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Exhibit 11 A11 

STATE AND LOCAL NONCO~STRUCTION PROGRAMS 

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 
a.NUN.NI 3. STATE a. NUMIH 

2.Am.J• NA Al'f'U.. NA 
CANT'S CATION 

l. TY1't 0 fl'llUPl'LIClTION Aflt'U. II. DATI Year rMfttll ""-' IDEHT~ a.DAn ,.,.., 
"""''" 

..,. 
Of CATION FIH ASMOM!O 
ACTIOM Qt A\inJCATION '" 81 1 28 1f 

(/rlorlill~ 0 N0TlflCATI0N OF INTENT (Dpt.) l.Mrt roprlolt D IUMJU OF ftDElAL ACTfON BJo11J; llo,.J 

~- L!GA.L A,rLJCAKf /REOfl'tEH'T !. PEDEUl. ™1'\.0Yl!R IDl!H'1'1flCATION HO. 

--~.-t"'- I City of Portland 
... ~I.wt I 

6. 
L ...,_.IM,. la I PRC). a.NUMIII i 6p I • I op 111 
,. City I 

1220 s.w. 5th •. ~ j'iul tnomah GUM i....mu 
f.S.... I Portland, Or. .,n,c:.... 97201 (Ff'INk Air Pollution 

Cynthia Kurtz, 248-4254 Fetlrra/ Control Progr k. ~ ,.,_ (N11mr Co111lot) 
41 t•lrp/t,ottr No.) ~r.::in t- c: 

am 

7. mLE ANO DESCJll"TIOM Of A"'1.JCANT'S f'AOJECT I. TYP£ OF A""11CAHT /REO,,ENT _.,_ 14-c__,., .... ____, 

Management Program 
..... __ I-..,....__. __ 

Parking ,_..,._ ,... ..... , ... 
l>omct s- 0- (s,,«i/,J: 

Funding will be used to implement the City's D-C-, 
t-C., 

adopted Parking and circulation Management ,_.._.0-... c;........,,__ [~] 
Plan. ~ s,,,,,. ~~ W,&r, 

f. TYPE OF- ASSlSl'ANCE 
Road Dust Control Project Revision (see back) •-1-.cGt.oit D-..__ 

I-~, •• __, G,wit •- 0.. £Au,~ rn c-~ ,ndlt Jmn(I) 

10. ARU. Of P"lOJECT IM,.t.CT (NolfW of cim:. co1111twL 11. ESTIMATED NUM• 12. TYflf OF AP'P\JCA TION 
Su,rn 11c.J IER 01 fl!ltSON.S .,_.,._ c-~ f- • • .,.,, 

PORTLAND, OREGON ll!M!:FITIHG ._._., 
1)-~ f.Ri,r ~Ir Ntwr® °:lhC fi4 7 

\3. l'IIIOPOSE0 FUNDING \ "· CC>t-lORESSIONAL DISTRICiS Of1 1~. TYl'f: OF CHANG! (F"" 12 c or 12 rJ 

•· PfOtUL s 64,000 .DO •• A"1'\JCANT 1,2 II. P'K>JECT 
1,2 

A-i--D.&.n ,_ 0.. (lprd/y): 
1-~Dwllert 

la.~ .DO C-'--teo...r... 

L ITA11 16. f'ftOJ!CT ST All 17. ltROJECT P-~~ 
.00 12 I-~ DATE )'to, _,,, doy DUltATION £11u,6pflfT>- I I 1 ~1 ti. LOCA.I. ?R nnn .DO 19 R l 1 l Mo1t1Ju · pnoll lnllf(1) 

•· 0THfl .00 ll. ESTIMATED DATE TO Yror "'Olllh u1 19. UtlSTING F£D1:lAI. IDENTIFICATION HL.tMl!lt 
IIE SUIMITTED TO 

f. TOTAi. I q::,_nnn .00 fEl'l!llAI .A.t";ENCY ► 1, Al 1 :-rn 
20, FEDER.AL AGl!NCY TO IUC!IVE REQUEST (Namt, C1ry. Start. ZIP codtJ 21. REIMHS ADOED 

