MULTNOMAH COUNTY
VOTERS' PAMPHLET

VOTE BY—MAIL ELECTION MAY 20 1997

Dear Multnomah County Voter:

Th.lS voters’ pamphlet is produced by Multnomah County Electlons and contains measure -
“information for several districts. Your BALLOT will have only those measures for the area
where you live.

The State Elections DlVlSlOI‘l is producing a voters pamphlet for the state measures and w111
be mailing that dlrectly to every household

* Voted Ballots MUST be rece1ved by 8:00 P.M. May 20th to be counted. |
. Ifyou have'any quest1ons about voting or getting a replacement ballot, call: 248- 3720;

'Vicki K. Er\jin, Director of Elections
) l ‘ ,‘ - Multnomah County Elections

This pamphlet produced and distributed by: - 1040 S.E. Morrison Street
- o o Portland, Oregon 97214-2495




_THIS MEASURE MAY BE PASSED ONLY AT AN ELECTION WITH AT LEAST A 50% VOTER TURNOUT

CITY OF TROUTDALE

Measure No. 26 56 |

BALLOT TITLE

_EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

The Troutdale City Council has referred to the vot- |

ers a proposed $16 million general obligation bond
to-construct a new sewage treatment plant.

EAQKQRQUN

The City’s sewage treatment plant was onglnaily built

in 1969 and currently has the capacity to treat about 1.6
million gallons of sewage each day. Our residential and
business uses in Troutdale now generate about 1.4 mil-
flioh gallons of sewage daily. We expect increases over

- the next twenty years to grow to about 3 million gallons:

a day. The City must increase its sewage . treatment
capaclty

OPTIONS -

Faced with the need to create additional sewage-treat—

"1 ment capacity, the Gity, in partnership with the U.S. Army
Carps of Engineers, examined a range of alternatives.
These two seemed {o bestmeet the communlty s needs:

Optlon No. 1—Expand the existing | treatment plant at
its current location in the downtown business district next
to the Columbia Gorge Factory Stores, or

Option No. 2—Dismantle the exi'sting piant and con-
- structanew one away from the downtown business area.

Elther would adequately treat the pr0]ected volumes
of sewage

"EUNDING

Under Option No. 1, the existing plant would be-
expanded at a cost of approximately $10 million. This
amount would be repaid from -system development

- charges on new sewage users and increases in sewer

rates. This optlon would meet the C|ty s sewage capac-
lty needs. :

Under Optron No 2, anew. plant would be construct-

_ed at a cost of approxmately $18. mllllon The proposed

Iocaﬂon ofthe new plantisjust riortheast of the Troutdale
Airport. This opttorl would also meet the Ctty s sewage
capacity needs. .

. The proposed general obligatlon Bond would Faise’ -
$16 million, which, when added to $2 million of other City - |

funds, would enable the City to implement Option No. 2.
- ifthe bond is approved by the voters, the City would pur- -

chase land for a new plant, design and construct a 3 mil-
lion gallon per day sewage ireaiment- facility and dis-

“mantie the existing plant. About 26% of the debt would | -

be repaid from increases in sewer rates, about39% from
system development charges on new sewage users and

_‘about 35% from property taxes. The property tax rate is.
_projected to be approx:mately $.68 per $1,000, or $89

per year for a house assessed at $130,000. Sewer rates
would increase from $18.75 per equivalent residential
unit to $20.75 the first year, and up to $24 75 the third

_year..

Submltted by
-George Martinez
_ City Recorder

No arguments 'A(_iAINST this measure were filed.




