costs and
maintenance costs, and then determine what the lease revenues will be. As part of the
budget process we could transfer that money into the debt service fund. That would than
get applied towards the debt service payment for the police facility bond and we would
only levy the difference, which would lower what the taxpayers would see on their tax bill
for the year.

Councilor Allen stated, Sherriff Staton, our current Troutdale facility is not large enough
to house all of the operations. Would you be willing to build an administration building
nearby?

Sheriff Staton stated that is what has been suggested. The planning group is working on
that currently.

Councilor Allen stated when | take a look at having increased operations out of the current
Troutdale facility | think about line of sight and our emergency vehicles being able to
egress quickly. | can’t help but think that it would be a good idea to move the parking off
of the public streets nearby and into a parking lot and reduce the chances of people
appearing from between cars.
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Craig Ward stated so your concern is that people now, unrelated to the police department,
are parking on public streets and because emergency vehicles may be moving quickly by
there that it is unsafe to have people parking on those streets where those emergency
vehicles are coming in and out.

Councilor Allen stated yes, the two streets that are immediately adjacent.

Chief Anderson stated currently we have to be very careful. On Kendall Court at any given
time there can be cars parked on both sides of the street. If we have to go out of the
~ building and down Kendall to Columbia River Hwy. we have to be very careful. Most of
the time when we leave we will turn on 2™ to go to Buxton, or we have the east gate
where we can exit onto Buxton directly. So yes, right now it is an issue for us but we travel
very safely through that area. It may be in our best interest to look at having parking on
one side of the street only instead of both.

Councilor Allen stated so providing public parking nearby would benefit you.
Chief Anderson replied yes.

Councilor Allen asked what would be your opinion on community involvement? The
community passed the bond measure in the depths of the recession. That is very strong
community support. How do we continue that? Would you be in favor of continuing the
annual appreciation dinner and can we do that?

Chief Anderson replied | would like to respond on behalf of the department and also the
MCSO because our philosophies are very similar. We both have a community policing
oriented service delivery. We share in the fact that community events are very important.
Certainly the annual awards ceremony is very important. | don’t see why we couldn’t do
something like that.

Councilor White stated | agree with comments Councilor Allen made especially about the
continued support and the interaction with the community. We will want to keep that going.
To me the only reason to do this is the financial incentives and the added service. | would
like to see some safeguards assuring that the money continues to come in. The
resolution, as written, really doesn’t have anything stating that. | would like to see some
improvement on this resolution if we can make that change tonight.

Erich Mueller stated the draft IGA points included in Exhibit B are intended to be only
some of what would be included in an IGA. The type of issue that you are concerned
about is exactly the kind of thing that we are going to put into the IGA and we will bring
you back some text that you will be able to see. Does that provide a sufficient or clear
enough safeguard of what you are looking for? Until we can sit down and do that | don’t
have anything to work with to show you.

Councilor White stated | would like to see a subcommittee formed of this Council and
have that subcommittee be included in the negotiations; physically in the room. We also
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need to set aside funding to recreate the police department if needed. | don’t foresee that
happening, but just to add to my comfort level that is something | would like to see in the
IGA.

Erich Mueller stated allocation of resources is something that is controlled by the local
budget law. That is something that the budget committee would be able to do by creating
a future police department reserve fund, and they could choose to put a certain amount
of money in it every year.

Councilor Wilson stated someone commented to me that they felt that the ratio of the
number of officers to sergeants that are on at any given time, 2 officers and 1 sergeant,
seemed to be excessive for the City of Troutdale.

Chief Anderson stated that wouldn’t be the ratio. That would be the ratio inside the city
limits of Troutdale. The reason | want a sergeant inside the city limits of Troutdale is
because there are times now that we don’t have a supervisor on duty at all.

Councilor Wilson asked and not having a supervisor on duty creates what for the police
department?

Chief Anderson replied it creates indecision. In a crisis situation you then have an officer
that has to perform the duties of his or her own responsibilities plus that of a supervisor.
We would need to call someone at home to respond. In a critical situation seconds can
mean a life. The ratio will be 1 to 6 or 7, not 1 to 2.

Councilor Wilson asked doesn't it also creates a liability issue for you?

Chief Anderson replied it is huge. The liability issue is something that we are sitting on
right now that keeps me up at night. That is something that we have to fix.

Councilor Wilson stated another item that they talked to me about was the number of
police cars that we have and how they get used. | think | did a very poor job of trying to
explain that they are not all used at once and you put 50,000 miles on each one of the
cars each year and that you have to keep switching the cars out to keep the miles lower.
Is that the same practice within the MCSO?

Chief Anderson stated we have a subcommittee looking at all of those issues that we still
need to work out. Basically yes, we will try as best we can to keep the low mileage cars
on the street so that we don’t have high mileage cars that are a danger to the public or to
the deputies. There is a turnover ratio that is independent of any standard for the US and
each department has their own determination for that. | think that what Lt. Wendland
showed you at the budget meeting is the practical way of looking at it. If you are looking
at cars over 80,000 miles you have to compare that to the maintenance record and the
risk of someone driving that car. We have had some incidents in the last couple of years
with high mileage cars; fortunately no one has been injured but certainly could have been.
We are trying to make the best decision from a financial standpoint, maintenance
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standpoint, but by all means a public safety standpoint. There has to be a line there
somewhere and it is around 80,000. :

Councilor Wilson stated | think their concern was that there are too many cars.

Chief Anderson replied if you reduce the number of cars in your fleet you put more miles
on the low mileage cars. '

Sheriff Staton replied we have developed a very extensive replacement plan. There is
money that is automatically carved out year by year to replace vehicles.

Councilor Wilson asked do you keep a large fleet?

Sheriff Staton replied yes. We have the largest fleet in the county.
Councilor Wilson asked are they all used at the same time?
Sheriff Staton replied no.

Councilor Allen stated during the recession we weren’t buying enough cars to stay even
so we would have to buy extra vehicles in order to catch our fleet back up. Is that under
consideration during this process?

Chief Anderson replied absolutely.

Mayor Daoust asked would anyone in the audience like to speak to the Council on this
issue?

Joe Carlson, resident and member of the Public Safety Advisory Committee (PSAC),
stated | support this plan. | think it has been well presented to us on PSAC. | think that it
represents a very good option for the City from a financial standpoint and from a public
safety standpoint.

Jay Ellis, resident of Gresham, stated | do a lot of business in Troutdale. | think it is great
that the Council is looking for ways to lessen the burden on the citizens. | personally feel
safe in Troutdale. | think it is proactive to look for ways to save money. We already
contract for fire service with Gresham. [ love the identity that we have as Troutdale, | love
the independence and beauty of Troutdale. | just want to keep Troutdale’s identity. If we
join all of the services will we just become a neighborhood of Portland, or are we Troutdale
as a City?

Ray Walls, resident, stated regarding the number of vehicles, it is just an impression. Why
are there so many cars in the parking lot at the police station? It just doesn’t seem like it
is necessary. It would make more sense to have fewer cars and just use them up and
replace them; just for the image so it doesn’t ook like there is all of that waste. To me it
was embarrassing when someone who came to visit that had never been here before
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mentioned it right off the bat. Regarding the issue of people parking on the street. People
park on every street. | don’t know what you solve when you start restricting where people
park. Also the fence on the outside of the police station, | really didn’t understand why
there was a fence put there. Is it possible to combine funds, resources and maybe move
city hall into the police station into an unused area? Or use the property to put an annex

on? | agree with the last gentleman, it is important to keep our ldentlty as the City of
Troutdale and our individuality.

Bruce Wasson, resident, stated | believe that we as a city should consider more than just
the money that might be saved by making the decision to have MCSO serve as our local
police force. | have confidence that the Sheriff will do a professional job and live up to any
agreement that the City would enter into. However, | believe there is a deeper issue with
Multnomah County itself that needs to be considered. What if the County Commission,
independent of the MCSO, and no matter what agreement they may have with Troutdale,
decides not to provide the services that are currently provided such as river patrols,
search and rescue and other functions of services that they provide because they are
short money? Could a contract be so written as to make any future taxes, fees or other
forms of revenue raising impossible to impose on Troutdale.

Let's examine the history of the Multhomah County itself, and of the County
Commissioners of the last few years. A few years ago the County wanted to hire a
translator to work in the hospitals to help those who spoke no or little English. A very good
idea except they wanted someone who spoke Klingon, from the Star Trek movies; need
| say more. Recently four of the five Commissioners met in secret and voted to allow
homosexuals and lesbians to get marriage licenses in violation of Oregon law. My point
here is not about homosexual marriage, it is with the backdoor and sneaky way this was
handled. One of the Commissioners was not present because they knew he would object.
It seems that the Multhomah County Commissioners believe they can do whatever they
want. The most egregious act happened last year when they voted harsh restrictions on
personal gun ownership and how we are allowed to carry that weapon. That was again
done in violation of Oregon law and the State Constitution. Even though Multnomah
County Sheriff supported this when it was passed their office has seen fit not to enforce
it, and rightly so.

| ask the City Council of Troutdale these questions. If the Multhomah County
Commissioners decide to do any of the following how is Troutdale going to respond? Add
fees, taxes, rate changes, higher costs for fuel and supplies. What about services that
are currently being offered that the City is not charged for such as river patrol and search
and rescue? Can these items be addressed in a contract that cannot be overridden by
the County Commissioners? What about ordering the Sheriff to enforce laws that are
clearly unlawful? What will the Sheriff do in that case and where will that leave Troutdale?
Without local control the City of Troutdale would be subject to the whims of the County
Commissioners in matters of police enforcement. The Sheriff is under the control of the
County Commissioners and could be ordered to enforce things that are not lawful, or
violate a contract. Due to budget shortfalls they could order the Sheriff to cut patrols in
Troutdale to cover other parts of Multnomah County. Could this happen? Possibly. Even
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though the comparison to Wilsonville is noteworthy, they do not have to deal with
 Multnomah County Commissioners. The Clackamas County Commissioners haven't
voted for things that are unlawful or unconstitutional that | know of. These examples show
how the leadership of Multhomah County thinks. The County seems to have no qualms
about passing laws that are either unlawful or unconstitutional thereby imposing on others
their will and not upholding what is written in our laws or State Constitution. What is to
stop them from passing a resolution or law that voids the contract? They have a record
of doing just that? How many years will it take to resolve that issue in the courts if it comes
to that? | have absolutely no worries about how MCSO will act, it is the County
Commissioners that concern me. | do not and cannot trust an elected body, the
Multnomah County Commission, who pass laws that are clearly in conflict with state law
and do it behind closed doors. Or pass a restrictive gun law that is in violation of the State
Constitution and the Bill of Rights of the US Constitution. The arrogance of the
Commissioners towards the people of this County is apparent by their actions. They have
no regards for the rule of law which we all live under, or the Constitution which they swore
to uphold, and it shows. | do not believe that the City of Troutdale should get into bed with
this kind of leadership.