Environmental Protection Agency, Seattle, wa. 98101 Or., o .... 
%2. •. , ..... ~ ., ..,.~ llfod!NMf, It. If,..,_,.., by OM.I~ A~f!I l+li4 ~ woa ~ • ..-t le No,.,, P.a,o,tM 
YH! .... '" it.ii ...,--,,.1·1~/e,.liollMfl iMlrw1ieoru l ..... fin, lo ~ ~I Mid .. , ~ an 01· ,po,ut tlllaclt«/ 
Al•fl\.lCAN'T - "" ..... ~ ..... --· he, 

..... 
D D CHTIPIES (N,oftlhoty~ll,ytti.~ 111 

b,,e,oy ., "'4t ~ aMff .... ~ D D THAT ► will --..I)' Intl, tt.. ~ ■- 121 

If ,._. ·--- , • ...-,,.d. Pl D D 
%3. 0~t's1s!'BW&: Ii. IIGHATUlf '- DATE IIGHED 
C!ITIPYIMO Mildred Schwab )',a, lftOflllr u, 
lll!f'ltE, Commissioner Mike Lindberg Sl!NTATIV! 19 

:l4. AOl!NCY NAM! 25. Al"PUCA· )',a, '''°"'" tUJ 
TION 
RECflvtD 1' 

26, OROANIZATIOHA.1. UNIT "17. ,t,DMINISTltAYIVE OFflCE 28. FEDEIW. APl'UCATION 
IDENTl'*CA TION -29. ADCIIIHS 30. FEDERAL GAi.HT 
ID!NTIPICA TION 

31. ACTION TA.Kf.N 32. flUNDING "'°' "'°"'" ,Jay 3,,1, 'fro, lttOltlA u, 
STARTINO 

0 a. AWARDED a. PlllflW. I .00 33. ACTION DATE ► 1, DATE " 0 ll. UJECTl!C> b. AmtCANT .00 35. CONT ACT fOR A.DDIT!ONAL INFOAAV.• 36. Yea, lftOlll/i ., 
TION (Nam, 011d ••/qlu,,,r """"btrJ ENDIMG 

0 t. RETUIIN!O FOR t. STAT! .00 DATE " A.Ml!HDMENT d. LOCAi. .00 37. REMAIIKS ADC,ED 

0 d. C>Efl!H!O •· OTHIR ,DO □ v .. o .... 
01. WIHiOltAWH ,. TOT Al I .00 -II. PIDflW. AulNCY A•'5 OflPICIAl 31. •· In~....,. ectMfl, 1111y --..t1 rotWYH t,...,. det,rillfl-1 -. 

(/liamr 111d 1tlr;,h,,,tt no.) 
PEDEML ACilENC.'Y I ,t, .. 95 ACTIOt◄ 

~. II .,....cy ,..,._, i1 live -'-r ,-.1.;.,_, ■I '-1 I, OMA 
OINor .._.,.,, ft l11u Mf'I 1H It INiltf RMNle. 

8TANDAF1D FOflt, 414 ,AGl t (Rev 4,17) 
l'rr1m~ ry 0MB C1,r11/4, ,1,./0J 
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• , .. ,,.,,-,e-.f••,~-.,, ... ,~,,-

Ques tion 7 cont' 
Ad~itio11al.ambient IUon~toring· information ·and additional ,traffi6.idat:a.·c:: .. :'· 
wili'>l:>ei '60:Li~f·ted 't~ ·supplement the data base for t_he Portland 
-Dust .. -{Street Vacuuming ) Demonstration Project. 

. •· --~· ... , ' •'" ' ., .. ' 
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Form Appro\J'ed 
OMS No. 158-ROT 10 

PROJECT APPROVAL INFORMATION 

Item 1. 
'' 1 Does: this 'assistance request State, locsi','• re9ii:mal, or. other priority 

. rating?. 

____ Yes _ _.Xi.a,__No 

· Item 2. ; 
Does t_his ,assinance request require State, or· local· advisory, educa• 
tional, or .health .clearan~s? 

____ Yes 

Item 3. 
Does this assistance request require clearinghouse review in accord• 
ance witn 0MB Circular A-96? 

