MULTNOMAH COUNTY

Measure Argument for County Voters’ Pamphiet

[ Primary Election20___ [0 Generat Election 20__ [X Special Election _/U/S'U\ lo, 200>

(date)

[] Argument in Favor This Information Furnished By (as it should appear in the county

Measure ‘No.: 22 - & Z 3 vaters’ pamphlet):

B Argument in Opposition Name of person:

ol vx- Survie T

Id Original Argument

Name of organization person is authorized to represent, if

Il I applicable: . .

Name and Address of Contact Person_(person who coyld_
authorize changes to argument) \(p S cz%g

~ Lalge OF
5ol wa-e,l'cl% "oz .
elephone (home & ot Argument Paid For By: (name and address)
elshone o) TEWME(W © %L’J’L We [vst P/?'C,I’Vla“j Of.sm,‘l'nz.as‘
503 LA7 0L | 55533 3-23%Y 19453 Tomaway P Lale Drwisge, ORW7034
J \  —

ATTACHED IS THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION: REC E IVE D

Measure Argument

. SEP 10 PM.
1N Statement(s) of Endorsement, if applicable (number filed: ! )

Note: Language that violates any provision of ORS 251,405 or 251.415 may be echudex?om VT PN et

By signing this document, I hereby state I am responsible for the content of this argument. ORS 251.415 (2)

/4% 3" A00F

Signature of person fmmshmg argument : Date signed
{must be person listed in “This informatior furnisted by boxabove)

FOR OFFICE USE'ONLY

Staff Initials Argument order number _Atg

Cash or Check Number Statement(s) of Endorsement? !Z(No [ YES #

Receipt Number Word/Number Count Total & g
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In October 2005, the Lake Oswego City Council decided, without voter approval, to
purchase the Safeco property. This measure seeks to validate that unilateral decision.
It is flawed and self-serving because:

It makes no commitments and gives no assurances regarding any intended use
for the site, or related costs, _

It fails to disclose possible uses that are under consideration, such as the favored
$105 million community center project.

It fails to inform that $22,276,000 has already been spent, including the
approximately $300,000 cost of moving the Parks & Recreation Dept. to the
Site. 9 .

It fails to disclose ongoing annual/ expenses of $300,000 for operations and
maintenance costs.

It shows the approximate cost to taxpayers of borrowing $20 mitlion for only
one year. It fails to explain that this is a twenty-year obligation.

1t fails to inform the taxpayer of additional costs to modify or add to the
building for its ultimate purpose.

Tt fails to put this purchase in the context of the City’s current debt load and all
its impending (necessary) taxpayer indebtedness.

It is only an advisery vote, which is not binding on the Council.

The City Council has decided to offer taxpayers no commitments, representations, or,~
assurances regarding the property’s eventual use or aftendant costs. You are asked to
blindly approve the first $20 million for public ownership of a property whose future
use is vague at best, ‘

This advisory question is open-ended; this is only the tip of the iceberg. Agreeing to
keep the Safeco property without more information will open the door to undesirable
possibilities. Buyer Beware! A “yes” vote is a blank check.

Please vote NO on measure 3-273
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