Mayor Daoust stated some of the questions you raised were answered at the work
sessions we held. Sheriff could you address the contract question?

Sheriff Staton replied once a contract is developed the MCSO has to abide by that
contract. The Board of County Commissioners cannot enact or intercede on operational
issues that are developed in the contract. The only thing that they can actually look at and
partake in is the fact that once the contract is signed and revenues are exchanged, that
is the extent of their involvement. The general fund cannot be used to support the City of
Troutdale, nor can any contract dollars be used in any capacity by the County. Those
funds are locked into place. The contract dollars are passed through the County and come
directly to the MCSO to provide the services that we have agreed upon in that contract. |
share your concerns. | wouldn’t, and | don’t believe the Chief or this Council would,
consider any negotiation or look at a contract where it would damage the relationship that
the MCSO and the Troutdale Police Department have in the community that we serve.
We have spent 4 years now working to bring both the Troutdale Police Department and
the MCSO in lockstep so that we view, see and treat the citizens the way they expect to
be treated both in the unincorporated areas and within the city limits. | think we have done
a very affective job. | think that also applies to the policies that we have adopted. |
understand the concerns with the Board of County Commissioners. With regard to the
Commissioners; they receive the funds for a contract that was developed between myself
and the City of Troutdale and those funds have to go directly through the general fund
and back to the MCSO to provide those services without interruption. The river patrol
and search and rescue are services that are guarded by state statute; the County
Commissioners realize that the funding source for those services cannot be cut. Yes they
can cut other elements of the MCSO but those are guarded by state statute. We have
eliminated things that could potentially be cut or harmed financially by the Board of County
Commissioners. We are now restricted to core service operations and the bulk of those
core service operations are protected by statute.
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Mr. Wilcox, resident, stated what has received the most attention is the $800,000 savings.
What the negotiators need to look at is the $2.5 million contract price which is basically
what you are paying for the 15 positions retained. A couple things came to my attention
in the May 6" handout. Regarding the building, | think we can all agree that if Troutdale
didn’t have the building this offer wouldn’t be on the table because it basically provides a
Sheriff’s substation. There was a statement regarding the lease payments saying that the
fee or rate of the lease payment will be determined as the use utilization is determined.
That is like having someone move into your rental and then mutually agreeing two months
down the road how much they will pay in rent. That seems strange to me. There was a
- reference to a contract cost escalator. It says what will be approved automatically is a
cost of living increase. What | read in the paper was the Troutdale Police have a 3 year
contract and they have no cost of living in their contract. So | thought it was strange that
the City would automatically offer that.

Ray Walls asked how many Sheriffs are we talking about having on at any given time?.
Sheriff Staton replied 7.

Ray Walls stated | have read in the newspaper that there have been times where in the
State of Oregon there have only been 2 on patrol. What about the overtime? It was in the
paper that the budget has consistently run over double.

Sheriff Staton replied we have only run over our budget one time in my 25 year career
with the Sheriff's office. Secondly, an agreement was made with the MCSO and the Board
of County Commissioners. There were three programs that were developed that were
part of the MCSO budget but there were no funds allocated for those three programs.
What we did to close the budget was we carved those dollars out of our overtime budget
and when we closed the budget we started off the year at a $500,000 deficit. The
agreement was that we would try to create some unique ways to create savings within
the MCSO. What ended up happening was for the first time in nearly a decade we saw a
spike in our mentally ill that were coming into custody and going into a jail environment.
That in turn created individuals coming into a jail setting that required supervision and we
were never budgeted for that and any savings that we had created were immediately
absorbed by overtime. Sheriff Staton explained what is involved in the handling of the
mentally ill population.

Ray Walls stated with all due respect, | don’t know if that is something we want to take on
as a city.

Sheriff Staton replied the City does not take on that. That is taken on by the Board of
County Commissioners and the general fund and the Sheriff. It would have nothing to do
with any contract that is developed with the City of Troutdale, nor the funds that would be
put towards that contract.

Ray Walls stated but | think we would somehow absorb the cost.
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Sheriff Staton replied | believe that everyone in this room pays county taxes and city
taxes. In one way shape or form we are paying for it through the county taxes you are
paying, but it will not impact any of the city taxes.

Councilor Allen stated the comments we heard were good. | was hoping to get a legal
opinion. My understanding is that while patrolling within the City of Troutdale there is an
obligation to follow the laws of federal, state and the city.

Ed Trompke replied that will be built into the terms of the contract. The city ordinances
will be part of what the deputies will enforce just the way the officers do now.

Councilor Allen stated it seems like Mr. Wasson's concerns were addressable.

Ed Trompke replied yes.

Councilor White asked Ed, did you have a chance to look at the analysis of the early
payoff? Was there any problems with that?

Ed Trompke replied what is described in the staff report says that the second ten years
of the bonds are callable and can be paid early starting June 2021. It is pretty common
for the first ten years of the twenty year bond to not be redeemable or callable in advance.
The Finance Director said he checked on the bonding requirement. | didn’t have the
opportunity to look but it is entirely consistent with common practice.

Councilor Thomas stated | think one of the key factors is we need to make sure that there
are performance standards. The other thing that keeps getting mentioned is the $800,000
savings, but it is only a savings if you don’t spend the money. That is a budget issue that
we will have to look at. | share some of the concerns of the County Commission, but |
also understand what Sheriff Staton is saying that once we have the contract they have
to abide by it. | am not exactly sure if this is a good idea or a bad idea yet, but we will see
what happens.

Councilor Allen stated the subcommittee is not a bad idea. On a topic of this importance
it seems like our Council could fight it out meeting after meeting and it might be better to
have a subcommittee come to agreement during the process in order to speed it up.

Councilor Ripma stated | think the idea of having a couple of Councilors on the negotiating
team is a good idea. | appreciate the staff answering the questions that | asked at the
work sessions. What it comes down to for me is the concern that our public safety is going
to be as good as it has been with somewhat fewer staff. We are going to save money and
that is a good thing. | could entertain supporting this resolution because | have been
convinced that it is necessary to get something in writing that spells out all of the issues
that concern me about the level of service and whether we will really see the savings. |
would like the resolution to include as a finding the charts that were displayed at both
work session showing the savings of $800,000 the first year and $1.1 million on through
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the remaining years of the contract. | think that should be included in the findings. That
would be the reason for the citizens of Troutdale to support this. The officers are going to
get expanded career opportunities; no question about that. That is a plus. The services
levels, while | think the staff report reflects they will be similar, it refers to somewhat lower
service levels for the County and the City combined but the City is going to be held to the
same standard. All of the deputies and officers make more money; that is true. But the
benefit for the citizens is the savings of $800,000 the first year and the $1.1 million through
the contract. | think that should be a finding in the resolution because that would be the
reason | would vote for it. | also think we ought to mention that the negotiating team will
include a subcommittee of the Council.

Councilor White stated for my comfort level | agree with the statement of Councilor Ripma.
That is what | have been saying. At both work session and again tonight it is about the
savings. We need some written assurances that those will always be there for the City. |
would also like to make the appointment tonight on who will be on that committee.
Councilor Ripma stated to me Councilor Allen and Councilor Anderson would be great.

Councilor White stated | agree with that.

Mayor Daoust appointed Councilor Allen and Councilor Anderson to be involved
with the negotiation process. :

Mayor Daoust stated regarding the savings reassurance, | agree with Councilor Ripma
that we should say something regarding that. Do you have any recommendations on

some language for the savings reassurances such that it doesn’t tie the hand of the

negotiation team?

Ed Trompke suggested adding a new Finding #9 that could read, “The estimated savings
to Troutdale taxpayers will be approximately $1 million per year.”

Councilor Anderson suggested adding it to Finding #7 where it says substantial cost
savings, add “estimated to be on average $1 million per year” to the City.

Mayor Daoust asked is it okay to add it to Finding #77?
Ed Trompke replied yes.

Councilor Anderson stated | want to thank everyone for taking the time come here. This
is big deal; the single biggest issue | have faced on this Council. It is a tough decision. It
is not a decision that | take lightly and it is not a decision that | have made yet. The
decision that | have made is | love what the proposal says, now lets put it in a contract
and see what the level of service promises are and what those dollar savings are. We just
have estimates right now. | want to get to the point where we have actuals and then we
will see where we go from there. | hope that we can come to an agreement. | have heard
a lot of concerns from our citizens specifically as it relates to our city’s identity. | think that
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there is a way that we can maintain our identity satisfactorily in the confines of an
agreement. | look forward to trying to do that. That is the one thing | have heard that is a
big deal for our citizens second to the building, which | think we have addressed. | think
the Budget Committee and the Council will do the right thing there. | think we are in-line
with where we want those lease proceeds to go, but that is a budget action.