____ Yes X ____ No 

Item 4. 
Does this assls~anc:e request require State, locnl, regional or other 
planning approval? 

____ Yes ~ No 

ltm 6, 
Is the proposed project covered by an approved comprehensive 
plan? 

_ x ___ Yes ____ No 

it~m 6. 
WIii the 11sslstance reciuested serve a Federal Installation? 

____ Yes .X No 

ltam 7. 
WIii the 11sslstance requested be on Fl!tderal land or installation? 

____ Yes _ :x __ No 

IHm EL 
WIii th11 flasinance reciuested hnvc an impact or effect on the 
envirormiunt? 

___ x __ Yes ___ No 

Item 9, 
Has the project for which assistance Is requested caused, since 
Janut1ry 1, 1971, or v:111 It cause, the displacement of any Individual, 
family, business, or farm? 

____ Yes __ ;x,..__No 

Item 10, 
h there other related assistance on this project previous, pending, 
or anticipated? 

X __ Yes __ No 

Item 11, 
Is pr~iect in o Designated Flood Hazard Aron? 

-Yes -2L.No 

Name or' G~~erning Body ---------------

Priority Rating ------~------------

Nam~ of Age~cy or 
·'Board _____________________ _ 

(Attach Documentation) 

(Attach Comm~ntsl 

Name of Approving Agency ___________ _ 
Date ______________________ _ 

Chee\( .o"e::, State . . 0 
Locel ~ 
Regional u 

Location of Plan ____ c_.1._· _t_y_o_f __ P_o_r_t_..l_a_n_a ____ _ 

Name of Federal Installation ____________ ..;..._ 

Federal Population benefiting from Project ________ _ 

Name of Federal Installation _____________ _ 
Location of Federal und ______________ _ 
P"rcent of P~ojoct _________________ _ 

See inmuctions tor additional information to be provided, 

See narrative 

Number of: 
Individuals ___________________ _ 
Families _____________________ _ 
Buaineues ____________________ _ 
Farms _____________________ _ 

See Instructions tor Dddltionol informetlon to be provided, 

Loca.1 match from the Portland Development 
commi~u1ion pending. __ 

EPA Form S7D0-l3 {Rev, 10-79/ PAQll: II OF 12 



Form Approved 
0MB Na. 158-R0110 

INSTR.UC,TIONS 
~ ~ ; :- ~ J . ' 1 

PART II 

Negative answers will not require an explanation unless the 
··Feder el ·;agency requests more information at a late( :date. 
·Provide .. supplementary data for all "Yes" answe.rs in the 
space provided in accordance with the following instructions: 

Item 1-Provide the name of the governing bo_dy establish!ng 
the priority system and the priority rating assigned,.to this 
·project.· 

"Item. 2-Provide the n·ame of the agency or board which 
issued the clearance and attach the documentation of status 
or approva-1. 

Item 3".""Attach the clearinghouse comments for the app,ica• 
tion in accordance with the instructions contained in Office 
of Management and Budget Circular. No. A-95. If c.:omments 
were submitted previously with a preapplication, do not sub­
mit them again but any additional comments received from 
the clearinghouse should be submitted with this application. 

Item 4-Furnish the name of the approving agency and the 
approval date. 

Item· 5-Show whether the approved comprehensive plan is 
State, local or regional, or if none of these, explain the scope 
of the plan. Give the location where the'·approved plan is 
available for examination and state Whether this project is 
in conformance with the plan. 

Item 6-Show the population residing: or working on the 
Feder.al installation who wlll benefit from this project· 

'-'' I • 

I,·, / j /; • ! i; / ': - • ; · j i 1 I' , -, 1 ~ I_! 

Item 7'."".Show the. percentag<¼ cf the ,project work,that.wlll 
,'be ~~d·u·cted ~~; federally-owned or leased land. Give the 

name _of the Federal installation and its location. 

Item 8-Describe bri~fly th·e possible beneficial and harmful 
, impact .on the environment of the proposed project. If an 
adverse environmental Impact is anticipated, explain· 'what 
action will be taken to minimize the impact. Federal agen­
cies will provide separate instructions if additional data are 
needed. 