CONTINUED »

CITY OF TROUTDALE

Measure No. 26 56

'ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

| Greetings to Registered Voters
_ Troutdale voters showed their civic pride on March 11

when they voted 58% to 42% to rid downtown Troutdale
of the sight and smell of the city's sewer treatment plant.

| Sadly,dueto the doubie_ requirement of Measure 47, the
“election didn’t count because less than 50% of the reg-

istered voters voted. However, it was heart-warming to

know that Troutdale voters really cared about the liv-

ability of their city and wanted to make a difference!
‘Now, the challenge to-all of. usisto- get out the vote

: for the May 20 election. | feel sure the votérs who were:
missing in March will feel their “Troutdale Pride"and help
transform our downtown into one of the most beautiful’

| civic centers anywhere! The voters will again réalize that
moving the sewer treatment plant out .of downtown
Troutdale is an opportunity of a lifstime! i we don’t seizé

this opportunity, the sewer plant will be in the middle of | L

ourneat Ilttle iown forever! .

{  Opening up the r_eclalmed land to the potential of
| mixed uses such as commercial, park or greenspaces is
an exciting challenge that we can't let pass us by. Job
creation. and shopping amenities will make our down-
town productive, interesting and fun! The increased
assessed valuation of the reclaimed land will tend to
reduce the tax burden on all of us homeowners.

- So, take pride in our little city and vote “yes” to
move the sewer plant out of downtown Troutdale-it
-will cost approximately $7.25 more a month to move

it than to expand it where it sits and stinks. What a.

small price to pay to show our “Troutdale Pride” and
really make a difference! If you didn’t vote last time,
pleasé vote on May 20th. If you did vote last time,
please vote agaln' Troutdale is counting on all of us!

Respectiully, -
Paul Thalhofer, Mayor

(This information furnished by Paul Thalhofer, Mayor)

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

S

ONCE AGAIN TROUTDALE VOTERS NEEDTOVOTE!

-The voters have spoken! Their desire is to move the
sewer treatment plant out of downtown Troutdale.

BUT... BECAUSE OF A PROVISION IN MEASURE
47 WE NEED A 50% VOTER TURNOUT‘ '

- THE MAJORITY VOTED YE§= BUT= A MAJORITY

'NEEDS 10 VOTE!

VOTE YES and spend the extra $7.25 per month,
{(which. decreases over the life of the loan)-for the fo!— .

lowing benefits for you asa Troutdale cmzen

+ Reclaim 10 acres of prime property

» Increased tax base

* Individual tax savings -

+ Goods and services that are '_ne_éded locally

» Local jobs ‘

.. Access to the Sandy aner
-* Clean alr.

Good cmzens of Troutdale, make your voice heard' :

VOTE AGAIN
VOTE FOR THE FIRST TIME,
BUT ABOVE ALL, VOTE!

Supported by: o
The Troutdale Office Bargain Hunter
. Troutdaie Vision Clinic Rainbow’s End Cafe
-Jean Ditworth - Neil Jensen.
Oregon Country Quilis' & Fabrics
Rebecca Caswell Joyce Thomas
Cindy Porter River Trails, Inc. - .
David Baumann Pertile Masters, Inc.
- Concept Construction Julia Sorensen

- Sheryl Maydew Max Maydew .

{This information furnished by James Kight)

The printing of this argument does not constitute an endorsement by
Muitnomah County, nor does the county warrant the accuracy er truth of any
| statemerits made in the argument.

The! printing of this argument does not constitute an endorsement by
Multnomah County, nor does the county warrant the accuracy of truth of any
statements made in the argument.




- CITY OF TROUTDALE

| Measure No. 26- 56
| ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

This exact same measure was put before Troutdale

Measure 47 that requires a 50% turnout of ehglble vot-
ers in odd numbered election years.

. Weagree with those of you who voted yes onthis mea-
surs, because a no vote or less than 50% turnout has
very negative consequences:

1. The city will be forced to spend $10 mililon on
" anoldplant in a very bad location. -

highest and best use. .

larger business tax base to he[p reduce prop-
- erty tax rates.

We,bel ieve most people who vote‘d in Iast November’s
election for Measure 47 were not aware of the 50% voter
turnout requirement. The impact of Measure 47 can be
overcome if everyone eligible to vote casts their ballot.