Mayor Daoust stated | have thought about this a lot. | have heard from citizens on both
sides and | take that into account when | make decisions. My position as a leader is to
provide the right arguments for the citizens and this Council. Facts should eliminate the
emotional arguments, but they don’t always. | have heard the emotional arguments, the
identity issue, the territorial response, lack of trust in the County Commission. The
agreement can and will specify maintaining Troutdale identity and significant local control.
| agree that this is a win for the City, a win for the County and a win for the employees. |
think that has been solidly displayed. | don’t think of this as what we can each get out of
the deal. | think of it in terms of what we need to do to work together and to provide the
best police coverage for everyone and for every purpose. Troutdale does not
operationally stand-alone with our police department; we don’t know. We don't just work
within our city limits. We never have and never will operate as a single city silo where we
just keep our police within our city limits. The influences of increased drug use and
increased gang activity in Troutdale are evident. Gresham is saying the same thing which
is why they have a police levy out. | look at the pros and cons of this as do my fellow
Councilors. We need to stabilize public safety. Public safety is our number one priority.
This meets some of our Council goals. Our job is to implement things that meet our goals
and objectives that we establish. We have all heard the additional service enhancements
and additional secured services; they have been laid out pretty good. The significant
financial benefit of that $1 million per year after the first year is big. We could apply the
budget savings to offset the police building bond debt that the citizens pay on their
property taxes. We could put money aside for a new city hall and probably not have to
put forward a bond to pay for it, saving our citizens additional property taxes. The savings
could offset the probable increased costs to the city for our fire services contract with
Gresham. We could underground more utilities. We could negotiate additional cost
savings in the lease of the police building to MCSO. Savings could be put into a rainy day
fund to accommodate termination of this agreement which some folks are concerned
about. | am not concerned about that. Existing employees will keep their jobs. We will still
have 15 police staff just as we do now. When | talked to the Mayor of Wilsonville he
reports a similar agreement to be “very stable” after 20 years in Wilsonville. Nothing but
a positive experience were his words. Officers look and behave like city police even
though they are county sheriffs. All four mayors that | talked to that have similar
agreements had nothing but positive statements; no cons. It opens the door to have a
civic center next to our police station. If we don’t move forward with this | feel guilty of not
doing my job when we underfund municipal services. That is one of our prime
responsibilities. To maintain the standard staffing of police we would need a future police
levy which would be an addition to our residents’ property tax bill. The reason | say that
is that we have a similar tax rate to Gresham who has a police levy on the May ballot. If
we wanted to fund the additional 2 sergeants, 1 officer, records staffing to cover 24/7,
plus all of the vehicles that are needed, that adds up to around $700,000 to $1 million per
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year. That is the opposite of what we are talking about gaining with this agreement with
the MCSO. There would be a cost to us of nearly the same amount if we wanted to fund
the police department the way they say they should be funded and to take care of the
vehicles that they need. | don’t think we will be able to do that. If we don’'t adopt this
resolution we won't have any rainy day fund, there will be no relief to our taxpayers, no
city hall down payment, no relief for the fire services contract, and no additional funds to
contribute to the Discovery Block Development. This Council has always said we trust
our Police Chief. | hope that the vote tonight continues that trust in our Police Chief and
the Department. As far as the negotiation process, it is always a good thing to think about
how the process will start and continue. | agree that we will need performance standards,
level of service discussion. There may be points along the way that become deal
breakers. If we get to that point we will stop negotiations. | don’t think we will end up there.
| think we need to translate our anxiety into negotiating positions. | am glad that a couple
of Councilors are willing to help staff with that. | think the agreement can and will specify
maintaining Troutdale’s identity.

MOTION: Councilor Thomas moved to adopt a resolution approving the
proposed concept for Contracted Law Enforcement Services from the
Multnomah County Sheriff, and authorizing negotiation of an
Intergovernmental Agreement with the changes discussed. Seconded
by Councilor Wilson.

Councilor Ripma stated for the record could we hear the wording of the changes
made to Finding #7 and to Section 2.

Ed Trompke stated Finding #7 would read, “Time is of the essence for both MCSO
potential budget efficiency opportunities, and for the potential substantial cost
savings of approximately $1 million per year of the City to begin.” Section 2 would
read, “Two City Councilors, the City Manager, Financer Director, or as needed the
City Attorney (each a “City Official”’) are designated to negotiate on behalf of the
City, and are directed to present a proposed Intergovernmental Agreement to the
Council for final approval.”
VOTE: Councilor White - Yes; Councilor Allen — Yes; Councilor Wilson - Yes;
Councilor Ripma - Yes; Councilor Anderson - Yes; Councilor Thomas —
Yes; Mayor Daoust — Yes. ~

" Motion Passed 7-0.

9. RESOLUTION: A resolution adjusting the storm sewer utility fee, and rescinding
Resolution No. 2216.

This item was pulled from the agenda and was rescheduled for May 27, 2014.
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10. RESOLUTION: A resolution adjusting the sanitary sewer utility fee, confirming the

average flow rate for an equivalent residential unit, and rescinding Resolution No.
2217.

This item was pulled from the agenda and was rescheduled for May 27, 2014.

11. RESOLUTION: A resolution adjusting the water commodity fee, confirming other
water related fees, and rescinding Resolution No. 2218.

This item was pulled from the agenda and was rescheduled for May 27, 2014.

12. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

Craig Ward stated there is an Urban Renewal Agency Meeting scheduled for May 20t at
6:30pm. | recommend that you excuse Mr. Trompke from attending this meeting. Council
Agreed.

Typically the Council has an adjusted meeting schedule for the summer where you meet
for the first regular meeting in July and the second regular meeting in August. Does
Council want to follow the summer schedule? Council agreed to leave it as a tentatlve
summer schedule unless a meeting is needed.

13. COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS

Councilor White thanked the Public Works Department for their effort on the Annual
Spring Clean-up. | want to compliment the Lions Club on another successful Troutdale
Trot.

Councilor White reminded folks that the Life Guards stationed at Glenn Otto Park do not
start until Memorial Day and stressed that the river temperature is extremely cold this time
of the year.

Councilor Allen stated part of the reason | voted no this evening is not understanding what
the projects are well enough to decide to spend other people’s money on them. | would
like to ask for permission to talk with our Public Works staff to become more educated.

Craig Ward stated all of the Council is free to do that.

Councilor Allen asked is our web page working? Would my cell phone number be on
there? If we are going to negotiate a contract a good contract considers the concerns of

various people.

Craig Ward stated so you would like your phone number to be posted on the web site.
Debbie, do you know the answer to that?
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Debbie Stickney replied your phone number is not on the web site. Your city email is on
the web site. If we receive a call asking for your contact information we give out the
number that you have authorized us to give out. If you want your phone number added to
the web I'm sure we can do that.

Ed Trompke stated that raises the problem of texting being a public record. If you receive
texts you may be required to forward them to the city.

Councilor Wilson stated | also want to thank you for the great job you did. | think you
picked up 15 bicycles for the Bike Rodeo that the Kiwanis Club put on. | want to thank
you for seeking those bikes out for the underprivileged kids.

Councilor Ripma stated | may have a conflict on May 20", | am on the Hanford Clean-up
Board and they have a meeting that day in Boardman so | may not make it back for the
Urban Renewal Agency meeting.

The Historical Society’'s Annual Cemetery Tour is this Saturday, May 17t If you are
interested bring a lunch and meet at Red Barn next to the Harlow House at 9:00am.

Councilor Anderson stated we need to schedule reviews for the Judge and Craig. | would
strongly endorse Councilor Thomas to be involved in the fire contract negotiation.

Councilor Allen stated | would agree with that.

Councilor Anderson stated as the Chamber liaison | was approached by the Chamber
regarding a sponsorship request for SummerFest. | would like to discuss that at our next

meeting.

Councilor Thomas thanked Comcast for sponsoring the Comcast Cares Day. They did
some fantastic work at Imagination Station. Mt. Hood Cable Regulatory Commission will
be bringing to you in the near future their annual budget for approval. One of the notes
will be that we have granted over $1 million in community access grants. We are working
on some things that will help on the education side of things.

| still haven’t seen anything on the chronic nuisance ordinance.

Ed Trompke stated we have talked about the chronic nuisance ordinance and using the
City of Sandy ordinance as the basis for it. We have a copy of it but we haven't tried to
integrate it into the Troutdale code yet. Is that still where you would like to start?

Councilor Thomas replied the only one | have seen and read was the City of Portland
which was fairly straight forward. But Sandy’s is okay.

Councilor White stated Washing County has arranged what they are calling a petite deal
for urban growth expansion. It sounds like that port hole is open again. | think it would be
a good opportunity for Troutdale to submit a plan. The previous Council was unanimous
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on expanding 800 acres to the south. | feel it would be a good effort to try and help that
Thriftway area out, and it completes our town. | know we have a lot on our plate, but it
could be a long time before that opportunity to look at that ever arises. We are also short
on a particular type of housing in Troutdale which is the high-end houses; single acre lots
with high-end homes. | would like to see us be a part of that if it could be arranged.

Ed Trompke stated there are two things going on with that in the legal sense. One is that
Metro adopted Title 11 for preplanning before it wants to bring lands into the Urban
Growth Boundary (UGB). | have read that and have condensed it down to two pages of
English that you can understand. | can provide that to the Council if you would like to see
what has to be done. It is not insubstantial and will take some staff time to plan that. | am
told that there was this grand bargain put together that primarily benefited Washington
County which | was somewhat involved in because | am on the Board of Directors of the
West Side Economic Alliance. That was a very organized group and they got a lot done
for the future of Washington County. Clackamas County got left out because they weren't
as well organized and came down in a divided group. They are talking about something
they are calling the petite bargain for the next legislative session to bring in legislatively
some land in Clackamas County. If you wanted to get on it and start talking to the
Committee Chair, we could start to get Multnomah County as part of that process.
Multnomah County was sort of left out because it is just assumed that no one in
Multnomah County wants to move Multnomah County UGB. If the City wants to do that,
that would be a logical place to start. That avoids having to go through this Title 11
process.