Item 9-State the number of individuals, families, businesses, 
or farms this project will displace. Federal agencies wlll pro­
vide separate instructions If additional data are needed. 

hem 10-Show the Federa I Domestic Assistance Catalog 
number, the program name, the type of assistance, the status 
.and .the amount of each project where there is related pre• 
vious, pending or anticipated assistance. Use additional 
sheets, if needed. 

Item 11-Flood Insurance-Check "Yes" if project or any 
nonexpendable property is to be located in a special fiood 
hazard area designated by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. If the answer is "Yes" the grantee must 
purchase the required flood insurance if required pursuant to 
Item 7 of the General Instructions to this application. 

, ...... ,1·,\·\:'1·• 

, .' • , l 1 ' ~ i '! \ \ , 



PART Ill-BUDGET INFORMATION 

SECTION A-BUDGET SUMMARY 

ESTIMATED UNOBUGATED FUNDS 
GRANT PROGRAM. FEDERAL 

FUNCTION OR ACTIV!TY CATALOG NO. 
FEDERAL NON-FEDERAL FEDERAL 

(aJ {b) (c) (d) M 

1. $ $ $ 64,000 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. TOTALS - t $ $ 64,000 

SECTION B-SCHEDULE A BUDGET CATEGORIES 

GRANT PROGRAM, FUNCTION OR ACTIVITY 

6. Object Class Categot"ies 

(1J Federal m local (3) 

a. Personnef s 2,000 $ 
22.000 $ 

b. Fringe Benefits 6,000 

c. Travel 

d. Equipment 

~- Supplies 

f. Contractual 61,587 

g. Construction 

h. Other 

I. Total Direct ChaTges 

f. Indirect Charges 4l3 

I:. TOTALS $ 64,000 $ 28,000 $ 

7. Program Income $ $ $ 

EPA Form S700-33 (Rev. 10-79) 

: 

rom, ~i,proved . 
0MB No. 158~R0110 ' . 

... 
; 

' 

NEW OR REVls==D BUDGET 

NON-FEDERAL TOTA.L 
{f) . (g} . 

$ 28,000 $ 92,000 

' 

$ 28,000 $ 92,000 : 

TOTAL 

MJ (5) 

$ 
$ 24.000 

6,000 
' 

' 

... 

$ $ 92,000 

$ $ 

PAGE 7 OF 12 
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•-•'1'. 

6. Program Elements 
-- i 

! 

.• I 

a. 

b. " 

:c. 

·d. 

e. 

f. 

g, 

h. 

i. Total Progrem elements 

j. STATE TOTAL 

EPA Forrn 5700.33 (RH, 10-?9) 

••" 

SECTION B - SCHEDULE 8 - BUDGET CATEGORIES 

,, FUNDING 

(11 FEDERAL (2} NON-FEDERAL 

$ $· 

$ $ 

$ $ 

l i'' • t'J 

(3) 

'$ 

$ 

s 

I ,, 

i 

Form Appro11sd 
OMS No, 158-ROt 10 

(4) 

·MAN• 
TOTAL YEARS 

P,t,GE D OF 12 



SECTION C....;NON-FEOERAL RESOURCES 

Form Approved 
DMB No. '158-ROT 10 

(al GRANT PROGRAM (bJ APPLICANT (cJ STATE (dt OTHER.SOURCES. (ct TOTALS 

·B; ~ontract with Portland -Dev- Commission I$ $ $ 28,000 
9_. 

_JO-.:: ::--

11;:· 

)2_. TOTALS $ $ $ 28r 00Q 

SECTION 0-FOfiECASTEO CASH NEEDS 

TOTAL FOR 1st YEAR . 1st QUARTER 2nd QUARTER 3rd QUARTER 

1_3_.: Federat: $ $ $ 

14_- Non-Fede.-al 

15_ ·:TOTALS $ q2.ooo $ 23.000 $ 23.000 $ 2..LQQ_Q_ 

SECTION E-BUDGET ESTIMATES OF FEDERAL FUNDS NEEDED FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJE_CT 

- . (a} GR~N~ PROGRAM 

16_ 

l7. 