We believe the city is on the right track with this mea-
sure and we will be.among the first to vote yes on it.
this election.

Please join us. Support your clty—VOTE YES ON
MEASURE 26-56

Supported by _
Susan Mlller Rip Caswell
. Donna Erwin Jim Kight
Kurt Jenson Mary Graves
Richard Weill Julie Sorensen
. Mary Greenslade. - Michael Greenslade

(This information furnished by Max and Sheryl Maydew)

voters during the last election and it received a resound-’
ing YES. Unfortunately it failed due to-a provision in

2, The property will not be made .ava|labie_for‘ its |

Please help assure that those people who VOTE decide

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

OnMarch 11, 1997 the wise. citizens of Troutdale
approved a bond measure the eliminates an outdated
“and ‘unsightly sewag’e".t_re'atment plant from the com-
mercial downtown area. Despite the overwhelming
majority, we-are now asked to vote again in hopes that
we will be able to meet the 50% turnout as. requ:red by
Measure 47.

“We are asklng all of the citizens of Troutdale to turn
out and vote yes again-a vote that will secure a positive
and .enhanced future for our city. We feel'it.is a.much |
more prudent decision to eliminate the old plant, rather

Ellmlnatrng the present plant is the best value in, the :
lohg term and will provide an excellent chance for_
Troutdale to be the true Gateway to the Gorge. Visitors
will be coming from ali over the globe to enjoy the
majesty and beauty of the Columbia Gorge Nationat
Scenic Area. Do we want themto see the present sludge
plant and lagoon with its unique odors; or.do we want to
welcome them with an area where they can enjoy a |.
pléasant rest stop during their travels? We really thmk '
the answer is crystal clear.. . '

* Urge all of your friends and nelghbors to get out
and vote. . ,

We need your support and YES vote!

to this very :mportant measure. .
VOTE YES ON MEASURE 26-56!
‘Supported by: '

Richard Weill Christian Sorensen
Jennifer Edie Connie Pertl

Jim Kight Julie Sorensen

Ali Peret -Susan Miller

Rick Gilliland - - Debbie Gilliland

Bonnie Fairchild Dennis Horton

Shereen Spector - Jenny Smith
Christy Rogers Howard Bonwell
‘Stephanié Guerrero D. Neil Handy

(This information furnished by Neil Handy, Handly Bros. Servics, Inc.)

The printing of this argument does not constitute an endorsement by
Multnomah County nor does the county warrant the accuracy or truth of any
statements made in the argument.

" The printing of -this argument does not constitute an endorsement by
-Muftnomah County, nor does the county warrant the accuracy ortruth of any
staternents made in the argument.

than spend money on itin hopes that it will prowde the |
1| future needs of the’ commumty

3. Homeowners wili not enjoy. the benefit of a -

The future of Troutdale depends on our, attentton -




CITY OF FAIRVIEW

Measure No. 26-57
BALLOTTITLE o

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

" The Falrv:ew Clty Council has referred to the vot-.|

‘ers a proposed charter amendment which wouid |
establish eligibiity requirements to serve on the City
Councll and would prohiblt City employees from such

service.

- | BACKGROUND

r

A new City | Charter was approved by the voters ofthe
City of Fairview and became effective on July 15, 1994,

"The Fairview City Gouncil determined_ at its annual

- goal-setling session that the section regarding eligibility

requirements for serving on the City Council was incom-

plete.

- The proposed Section 30 would clarify the require-
| ments regarding eligibility and’would not allow a City

| employee to serve on the City Council.

Submitted by
Caren C. Huson Quiniones
. City Hecorder o

No arguments FOR or AGAINST this measure were fiied.

|| Your voted ballot

“must be received at

“aDrop _Site or the

:. ,.E'l'ectibiis Office by

8#0(5)_'PM, May 20th

“to be counted.

(A Postmark does

not count)