Mayor Daoust stated | am concerned about staff’s time. The urban renewal area is our
highest priority. | am interested in this but | need to know a little more about how much

time it will take.

Councilor White stated a lot of the cities that are organized on this subject have hired it
out. Is there a way to look at that?

Mayor Daoust stated we will start looking into that.
Mayor Daoust stated the Regional Solutions Team meeting that Craig and | went to was

worthwhile. | have never seen a team of state agency people sit around a table and say
we really want to help you with your urban renewal area and what can we do.

We need to schedule a work session to discuss moving the council chambers and

municipal court into the Police Community Room.

| would like to schedule an executive session on real property transactions talking about
selling city property. We had an appraisal on the old city hall building but we haven’t see
that. What are we going to do with the old police station lot? Are we going to sell it? If so
we need an appraisal. If we are going to consider buying the Windust property we need
to talk about that. Does that all qualify for an executive session?

TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 31 0f 32
May 13, 2014




Ed Trompke replied if you are talking about specific properties and negotiation, yes. But
if you are simply talking about appraisals to sell property | don’t believe that those are
exempt. But those things should be discussed in an executive session. You may have to
limit the discussion. We can frame that properly. :

Mayor Daoust stated | tried calling the owner of the old Caswell Gallery building three
times but they don’t answer. The discussion regarding the contract city attorney that was
originally scheduled for May 27" has been postponed. | postponed that to allow more
time to evaluate the current contract and what we want to do.

14. ADJOURNMENT:

MOTION:  Councilor Anderson moved to adjourh. Seconded by Councilor
Ripma. Motion passed unanimously.

Meeting adjourned at 10:40pm.

& .

<
Doug Daous

Dated:

ATTEST:

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder
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AGENDA ITEM #2.2

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

SUBJECT / ISSUE: A resolution authorizing an IGA between Troutdale, Fairview, Gresham
and Wood Village for Mediation Services

MEETING TYPE:

City Council Regular Mtg.

MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

STAFF MEMBER: Chief Scott Anderson
DEPARTMENT: Police

ACTION REQUIRED
Resolution

PUBLIC HEARING
No

ADVISORY COMMITTEE/CONMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION:
Not Applicable

Comments:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Approve Resolution

EXHIBITS:
None

Subject / Issue Relates To:

X Council Goals

[] Legislative

[ 1 Other (describe)

Issue / Council Decision & Discussion Points:

¢ Are mediation services important to our community?

BACKGROUND:

East Metro Mediation is a dispute resolution program operated by the City of Gresham for the cities of
Gresham, Fairview, Troutdale and Wood Village. Services offered include conflict resolution involving

Reviewed and Approved by City Manager: C/‘#\wb—/\g\\ .




neighbors, businesses, development issues, landlord-tenant problems, home owner associations,
manufactured home parks, elders, foreclosure avoidance and other community disputes. East Metro
Mediation trains and supervises mediators to mediate these cases and also conducts advanced
workshops for the mediators. In addition, East Metro Mediation offers workshops and trainings for the
public to learn skills in conflict resolution.

Dispute resolution through the mediation process is a preventative strategy to avoid conflict that may rise
to a criminal level. It also deals with issues that our Municipal Code does not address, such as, Home

Owner Association disputes.

The cities have agreed to fund East Metro Mediation for the FY 2014-15 at the following rates:

Fairview $2800.00
Gresham $45,420.00
Troutdale $3500.00 (This amount is currently included in the FY2014-15 budget)

Wood Village $1500.00

FY12-13 Services provided to Troutdale
e East Metro Mediation assisted 16 Troutdale residents with information and referral requests

e Held one Mediation training workshop “Clear Up Conflict with Communication”.
* Mediated 5 cases in Troutdale.

If approved, for the purposes of renewal or amendment of this agreement, our City Manager is
authorized to execute such renewals and amendments without further action by the City Council.

PROS & CONS:
Pros:
¢ In some cases mediation services prevent conflict from escalating to criminal
conduct.

¢ Citizens have an avenue to resolve disputes without incurring costs and
associated complications of civil litigation.
e This service helps to keep officers on patrol and the Code Enforcement Officer
focused on higher priority issues.
Cons
e None

Current Year Budget Impacts Yes (describe) [1 N/A
Future Fiscal Impacts: X Yes (describe) L1 N/A

City Attorney Approved N/A [1Yes

Community Involvement Process: [] Yes (describe) X N/A
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO
EXECUTE AN IGA WITH THE CITIES OF FAIRVIEW,
GRESHAM, AND WOOD VILLAGE, FOR PROVISION OF
MEDIATION SERVICES

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1.

The cities of Troutdale, Wood Village, Fairview, and Gresham (herein “Cities”), are
units of local government that may agree with each other under ORS 190.010 for
the provision of a service that it is within their authority to perform.

Any and all of the Cities may provide mediation services to members of the general
public, as such services tend, on whole, to prevent some disputes from escalating
into breaches of the peace, and can supply other beneficial results.

Persons who use City-sponsored mediation programs typically present issues
such as neighbor disputes, development issues, local business problems,
landlord-tenant problems, and other community disputes.

The City of Gresham will provide mediation services through its East Metro
Mediation program, and the City of Troutdale may sign an agreement to use this
program to serve its own residents.

The cities expect that cooperatively funding the East Metro Mediation program will
create efficiencies and economy of scale, which can result in a better value to each
City over each City funding its own program.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE:

Section 1.  The Council authorizes the City Manager to enter into an IGA for mediation

services in substantially the form of the IGA attached as Exhibit A to this
Resolution.

Section 2.  This Resolution takes effect upon passage by the City Council.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Resolution # Page 1 of 2




Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder

Adopted:

Resolution #
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EXHiiT A,

AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITIES OF
GRESHAM, FAIRVIEW, TROUTDALE AND WOOD VILLAGE
FOR MEDIATION SERVICES '

This is an Agreement between the cities of Gresham, Fairview, Troutdale and Wood
Village, pursuant to ORS 190, for the provision of mediation services.

The parties agree as follows:

1) The City of Gresham shall provide mediation services through East Metro Mediation,
a program provided through the City of Gresham, to serve residents of Fairview,
Gresham, Troutdale and Wood Village.

2) East Metro Mediation will offer mediation services in cases involving neighbors,
businesses, development issues, landlord-tenant problems, home owner associations,
manufactured home parks, eldets, foreclosure avoidance and community disputes.

3) East Metro Mediation will train and supervise volunteer mediators to mediate these
cases. There will be two advanced workshops for mediators.

4) East Metro Mediation will provide neutral facilitators for organizations and
discussions.

5) East Metro Mediation will offer workshops and trainings for the public to learn skills
in conflict resolution.

6) East Metro Mediation will provide outreach and publicity services, record keeping,
and annual reporting to the cities.

7) The cities will assist in providing outreach, as each deems appropriate, through web
links, newsletters, public information, and by referrals from police, code enforcement,
city staff and others.

8) East Metro Mediation is a dispute resolution program operated by the City of
Gresham, and the City of Gresham is solely responsible for the administration of the
program, and for the selection, supervision and compensation of the program’s
officers, agents and employees.

7) The confidentiality of the dispute resolution and mediation services provided under
this agreement shall at-all times comply with ORS 36.220 to 36.238. East Metro '
Mediation may, however, make statistical reports concerning the number of cases and
individuals it serves, and the results obtained, consistent with these confidentiality
requirements. -




8) The cities agree to fund East Metro Mediation of the City of Gresham in the
following amounts for the year 2014-15 '

Fairview §2,800 .
Gresham 45,420
Troutdale 3,500
Wood Village 1,500

9) Payment will be made by December 30,2014, and by December 30 of each fiscal
year it is renewed. The cities may, either independently or together, seek outside
funding to offset the costs or to enhance the program.

10) The term of this agreement shall be from Fuly 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015. This
agreement may be renewed in writing at the beginning of each fiscal year thereafter,
or thereafter be amended in its budget amounts if approved by city budget process,
upon the written agreement of the parties. For the purposes of renewal and
amendment of this agreement each City Council hereby autherizes its city manager or
city administrator to execute such renewals and amendments of this agreement
without further action by the City Council.

11) Bach party shall comply with all requirements of federal and state civil rights and
rehabilitation statutes and local nondiscrimination ordinances.

12) Subject to the limitations and requirements of the Oregon Tort Claims Act (ORS
30.260 ~ .300), each party to this agreement agrees to be responsible for the actions of
its own employees, and to defend, save, hold harmless, and indemnify the other
parties, their officers, agents, and employees from all claims, suits, or actions of
whatsoever nature resulting from or arising out of the activities of that party or its
officers, employees, subcontractors, or agents under this agreement.

CITY OF GRESHAM CITY OF TROUTDALE
By: By:
Erik Kvarsten, City Manager Craig Ward, City Administrator
APPROVED AS TO FORM: DATED:
By:
City Attorney CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE

DATED:

By:

Patricia Smith, Mayor

CITY OF FAIRVIEW

By:
By: Bill Peterson, City Administrator

Samantha Nelson, City Administrator
DATED:

DATED:




AGENDA ITEM #2.3

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

SUBJECT / ISSUE: A resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute an IGA with Metro
to clean up solid waste at unlawful camping sites in Troutdale.

MEETING TYPE:
City Council Regular Mtg.

MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

STAFF MEMBER: Chief Scott Anderson
DEPARTMENT: Police

ACTION REQUIRED
Consent Agenda/Resolution

PUBLIC HEARING
No

ADVISORY COMMITTEE/COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION:
Not Applicable

Comments:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution

EXHIBITS:

A. Unlawful campsite clean- up request & Approval form.

Subject / Issue Relates To:
Council Goals

[ Legislative [] Other (describe)

Issue / Council Decision & Discussion Points:

¢ Unlawful campsites are a health Hazard to our community.
¢ Consistent enforcement may be a deterrent.