· 18 • 

. 1~-
-- 20. TO_T A_LS_-

·21~ Dir~ct ~har!J!?s: 

·-22~ lndin?ct Charges: 

:23;- Remarks: · 

E P~ F~ .571>0..Jl:(Rev. 10~79) 

FUTURE FUNDING PERioris ·cvEARst 
(b) FIRST (c) SECOND 

$ $ 

$ $ 

SECTION F~OTHER BUDGET INFORMATION 
(Attach Additional Sheets If Necessarvl 

PART IV-PROGRAM NARRATIVE (Attach per instructian} 

(d) THIRD 

$ 

$ 

$ 28_i 000 

$· 28,. 000 

4th·QUARTER 

23.;;~ono 

(e) FOURTH 

$ 

s 

PAGE 9 OF 12 
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Form Approved 
0MB Na. 158-R0110 

INSTRUCTIONS 

PART Ill 

General Instructions 

This form is designed so that application can be made for 
funds from one or more grant programs. in preparing the 
budget, adhere to any existing Federal granter agency guide• 
lines which prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts 
should be separately shown for different functions or activi• 
ties within the program. For some programs, granter agen­
cies may require budgets to be separately shown by function 
or activity. For other programs, granter agencies may not 
require a breakdown by function or activity. $actions A, 
B, C, and D should include budget estimates for the whcle 
project except when applying for assistance which requires 
Federal authorization in annual or other funding period in• 
crements. In the latter case, Sections A, B, C, and D should 
provide the budget for the first budget period (usually a 
year) and Section E should present the need for Federal as• 
sistance in the subsequent budget periods. All appli~tions 
should contain a breakdown by the object class categories 
shown in Lines a•k of Section B. 

Section A. Budget Summary 
Lines 1-4, Columns (a) and (b). 

For applications pertaining to a single Federal grant pro­
gram (Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog number) and 
not requiring a functional or activity breakdown, entt!r on 
Line 1 under Column (al the catalog program title and the 
catalog number in Column lb). 

For applications pertaining to a single program requiring 
budget amounts by multiple functions or activities, enter the 
name of each activity or function on each line in Column (al, 
and enter the catalog number in Column (b). For applica­
tions pertaining to multiple programs whore none of the 
programs require a breakdown by function or activity, enter 
the catalog program title on each line in Column (al and the 

· respectlvt> catalog number on each line in Column (b). 
For applications pertaining to multiple programs where 

one or more programs require a breakdown by function or 
activity, prepare a separate sheet for each program requiring 
the breakdown. Additional sheets should be used when one 
form does not provide adequate space for all breakdown of 
data required. However, when more than one sheet is used, 
the first page should provide the summary totals by programs. 

Lines 1-4, Columns (cl through (g). 

· For new applications, leave Columns (c) and Id) blank. 
For each line entry in Columns (a) and (b), enter In Columns 
(e); (f), and (g) the appropriate amounts pf funds needed to 
support the project tor the first funding period (usually a 
year). · 

for continuing gront program applications, submit thes.e 
forms before the end of each funding pefiod as r~qulred by 

EPA Form 5700•33 (Rov, 10-791 

the grantor agency. Enter in·Columns (c) and (d) the esti• 
matea amounts of funds which will remain unobligat(\d at 
the end of the grant funding p~riod only if the Federal 
granter agency inStructions provide for this. O~herwise, 
leave these columns blank. Enter in Columns ·(e) and (f) the 
amounts of funds needed for the upcoming· period. The 
amount(sl in Column {g) should be the sum of amounts in 
Columns (e) and (f). 

For supplemental orant:s and changes to existing grants, 
do not use Columns (c) and (d). Enter in Column (e) the 
amount of the increase or decrease of Federa I funds and 
enter in Column (f} the amount of the increase or decrease 
of non-Federal funds. In Column (g) enter the new total 
budgeted amount (Federal and non-Federal) which includes 
the total previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or 
rninus, as appropriate, the amounts shown in Columns (e) 
and (fl. The emount(sl in Column (g) should not equal the 
sum of amounts in Columns (el and (f). 

Line 5-Show the totals for all columns used. 

Section B. Schedule A-Budget Categories 

In the column headings (1) through (4), enter the titles o1 the 
same programs, functions, and activities shown on Lines 1-4, 
Column (a), Section A. When additional sheets were pre• 
pared for Section A, provide similar column headings on each 
sheet. For each program, function or activity, fill In the total 
requirements for funds (both Federal and non-Federal) by 
object class categories. 

Lines 6a-h-Show the estimated amount for irn~h direct cost 
budget (abject c/11-rs) category for ~sch c-olurr,:n with program, 
function or activity heading, 

Line 6i-Sht,w the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each column. 

Line 6j-Show the amount of indirect cost. Refer to Off ice 
of Management and Budget Circular No. A-87. 

Line Gk-Enter the .total of amounts of Lines 6i and Sj. For 
all applications for new grsnts and continuation grants the 
total amount in Column (5), Line 61<., should be the same as 
the totai amount shown in Section A, Column (g), Line 6. 
For 5upplemental grants and changes to grants, the total 
amount of the increase or decrease as shown in Columns 
(1)·(4), Line 6k should be the same us the sum of the 
amounts In Section A, Columns (el and (fl on Line 5, When 
additional sheets were prepared, the last two sentences apply 
ohly to 'the first page with summary total&. 

Line· 7-Enter the estimatecl amount of Income, if any, ex• 
pected to be generated from this pro}ttct. Do not add or 
subtract this amount from the total pmJoct amount. Show 
under the program narrative statarrient tho mtture anrl source 
of income. The estimated amount of program income may 
be consldc,red by the Federal granter agency In determining 
the totol amount of th.e grant .. 

PAOE 10 OF 1:Z 



OREGON 
I )t. ! '-\fl1 MENT OF 
~'U8l.lC WORKS 

M!;-;f: LINDBERG 
COt.Al,11SSIONEA 

OFFICE OF 
Pi. i8LIC WORKS 

/\DMINISTAATOR 

'121 SW ALDER 
POP TL AND. OR 97205 

January 7, 1981 

DICK THIEL 
CHIEF 
AIR PROGRAMS BRANCH 
USE PA REG ION X 
1200 SIXTH AVENUE 
SEATTLE WA 98101 

Dear Dick: 

Over the past several weeks I have had discussions with Bill Greene 
and John Kowalczyk, Dave DeBruyn and George Hofer of your staff, 
and Brock Nicholson of RTP concerning the amount of money budgeted 
for traffic data in the Portland road dust control study. Since it 
is our understanding that the Region has some unexpended prior year 105 
dollars available at this time, we would like to take the opportunity 
to request some additional support. 

When the grant application was originally drafted by DEQ and City 
staff, it was assumed that a minimal amount of traffic data would be 
required. Since that time we have had a number of discussions \vith 
the project contractor concerning the amount of data which will be 
needed to adequately factor out the irnpact of this variable from the 
impact of the experimental street sweeping program. 

Specifically, we would like to be able to measure automobile and 
truck volumes (separately) and speeds and typical hourly variations 
for each major link in the road network for each study area. 

We believe this will entail use of up to 20 mechanical counters 
capable of measuring volume and speed on an hourly basis; and the 
use of part-time employees (such as college students) to manually 
detennine automobile/truck mixes at key links. Auto/truck mixes 
should be measured at least three times during the six month study 
period, vie have calculated the cost for these activities to be 
approximately $10,000. The work would most likely be carried out 
by the City Bureau of Traffic Engineering. After reviewing the 
consultant's comments, I am convinced that lack of adequate 
traffic data could jeopardize the accuracy of the study results 
and strongly urge you to look favorably on our request for a grant 
amendment. 