- Reviewed and Approved by City Manager: d._/w__,\ YZ_L)A S L




BACKGROUND:

Troutdale City Ordinance 8.28.070.A.23. states that “it is unlawful for any person to camp or sleep
in or upon any public highway, street, alley, public park, parking lot, or other public place; or to
camp or sleep in any barn, shed, shop, warehouse, railroad car, automobile, vessel, or place other
than such as is kept for lodging purposes, without the written permission of the owner or party
entitled to possession thereof.”

Unlawful bampsites are livability issues that create health hazards to our community. They can
also have a detrimental impact on home values.

Most of the unlawful campsites are inhabited by the homeless population. Some campsites have
been abandoned and the former occupants leave behind unclaimed property of little or no value,
some of which is a potential danger to our creeks, streams and other waterways by contaminating
our public water sources.

Required elements of local government policies on camping by homeless are governed by ORS
203.079. Such elements include posting 24 hour notification to occupants and informing social
service providers of the need to offer help in arranging shelter and other assistance. Provisions
also include how to properly collect, store and dispose of property.

The cost for this program is covered by the regional system fee already built into garbage disposal
rates. The only exception is when a dumpsite is too large for the crews to handle with Metro’s
trailers. In these cases, the drop box company will determine the charge for the rental of the box
and sometimes they will donate it. When a drop box is used, Metro will generally cover the tip fee.

Metro contracts with the Multnomah County Sheriff's Office and utilizes inmate work crews to
collect the property and clean up the site. Personal property of value will be stored and processed
at the Troutdale Police Department. Items that have no apparent utility or are in an unsanitary
condition may be immediately discarded upon removal of the homeless individuals from the
camping site. If the conditions are unsafe for the work crews or hazardous materials are present,
Metro will notify the city of Troutdale that they will cease operation. If this occurs, the city will notify
the Multnomah County Sheriff's Office and request the hazardous materials team respond to
clean-up the site.

A representative of the city of Troutdale will submit Metro’s “UNLAWFUL CAMPSITE CLEAN-UP
REQUEST & APPROVAL FORM (EXHIBIT A). Upon approval Metro will notify the city
representative of the clean-up schedule.

If executed, this agreement will be effective on the day it is fully executed by Metro and the city of

Troutdale and shall continue to be in effect through June 30, 2016, unless extended by written
amendments signed by authorized representatives of both parties.

IGA Metro Campsite Clean-up ‘ Page 2 of 4




PROS & CONS:
Pros:

e This IGA supports City Council Goal 2: Improve and support the livability of
Troutdale.

e Increase citizen satisfaction and reduce complaints regarding unhealthy conditions.

e Unlawful campers are afforded an opportunity to receive social services such as
housing, medical and potential job opportunities.

Cons
e None

Current Year Budget Impacts [] Yes (describe) X N/A

Future Fiscal Impacts: [] Yes (describe) X N/A

City Attorney Approved N/A []Yes

Community Involvement Process: [] Yes (describe) [XI N/A

IGA Metro Campsite Clean-up Page 3 of 4




EXHIBIT A

UNLAWFUL CAMPSITE CLEAN-UP REQUEST & APPROVAL FORM

to Barb Leslie of Metro (barb.leslie@oregonmetro.gov, phone 503-797-1835 fax 503-813-7544)
at least three working days prior to the requested clean-up date. All sections of the form must be
completed. ‘ A

The top part of this form must be completed by the agency requesting the clean up and submitted |
|
|

CLEAN-UP REQUEST
Name of agency making this request . Date

Provide a detailed description of the location of the camp to be cleaned up.

Public Property O Yes 0 No Under Hwy Bridge 0O Yes O No

Is the site presently occupied by transients? O Yes O No
Proposed date of posting

Proposed date of the clean-up

Describe any services or equipment (e.g. the number and size of any drop boxes or trucks) being
provided by the requesting agency.

Name and cell phone number of Officer to contact if site is occupied when clean-up crew atrives.

In requesting this clean-up, I ceftify that the agency I represent will meet all of the obligations set
forth in its Intergovernmental Agreement with Metro for the clean-up of unlawful campsites.

Print name & title of Person Authorized by IGA to request a cleanup

Signature of Authorized Person Phone

M fectsh latory Data\E: \[GAs\trans_gcamps 09282011-b.doo

IGA Metro Campsite Clean-up : Page 4 of 4




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO
EXECUTE AN IGA WITH METRO TO CLEAN UP SOLID WASTE
AT UNLAWFUL CAMPING SITES IN TROUTDALE

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Upon discovery of unIanuI campsites on public property in Troutdale, responders
such as police officers often find that campsites harbor abandoned personal
property.

2. Property left at campsites, by occupants, often has no monetary value, and some
abandoned items may pose a risk of harm if allowed to enter a waterway such as
a nearby creek or stream. Other waste items may pose other risks.

3. Garbage rates within the Portland metropolitan area include a regional system fee,
part of which Metro uses to fund a program to clean waste from unlawful
campgrounds, and Metro will partner with cities under an IGA to offer Metro’s
cleanup program services upon request. :

4. Under the program embodied within the IGA proposed with Metro, the Troutdale
Police Department will be able to request Metro to supply a work crew and,
potentially, drop boxes, to assist with clean up of unlawful campgrounds.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE:

Section 1.  The Council authorizes the City Manager to enter into an IGA for mediation
services in substantially the form of the IGA attached as Exhibit A to this
Resolution.

Section 2. This Resolution takes effect upon passage by the City Council.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Resolution # Page 1 of 2




Debbie Stickney, City Recorder

Adopted:
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Metro Contract No. 0000932590

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made pursuant to the authority found in ORS 190.003-190.030
between the City of Troutdale (hereinafter “the AGENCY”) and METRO.

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the AGENCY is a political subdivision of the state of Oregon and is a unit of
local government authorized to enter into intergovernmental agreements pursuant to ORS
190.010, et seq; and

WHEREAS, METRO is a municipal corporation formed and operating under ORS 268 et
seq and the Metro Charter, and is a unit of local government authorized to enter into
intergovernmental agreements pursuant to ORS 190.003-190.030; and

WHEREAS, the AGENCY desires to contract with METRO to clean up of solid waste at
camping sites established by homeless individuals on public property (“unlawful campsite”), to
be performed by supervised inmate work crews provided under contract to METRO by the
Multnomah County Sheriff's Office (“MCS0”) and the Oregon Department of Corrections
(*fODOC"); and :

WHEREAS, METRO, through the MCSO and ODOC inmate work crews, is able and
prepared to provide the services required by the AGENCY under the terms and conditions set
forth in this Agreement; therefore,

IN CONSIDERATION of those mutual promises and the terms and conditions set forth
below, and pursuant to the provisions of ORS 190.003-190.030, the parties agree to be bound
as follows:

CLEAN UP OF UNLAWFUL CAMPSITES

1. The following representatives of the AGENCY are authorized to submit written requests to
METRO for METRO to clean up unlawful campsites:

Name: Signature:
Name: Signature:
Name: Signature:

The following representative of the AGENCY is authorized to add to or change the names of
persons authorized to submit written requests to METRO for METRO to clean up unlawful
campsites:

Name:
Email:

2. The AGENCY shall submit all requests for METRO to clean up unlawful campsites in writing,
using forms provided by METRO and substantially similar to Exhibit A to this agreement.
Such forms shall be submitted to METRO’s Solid Waste Compliance and Cleanup Division
no less than three days prior 1o the posted cleanup date.

Loc. Gov./Metro IGA Page 1 of 5
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Metro Contract No. 0000932590

3. The AGENCY shall post notice of the impending cleanup and foliow all other procedures set

forth in ORS 203.077, 203.079, and 377.653 before METRO arrives to clean up an unlawful
campsite. If the quantity of solid waste at a site is substantial, METRO may, at its own
discretion, require the AGENCY to provide one or more drop boxes at the site at the
AGENCY’S expense in order for the cleanup to proceed.

4. The AGENCY shall be responsible for assuring that unlawful campsites are vacated prior to
scheduled METRO cleanups.

5. METRO shall clean up unlawful campsites as requested by the AGENCY provided that the
AGENCY makes a written request under Paragraph 2 of this Agreement and provides all
information METRO requires. At the time of the cleanup, METRO will collect all items it
identifies as personal property and deliver them to the AGENCY for storage at the following
location (see ORS 203.079(1)(d)).

6. Unlawiul Campsites Determined Too Unsafe to Clean Up

(a) Hazardous Materials. The clean up of unlawful campsites containing known or
suspected hazardous materials is beyond the scope, skill, training, and experience of
the inmate work crews used by METRO to clean up illegal campsites. METRO shall not
clean up any unlawful campsite where known or suspected hazardous materials are
present. In the event a METRO-contracted inmate work crew discovers known or
suspected hazardous materials at an unlawful campsite, the work crew supervisor shall
immediately cease cleaning up until the appropriate hazardous materials authority
inspects the site and declares or makes it safe.

(b) Other Unsafe Conditions. METRO shall not clean up unlawful campsites where site
conditions are judged by METRO, in METRO's sole discretion, to be unsafe. If a
METRO-contracted inmate work crew discovers unsafe conditions at an unlawful
campsite (including without limitation, difficult-terrain, traffic safety issues, or the
presence of homeless individuals), the work crew supervisor shall immediately cease
cleaning up until the site is inspected and the work crew supervisor determines that the
site is safe to clean up. ‘

(c) METRO shall promptly notify AGENCY of any campsite that it determines is too unsafe
to clean up.

CONTRACT COSTS

7. METRO shall be responsible for the costs it incurs in the performance of its responsibilities
described in Paragraph 5 of this Agreement and for all other costs related to this Agreement
that METRO directly incurs. The AGENCY shall be responsible for all costs it incurs in the
performance of its responsibilities described in Paragraph 3 of this Agreement and for all

Loc. GOV./Me’tI’O IGA Page 20of5
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Metro Contract No. 0000932590

other costs related to this Agreement that the AGENCY directly incurs.