Dick Thiel 
January 7, 1981 
Page Two 

With respect to another, but related topic, Brock Nicholson · 
contacted me some time back to pass along a request from the 
standards development branch that we expand our proposed monitoring 
program for the road dust study to include collection and analysis 
of the less than 2.5 um particulate fraction. I indicated to 
Brock that we were willing to do the extra work providing RTP 
and the Region could provide us with some additional support. 
John Bockman has indicated that he strongly prefers the addition 
of virtual impactor dichotomous samplers at each monitoring site. 
Our contractor owns one such instrument. We would need either 
the loan from EPA of three additional instruments, or approximately 
$6,000 for equipment rental. RTP also indicated that they would 
like to see mass, chemical mass balance, and elemental analysis 
performed on the 2.5 um fraction as well as the high vo1 and lo\v 
vol samples. We estimate that analysis of all samples would 
run approximately $18,000 - 20,000. Representative samples 
would, of course, cost proportionately less. 

I have asked Brock Nicholson to contact you directly regarding 
RTP's request. We at Portland certainly concur that this would 
be a valuable addition to our study. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration of these requests. 
We wi11, of course, prepare more fonr1al proposals if funds are 
indeed available. 

Sincerely, 

Maxine Borcherding 
Assistant Public Works Administrator 

, ........ ··~;.?.., 
•••, •'f" I , • 

_.,,,.., ~--·/' .,' , ··/' /1 ; ,' 
/ .' I I ·· / I "t' / I· . 1 • ..J• i ~ • '~ l,.. .. .. , 

E /'-<Jack vJea thersbee 
Deparbnent of Environmental Quality 



........ 

Portland Parking Management 

MErRO has forwarded to Region X a copy of the City's Downtown Parking and 
Circulation Plan with the air quality analysis and supporting 
documentation. The Parking and Circulation Plan is ultimately to become 
the backbone of the new Portland CO SIP. The key features of the Plan 
are a fixed inventory of 40,055 parking spaces and a Parking Management 
Program. A total of $56,000 is needed to fund the first year of the 
Parking Management Program: $30,000 for the Parking Manager and $26,000 
for Prcg:arn support (one year only). The city is in the middle of a budget 
periocl and cannot readily fund the startup amount, but should be able to 
fund continuation of the program in the future. The Portland Development 
Commission is willing to.provide 50% of the required start-up amount, and 
EPA is being asked to submit the remainder. We believe this is very 
necessary program to insure an effective CO SIP. Therefore, we are 
requesting approval of 105 Funds for the other one-half, which amounts 
to $28,000~ We have attached two memoranda from the City, which detail 
the activities for the Parking Management Program ana the allocation of 
funds., 

Start-up funding for the Parking Man_agement Pr_ogram, as adopted by City 
Council on Octoner 30, 1980. 



Dick Thiel 
January 7, 1981 
Page Two 

With respect to another, but related topic, Brock Nicholson · 
contacted me some time back to pass along a request from the 
standards development branch that we expand our proposed monitoring 
program for the road dust study to include collection and analysis 
of the less than 2.5 um particulate fraction. I indicated to 
Brock that we were willing to do the extra work providing RTP 
and the Region could provide us with some additional support. 
John Bockman has indicated that he strongly prefers the addition 
of virtual impactor dichotomous samplers at each monitoring site. 
Our contractor owns one such instrument. We would need either 
the loan from EPA of three additional instruments, or approximately 
$6,000 for equipment rental. RTP also indicated that they would 
like to see mass, chemical mass balance, and elemental analysis 
performed on the 2. 5 um fraction as well as the high vo 1 and low 
vol samples. vJe estimate that analysis of all samples would 
run approximately $18,000 - 20,000. Representative samples 
would, of course, cost proportionately less. 

I have asked Brock Nicholson to contact you directly regarding 
RTP's request, We at Portland certainly concur that this would 
be a valuable addition to our study. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration of these requests. 
We will, of course, prepare more formal proposals if funds are 
indeed availab1e. 

Sincerely, 

/ ' ' '' ; • ! I· r • I 

.I • 
' ~ ( . . 

Maxine Borcherding 
Assistant Public Works Administrator 

............ ·7;;-:-..-.., 
.,,_.•,.,~ I ; , 

./., ~--·/' ,' ~ ·/°/.1 , ' / 
(' .,·" I l, ,• _,,,,, ,, 't. , .. ' ( .,, . '. ( .. 