INDEMNIFICATION AND LIABILITY

8.

The AGENCY shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless METRO and METRO's officers,
employees, contractors, and agents from all claims, suits, actions, and expenses of any
nature resulting from, arising out of, or regarding:

(a) the acts, errors, or omissions of the AGENCY, METRO, and the AGENCY’s and
METRO’s officers, employees, and agents, acting pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement, within the limits of the Oregon Tort Claims Act and the Oregon Constitution;
and - ‘

(b) any acﬁxal, alleged, or implied failure of the AGENCY, METRO, and the AGENCY’s and
METRO'’s officers, employees, or agents, to comply with the provisions of ORS 203.077
and 203.079.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

9.

10.

If a claim, controversy, or dispute arises out of this Agreement, the complaining party shall
give written notification to the other party of the nature of the claim and the remedy
requested within 10 days of the incident that forms the basis of the dispute.

The laws of the state of Oregon shall govern this Agreement. All claims, controversies or
disputes that arise out of this Agreement shall be resolved by arbitration in accordance with
the arbitration rules -of the Arbitration Service of Portland or the American Arbitration
Association. The party who first initiates arbitration shall designate an arbitration service by
filing a claim in accordance with the rules of the organization selected. Such arbitration shall
take place in Portland, Oregon, and any judgment upon the award rendered pursuant to
such arbitration may be entered in any court having jurisdiction thereof. -

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION

11.

12.

METRO designates its Finance and Regulatory Services Department Director or designee to
represent METRO in all matters pertaining to this Agreement.

Except as provided in paragraphs 2 and 6(c), any notice or notices provided for by this
Agreement or by law to be given or served upon either party shall be given or served by
certified letter, deposited in the U.S. mail, postage prepaid, and addressed to:

For the AGENCY 4 For METRO

Roy W. Brower

Solid Waste Compliance and
Cleanup Manager

METRO

600 NE Grand Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97232

Loc: Gov./Metro IGA
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CONTRACT TERM, MODIFICATION, TERMINATION AND OTHER STANDARD
PROVISIONS

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

This Agreement shall be effective beginning on the day it is fully executed by both parties
and shall continue in effect through June 30, 2016, unless extended by written amendments
signed by authorized representatives of both parties.

Either party to this Agreement may terminate said Agreement by giving the other party not
less than 30 days written notice.

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and may be modified
or amended only by agreement of the parties. Any modification to this Agreement shall be
effective only when incorporated herein by written amendments and signed by authorized
representatives of both METRO and the AGENCY.

All terms and conditions necessary to be inserted into public contracts in the state of
Oregon are hereby incorporated as if such provisions were a part of this Agreement.
Specifically, it is a condition of this Agreement that the AGENCY and all employers
working under this Agreement are subject employers that will comply with ORS 656.017.

The AGENCY shall not assign, delegate, or subcontract any of its responsibilities under
this Agreement without prior written consent from METRO.

Iffany provision or term of this Agreement is determined to be invalid or unenforceable, the
remainder of the Agreement is valid and enforceable to the full extent of the law.

This Agreément shall not be deemed to vest in any third party any rights, nor shall it be
deemed to be enforceable by any third party in any legal, equitable, or administrative
proceeding whatsoever.

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

AGENCY: METRO

By:

Date: Date:
‘By:

Date:

By:

Tim Collier,
Finance & Regulatory Services Dept Dir.

Loc. Gov./Metro IGA - Page 4 of 5
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Metro Contract No. 0000932590

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
AGENCY Attorney Metro Attorney
By: By: '
Michelle A. Bellia
Senior Metro Attorney
Date: Date:
SK;bjl
M:\rem\regafﬁ\conﬁdenﬁal\lcratcn\Conﬁacts\Transient Camp\Troutdale IGA_doc
Queue
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AGENDA ITEM #2.4

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

SUBJECT / ISSUE: A resolution of the Troutdale City Council declaring its support of logical
regional service sharing and the 3 C’s of communication, cooperation, and collaboration.

MEETING TYPE: MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

City Council Regular Mtg.
STAFF MEMBER: Mayor Daoust
DEPARTMENT: Executive

ACTION REQUIRED ADVISORY COMMITTEE/COMMISSION
Consent Agenda/Resolution RECOMMENDATION:
Not Applicable

PUBLIC HEARING
No Comments:

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: None.

EXHIBITS:
A. City of Fairview Resolution 21-2014, adopted on April 2, 2014

Subject / Issue Relates To: ‘
[ Council Goals [] Legislative [] Other (describe)

BACKGROUND:
A similar resolution was adopted by the City of Fairview on April 2, 2014 (see Exhibit A). Mayor
Weatherby is asking that the City of Troutdale and Wood Village consider adopting a similar

resolution.

Current Year Budget Impacts [ Yes (describe) X N/A
Future Fiscal Impacts: [] Yes (describe) X N/A

Community Involvement Process: [] Yes (describe) N/A

Reviewed and Approved byCity Manager:




Exhibit A |

6/10/14 Council Mtg. — ltem #2.4 |

RESOLUTION
(21- 2014)

A RESOLUTION OF THE FAIRVIEW CITY COUNCIL DECLARING ITS
COMMITMENT TO ENDORSING AND SUPPORTING REGIONAL SERVICE
SHARING AND THE 3 C’S OF COMMUNICATION, COOPERATION, AND

'~ COLLABORATION. -

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Faitview recognize the importance of .
the Cities of East County wotking together as a region; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Councilots of Fairview recognize the strength of moving the cities
of East County forward in all areas to benefit the citizens of east county by actively pursuing
tegional service sharing and the 3 C’s of communication, cooperation, and collaboration; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Couticilots of Faitview recognize communication between cities
will ensure the abilities of Cities to exchange thoughts, messages, and information to identify areas
where theé cities of east county have common purposes; and, :

WHEREAS, the Mayor.and City Councilers of Fairview recognize co-operation between cities will
ensure the abilities of Cities to work and act together fot the common and mutual benefit of all east
county cities, rather than in competition for selfish benefit; and

WHEREAS, the ,Méyor and City Councilors 6f Fairview recoghize collaboration between cities will
ensure the abilities of Cities to work together to complete tasks and achieve shared goals; and .

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Counciloss of Fairview recoghize that service shating between
cities has potential to enhance services to all citizen as well as has the potential to maximize the

setvices paid for by the citizens of the cities of East County.

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Councilors of Fairview declare they will supportt the explotatioti
of all opportunities to enhance services to citizens, save tax-payer dollats for services, and promote
the livability of the east county cities. '

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE FAIRVIEW CITY COUNCIL AS

FOLLOWS: ' ' ,

Section 1 The Mayor and City Councilors of the City 6f Faitview hereby declare their
commitment, dedication, and support of regional service sharing and the three C’s of
Communication between citles, Cooperation between cities, and Collaboration:
between Citles. o

Section 2 This resolution is effective on and from the daylsA of its passage.

Resolution adol')ted by the City Coun(:i]k of the City of Faitviexy, this 2

City Recorder, City of
Devree Leymaster

s




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL
DECLARING ITS SUPPORT OF LOGICAL REGIONAL
SERVICE SHARING AND THE 3 C’'S OF COMMUNICATION,
COOPERATION, AND COLLABORATION.

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale recognize the importance of
the small cities of East County (Troutdale Fairview and Wood Village) working
together as a region.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale recognize the strength of
moving the cities of East County forward in all areas to benefit the citizens of East
County by pursuing better communication, cooperation, and collaboration.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale recognize communication
between cities will ensure the abilities of cities to exchange thoughts, messages,
and information to identify areas where the cities of East County have common
purposes.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale recognize cooperation
between cities will ensure the abilities of cities to work and act together for the
common and mutual benefit of all East County cities, rather than in competition
with each other.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale recognize collaboration
between cities will ensure the abilities of cities to work together to complete tasks
and achieve shared goals.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale recognize that service
sharing between cities has potential to enhance services to all citizens as well as
has the potential to maximize the services paid for by the citizens of the cities of
East County.

The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale declare they will support
the exploration of opportunities to enhance services to citizens, save taxpayer
dollars for services, and promote livability of the East County cities.

Resolution # ‘ Page 1 of 2




NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE:

Section 1. The Mayor and City Councilors of the City of Troutdale hereby declare their
support of logical regional service sharing and the 3 C’s of Communication between
cities, Cooperation between cities, and Collaboration between cities.

Section 2. This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder

Adopted:

Resolution # Page 2 of 2




AGENDA ITEM #4

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

SUBJECT / ISSUE: A Public Hearing, and 2 Resolutions Providing for State Shared Revenue
for FY 2014-2015

MEETING TYPE: : MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

City Council Regular Mtg.
STAFF MEMBER: Erich Mueller

DEPARTMENT: Finance

ACTION REQUIRED ADVISORY BOARD/CONMMISSION
Resolution RECOMMENDATION:
Approval
PUBLIC HEARING Per the Budget Committee.
Yes

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt the 2 Resolutions as drafted by staff.

EXHIBITS: A. Proposed Uses of Oregon State Shared Revenue for FY 2014-2015

Subject / Issue Relates To: ~
[ 1] Council Goals [] Legislative XI Other (describe)
Issue / Council Decision & Discussion Points:

¢ The State provides shared revenue for general government and other uses

4 ORS establishes specific requirements for receipt of shared revenue

¢ State shared revenue represents an estimated $1.3 million of budget resources in the

coming year

Reviewed and ApprbVed by City Manager: dA—\, ‘~ f ; QM\ -




BACKGROUND:

Oregon law provides that cities located within a county having more than 100,000 inhabitants
must provide four or more municipal services to be eligible to receive these revenues. The
municipal services may include combinations of police protection, fire protection, street
construction, maintenance and lighting, sanitary sewers, storm sewers, planning, zoning and
subdivision control, and one or more utility services.

There are 4 public actions required of Cities in ORS 221.760 and 221.770 to receive shared
revenue:

1. A public hearing before the Budget Committee on the possible uses of state shared
revenues. This hearing was held before the Budget Committee of the City of Troutdale on
April 14, 2014.

2. A public hearing which must be before the City Council, on the proposed uses of state
shared revenues. This public hearing will be held this evening. The proposed uses and
comparison to budgets is detailed on Exhibit A.

3. Arresolution certifying the City of Troutdale’s eligibility to receive state shared revenues.

4. A resolution declaring the City of Troutdale’s election to receive state shared revenues.

PROS & CONS:

A. Approve the resolutions as drafted by staff necessary to receive significant revenue for the
coming fiscal year budget

B. Not approve the resolutions drafted by staff, resulting in serious revenue shortfall the
coming fiscal year budget

Current Year Budget Impacts Yes (describe) [ ] N/A Authorizes the receipt of State
Shared Revenues estimated at $1,343,000

Future Fiscal Impacts: [ | Yes (describe) N/A

Community Involvement Process: [X] Yes (describe) L] NA
Supports revenue included in the budget approved by the Budget Committee.

Staff Report State Shared Revenue For FY 2014-2015 Page 2 of 2
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE CITY OF TROUTDALE’S
ELIGIBILITY TO RECEIVE FY 2014-2015 STATE SHARED
REVENUES.

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. That ORS 221.760 provides as follows:

The officer responsible for disbursing the funds to cities under ORS 323.455, 366.785 to
366.820 and 471.805 shall, in the case of a city located within a county having more than
100,000 inhabitants according to the most recent federal decennial census, disburse such
funds only if the city provides four or more of the following services:

1) Police protection

2) Fire protection

3) Street construction, maintenance, and lighting
4) Sanitary sewer

5) Storm sewers

6) Planning, zoning, and subdivision control

7) One or more utility services

2. City officials recognize the desirability of assisting the state officer responsible for
determining the eligibility of cities to receive such funds in accordance with ORS 221.760.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE:

Section 1. The City of Troutdale hereby certifies that it currently provides the following
four or more municipal services enumerated in Section 1, ORS 221.760: police
protection, fire protection, street construction, maintenance, and lighting, sanitary sewer,
storm sewers, planning, zoning and subdivision control, and one or more utility services.

Section 2.  This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder
Adopted:
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF TROUTDALE’S
ELECTION TO RECEIVE STATE SHARED REVENUES FOR FY
2014-2015.

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. A share of certain revenues of the State of Oregon are apportioned among and
distributed to the cities in the state for general purposes.

2. A city must elect to receive distributions under ORS 221.770 for the fiscal year by
enactmentvof a resolution expressing that election.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE:

Section 1 Pursuant to ORS 221 .770, the City hereby elects to receive state revenues
for fiscal year 2014-2015.

Section 2.  That the City of Troutdale hereby certifies that a public hearing before the
Budget Committee of the City of Troutdale was held on April 14, 2014 giving citizens an
opportunity to comment on the possible uses of State Revenue Sharing.

Section 3.  That the City of Troutdale hereby certifies that a public hearing before the
City Council was held on June 10, 2014 giving citizens an opportunity to comment on the
proposed uses of State Revenue Sharing.

Section 4.  This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder
Adopted:
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AGENDA ITEM # 5.1

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

2014-2015, And Making Appropriations.

SUBJECT / ISSUE: A Public Hearing And Resolution Providing For Budget For Fiscal Year

MEETING TYPE:
City Council Regular Mtg.

MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

STAFF MEMBER: Erich Mueller
DEPARTMENT: Finance

ACTION REQUIRED
Resolution

PUBLIC HEARING
Yes

ADVISORY BOARD/CONMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION:

Approval

per the Budget Committee.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt the Budget Resolution as drafted by staff.

EXHIBITS: None

Subject / Issue Relates To:
[ Council Goals

[] Legislative

X Other (describe)

- Issue / Council Decision & Discussion Points:

¢ Prior to adoption, Local Budget Law ORS 294, requires a public hearing on the budgét

as approved by the Budget Committee

¢ The proposed resolution adopts the budget, and makes necessary appropriations for the

coming fiscal year.

Reviewed and Approve‘db‘y;Ci“ty Manager: d‘/\’\ﬁ 7 k_)._jz_.\g\




BACKGROUND:

PUBLIC HEARING ON FY 2014-15 BUDGET AND
RESOLUTION MAKING APPROPRIATIONS

The budget for fiscal year 2014-15 was approved by the Budget Committee at the April
16, 2014 committee meeting. The Budget Committee Approved Budget, has been published
in compliance with ORS 294.438.

The proposed resolution outlines the appropri.ation categories at the departmental level,
as required for the organizational type funds, and at the category level for the single
service type funds.

PROS & CONS:

A. Approve the Budget resolution for FY 2014-2015 as drafted by staff to comply with
ORS 294 Local Budget Law.

B. Not approve the budget resolution drafted by staff, resulting in the City being out of
compliance with ORS 294 Local Budget Law, and prohibiting City expenditures after
June 30, 2014.

Current Year Budget Impacts [X| Yes (describe) [ ] N/A
Authorizes budget appropriations level for FY 2014-2015 totaling $ 31,535,481 for all funds.

Future Fiscal Impacts: [ | Yes (describe) [X] N/A

Community Involvement Process: [X] Yes: Adopts the budget approved by the Budget
Committee.

Staff Report - Adopting Budget For FY 2014-2015Page 2 of 2




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE CITY OF TROUTDALE’S
FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015 ANNUAL BUDGET AND MAKING
APPROPRIATIONS.

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. The recommended budget for FY 2014-2015 was approved by the Budget
Committee on April 16, 2014 and is on file for public inspection.

2. The budget has been published in the required format and timeframe pursuant to
‘ORS 294.438.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE:

Section 1. The Budget Committee Approved Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Budget, as amended,
with total requirements of $31,535,481 including unappropriated fund balances of
$6,419,665 and appropriated sums of $25,115,815, on file at Troutdale City Hall, 219 E.
Historic Columbia River Hwy, Troutdale, Oregon, is now hereby adopted

Section2. The amounts listed below are hereby appropriated for the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 2015 for the purposes stated.

GENERAL FUND
Legislative 27,975
Judicial | 111,976
Legal ' . 204,796
General Government 433,436
Administration 649,491
Community Services 152,351
Information Services ' 264,822
Finance 537,091
Police Command 1,055,363
Police Operations 3,226,045
Solid Waste/Recycling 25,374
Fire Protection Services ; 1,688,855
Planning 276,147
Parks & Greenways 429,610

Facilities ' 363,411
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Transfers to Other Funds ’ 239,300

Contingency 750,000
Total General Fund Appropriations 10,436,043
Unappropriated Fund Balance 2,266,144
Total General Fund Requirements 12,702,187

CODE SPECIALITIES

Building Inspections 207,886
Electrical Inspections ' 56,880
Plumbing Inspections 47,779
Contingency 22,294
Total Code Specialities Fund Appropriations 334,838
Unappropriated Fund Balance -
Total Code Specialities Fund Requirements 334,838

WATER FUND
Personnel Services 406,846
Materials & Services ‘ » 584,700
Capital Outlay 252,400
Transfers to Other Funds 588,100
Contingency 150,000
Total Water Fund Appropriations 1,982,046
Unappropriated Fund Balance 263,734
Total Water Fund Requirements 2,245,780

SEWER FUND
Personnel Services 547,393
Materials & Services 910,400
Capital Outlay ' 304,200
Transfers to Other Funds 830,472
Contingency 232,500
Total Sewer Fund Appropriations 2,824,964
Unappropriated Fund Balance : 1,050,257
Total Sewer Fund Requirements 3,875,221

Resolution # Page 2 of 6




STREET FUND
Personnel Services
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers to Other Funds
Contingency
Total Street Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Street Fund Requirements

INTERNAL SERVICES FUND
Equipment Maintenance
Public Works Management
Contingency
Total Internal Services Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Internal Services Fund Requirements

DEBT SERVICE FUND
Debt Service
Total Debt Service Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Debt Service Fund Requirements

WATER IMPROVEMENT FUND
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Contingency
Total Water Improvement Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Water Improvement Fund Requirements

SEWER IMPROVEMENT FUND
Materials & Services
- Capital Outlay
Transfers to Other Funds
Contingency
Total Sewer Improvement Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Sewer Improvement Fund Requirements

Resolution #

- 169,095
541,200
127,400
313,900
250,000

1,401,595
555,015

1,956,609

284,899
920,693
59,348

1,264,939

1,264,939

1,769,000

1,769,000
300,394

2,069,394

33,599

33,599

33,599

25,000
30,000

104,138

159,138

159,138
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STREET TREE FUND
Materials & Services
Total Street Tree Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Street Tree Fund Requirements

STREET IMPROVEMENT FUND
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers to other Funds
Contingency

Total Street Improvement Fund Appropriations

Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Street Improvement Fund Requirements

STORM SEWER IMPROVEMENT FUND
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Contingency
Total Storm Sewer Improvement Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Storm Sewer Improvement Fund Requirements

PARKS IMPROVEMENT FUND
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Contingency
Total Parks Improvement Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
‘ Total Parks Improvement Fund Requirements

STORM SEWER UTILITY FUND
Personnel Services
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers to Other Funds
Contingency
Total Storm Sewer Utility Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Storm Sewer Utility Fund Requirements

Resolution #

48,797

48,797

48,797

5,000
735,000

176,976

916,976

916,976

10,000
880,000
150,000

1,040,000
1,102,612

2,142,612

100
100,000
300,000

400,100
867,935

1,268,035

173,515
165,220
50,000
198,005
10,186

596,926

596,926
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UTILITIES UNDERGROUNDING FUND
Capital Outlay
Contingency
Total Utilities Undergrounding Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Utilities Undergrounding Fund Requirements

BIKE PATHS & TRAILS FUND
Capital Outlay
Total Bike Paths & Trails Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Bike Paths & Trails Fund Requirements

SAM COX BLDG MAINTENANCE FUND
Materials & Services
Capital Outlay
Transfers to other Funds
Contingency
Total Sam Cox Bldg. Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Sam Cox Bldg. Fund Requirements

POLICE FACILITY PROJECT
Capital Outlay
Contingency
Total Police Facility Project Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total Police Facility Project Fund Requirements

COP DEBT SERVICE FUND
Debt Service
Total COP Debt Service Fund Appropriations
Unappropriated Fund Balance
Total COP Debt Service Fund Requirements

TOTAL APPROPRIATION - ALL FUNDS
TOTAL UNAPPROPRIATED FUND BALANCES
TOTAL REQUIREMENTS - ALL FUNDS

Resolution #

1,498,116

1,498,116

1,498,116

71,935

71,935

71,935

11,760
70,000
15,000
23,041

119,801

119,801

75,000

75,000

75,000

142,000

142,000
13,575

155,575

25,115,815
6,419,665

31,535,481
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Section 3.  This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Maintenance

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder
Adopted:

Resolution #
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AGENDA ITEM # 5.2

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

for Fiscal Year 2014-2015.

SUBJECT / ISSUE: A Resolution ImpOsing and Categorizing Ad Valorem Property Tax Levies

MEETING TYPE:
City Council Regular Mtg.

STAFF MEMBER: Erich Mueller

MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

DEPARTMENT: Finance

ACTION REQUIRED
Resolution

PUBLIC HEARING
No

ADVISORY BOARD/COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION:

Approval

per the Budget Committee.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt the Resolution as drafted by staff.

EXHIBITS: None

Subject / Issue Relates To:
[1 Council Goals

[] Legislative

X Other (describe)

Issue / Council Decision & Discussion Points:

4 Authorize General Property Tax Levy

4 Authorize General Obligation Bon‘d Debt Service Property Tax Levy

BACKGROUND:

Pursuant to Measure 50 and legislative action, the Oregon Department of Revenue certified the
permanent tax rate for general operation purposes for taxing districts for the 1997-98 tax year.
Troutdale’s permanent tax rate was set at $3.7652 per $1,000 of assessed value. The permanent
rates became final on June 30, 1998 and State statutes prohibit any rate change.

In FY 2014-2015‘, it is projected that Troutdale’s permanent rate will raise property taxes totaling

$4,828,587. This amount of projected taxes is based on the estimated taxable assessed value of

Reviewed and A_pprovéd by City Manager: w ‘ S:; ‘




$1,279,179,197. The estimated taxable assessed value includes a 3% estimated value increase,
without any increase for the newly taxable FedEx property or newly improved property.

This year the General Obligation (GO) Bond tax indebtedness of the City includes debt for both
the Wastewater Treatment Plant relocation project, and the Community Police Facility project.

The Wastewater Treatment Plant relocation project, debt service is scheduled to be funded by
three sources; property tax levy, monthly sewer utility user fees, and sewer system development
charges from new construction.

The debt service for sewer bonds requires a property tax levy of $ 922,845 in FY 2014-2015. This
equates to approximately $0.72 per $1,000 of assessed value, a decrease of $0.16 from the prior
year. The tax levy is still higher than originally scheduled as the lack of new construction has
reduced the revenues in the Sewer Improvement Fund for the past few years, making it unable to
meet its portion of the scheduled debt service payments.

The Community Police Facility project debt service requires a property tax levy of $526,596 in FY
2014-2015. This equates to approximately $0.41 per $1,000 of assessed value, a decrease of
$0.03 from the prior year. '

This resolution impbses and categorizes property taxes for FY 2014-2015 as follows:

General Fund for operations: $3.7652 rate per $1,000 of assessed value
Debt Service Fund for both GO bonds: Dollar amount of $ 1,449,440
PROS & CONS:

A. Approve the Ad Valorem Tax Levies for FY 2014-2015 resolution as drafted by staff
necessary to support the adopted budget under ORS 294 Local Budget Law.

B. Not approve the resolution drafted by staff, resulting in financially crippling City operations
and services for the coming year, and destroying the City’s credit rating.

Current Year Budget Impacts Yes (describe) [ ] N/A

A First Year & Impact to property owners: Authorizes City to levy the full permanent rate of
$3.7652 per $1,000 of assessed value with estimated proceeds of $ 4,828,587 (net proceeds of
$4,538,872 ) and debt service for bonds in the amount of $1,449 440 (net proceeds of
$1,362,474).

Future Fiscal Impacts: [ | Yes (describe) N/A

Community Involvement Process: [X] Yes: Adopts the budget approved by the Budget
Committee.

Staff Report - Imposing Tax Levy Fy 2014-2015Page 2 of 2




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION IMPOSING AND CATEGORIZING AD
VALOREM TAXES FOR FY 2014-2015.

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. The budget for fiscal year 2014-15 was adopted by the Council on June 10, 2014.

2. A portion of the budgeted resources is to be provided by ad valorem taxes.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE: |

Section 1. Property taxes are hereby levied as provided for in the adopted budget at
the rate of $3.7652 per $1,000 of assessed value for operations, and in the amount of
$1,449,440 for bonds; and that these taxes are hereby imposed and categorized for tax
year 2014-2015 upon the assessed value of all taxable property within the City of
Troutdale. ,

Excluded
General from
Government Limitation
General Fund $3.7652 per
$1,000 of Assessed Value
Debt Service Fund $ 1,449,440

Section 2. This Resolution shall take effect upon adoption.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder
Adopted:

Resolution # Page 1 of 1




AGENDA ITEM #6

CITY OF TROUTDALE

STAFF REPORT

Commission.

SUBJECT / ISSUE: An ordinance amending the Troutdale Municipal Code Chapter 2.20
Committees and Commissions, pertaining to the membership of the Historic Landmarks

MEETING TYPE:
City Council Regular Mtg.

MEETING DATE: June 10, 2014

STAFF MEMBER: Mayor Daoust
DEPARTMENT: Executive

ACTION REQUIRED
Ordinance - Introduction

PUBLIC HEARING
Yes

ADVISORY COMMITTEE/COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION:
None Forwarded

Comments:

forward by the Council.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff has no recommendation. This ordinance is being brought

EXHIBITS:
None.

Subject / Issue Relates To:

[ Council Goals [ Legislative

X Other (describe)

Promotes additional citizen involvement on our Historic Landmarks Commission.

Issue / Council Decision & Discussion Points:

¢ Should the membership of the Historic Landmarks Commission be increased?

Reviewed and Approved by City Manager: /~




BACKGROUND:

On June 28, 2011 the City Council adopted Ordinance #809 establishing the Historic Landmarks
Commission with a membership of 7 residents and electors of the City or Troutdale business
owners. During the recruitment process to fill positions on city committees there was an
insufficient number of applications received to fill all 7 positions on the Historic Landmarks
Commission making it difficult for the Commission to meet quorum requirements to hold meetings.
In January 2012 City Council directed staff to bring forward an amendment to the membership of
the Historic Landmarks Commission reducing the membership from 7 to 5.

During the last two years the City has experienced an increase in the number of citizens interested
in serving on the Historic Landmarks Commission. As a result the City Council would like to
increase the membership of the Historic Landmarks Commission to afford an opportunity for more
citizen involvement.

Staff is recommending that the membership increase from 5 members to 7. Keeping membership
on our committees at an odd number helps to prevent having votes end in a tie.

In order to keep the terms of the members expiring at different times the first term for the two new
positions would expire on December 31, 2017. Subsequent terms will be 4 years.

PROS & CONS:
Pros:
e Allows a greater number of citizens an opportunity to get involved in their city by
volunteering to serve on city committees.

Cons
e None.

Current Year Budget Impacts [] Yes (describe) X N/A
Future Fiscal Impacts: [] Yes (describe) X N/A

Community Involvement Process: [] Yes (describe) [XI N/A

Staff Report — TMC Ch. 2.20 HLC membership Page 2 of 2




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE TROUTDALE MUNICIPAL
CODE CHAPTER 2.20 COMMITTEES AND COMMISSIONS,
PERTAINING TO THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE HISTORIC
LANDMARKS COMMISSION

THE TROUTDALE CITY COUNCIL FINDS AS FOLLOWS:

1.

On June 28, 2011 the City Council adopted Ordinance #809 establishing the
Historic Landmarks Commission with a membership of 7 residents and electors of
the City or Troutdale business owners.

During the recruitment process to fill positions on city committees the City did not
receive sufficient number of applications to fill all 7 positions on the Historic
Landmarks Commission making it difficult for the Commission to meet quorum
requirements to hold meetings. In January 2012 City Council directed staff to bring
forward an amendment to the membership of the Hlstorlc Landmarks Commlssmn
reducing the membership from 7 to 5.

During the last two years the City has received a greater number of citizens
interested in serving on the Historic Landmarks Commission. As aresult the City
Council would like to increase the membership of the Historic Landmarks
Commission from 5 members to 7 members to afford an opportunity for more
citizen involvement.

The first term of the two newly created positions (Position #6 and Position #7) will
expire on December 31, 2017. Subsequent terms will be 4 years.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TROUTDALE

Section 1. The Troutdale Municipal Code Chapter 2.20 Committees and Commissions

is hereby amended in part as follows:

Section 2.20.010(A)(3) Historic Landmarks Commission:

Membership: 7 residents and electors of the City, or Troutdale business owners.
Appointment: Appointment by the City Council. Recommended by the Selection
Committee of the City Council and the highest ranking officer of the Historic
Landmarks Commission.

Term: 4 years — staggered terms.

Authority: Troutdale Comprehensive Land Use Plan, Goal 5 and Section 2.20.095
of this chapter.

Ordinance # ' Page 1 of 2




YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAINED:

Doug Daoust, Mayor

Date

Debbie Stickney, City Recorder

Adopted:

Ordinance #
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