E /Jack ~Jeathersbee 
Department of Environmental Quality 



Portland Parking Management 

METRO has forwarded to Region X a copy of the City's Downtown Parking and 
Circulation Plan with the air quality analysis and supporting 
documentation. The Parking and Circulation Plan is ultimately to become 
the backbone of the new Portland CO SIP. The key features of the Plan 
are a fixed inventory of 40,055 parking spaces and a Parking Management 
Program. A total of $56,000 is needed to fund the first year of the 
Parking Management Program: $30,000 for the Parking Manager and $26,000 
for Prcgram support (one year only). The city is in the middle of a budget 
period and cannot readily fund the startup amount, but should be able to 
fund continuation of the program in the future. The Portland Development 
Commission is willing to.provide 50% of the required start-up amount, and 
EPA is being asked to submit the remainder. We believe this is very 
necessary program to insure an effective CO SIP. Therefore, we are 
requesting approval of 105 Funds for the other one-half, which amounts 
to $28,000~ We have attached two memoranda from the City, which detail 
the activities for the Parking Management Program and the allocation of 
funds., 

Start-up funding for the Parking Ma~agement P~ogram, as adopted by City 
Council on Octooer 30, 1980. 



Department of Environmental Quality 
522 SOUTHWEST 5TH AVE. POfffL.t.ND, OREGON 

VICTOR ATIYEH 
covf.RNOR 

MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 1760, PORTLAND, OREGON 97207 (503) 229-5397 

0 Dick Thiel, Chief 
Air Programs Branch 
Envi·ro.nmental l?rotection _Agency­
Region .X 
1200 Sixth.Avenue 
Seattle, Washi_ngton 98101 

Dear Dicki 

January 5, 1981 

City of Portland 
Policy Devel. Section 

Enclosed are two ·memos from the City of ;>ortland, which support Item 2 in 
Bill Young's December 30, 1980 letter to Don Dubois regarding 105 Funding 
requests. Also please note that the word 11 if 11 was inauvertent.ly left out 
after my telephone numb.er on page 2 of that letter. 

Jl?Kth 

Enclosures (.2) 

cc1 Cynthia Kurtz-City of Portland 
Michael Fisher-City of Portland 

Sincerely, 

E. J. Weathersbee 
Administrator 
Air Quarity Division 

Doug Oblitz-Portland Development Commission 
Jeanne Roy--Portland Air Quality Advisory Committee 
Richard Brandman-Metro 

'I/ 
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20 November 1980 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Howard Harris, DEQ 

FROM: Michael Fisher, Bureau of Planning 

SUBJECT: Parking Management Program 

You requested additional information on the parking management 
program. I have estimated for the parking manager position, the 
assistant, and program support activities, a distribution of 
resources by work program element. If you require further explan­
ation, please call me at 248-4254. 

1. Parking Manager $30,000 

2. 

a. Administrative responsibilities 
(see work program) 

b. Parking use survey 

c. Recommendations on more effi­
cient use of publicly-owned 
parking 

50% 

20% 

10% 

d. curb parking plan (and rate changes) 10% 

e. carpool parking plan 10% 

Assistant Parking t1anager 

a. parking use survey 

b. analysis of publicly-owned 
parking 

c. curb parking plan (and rate 

d. carpool parking plan 

changes) 

$14,000 

50% 

10% 

20% 

20,% 



20 November 1980 . 
Page 2 

3. Program Support 

a. Parking data mapping system 

b. Administrative support' 

c. Parking survey (and/or other program 
elements) contingencies.~ 

$12,000 

20% 

50% 

*May include additional part~time staff~ or consultant assistance. 

MF:db 
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14 November 1980 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: John Km·✓a l czy k, Dept. of E nv i ronmenta l Qua 1 i ty 

---FROM: Michael Fisher, Bureau of Planning ~12~ 

SUBJECT: Down town Park i n9 Management Program 

As you are aware the Portland City Council adopted the Updated 
Parking and Circulation Policy, Parking Management Program, and 
Air Quality Plan on October 30, 1980. To complete this effort, 
it would appear that two tasks need completion, both requiring 
your assistance and coordination. 

First, the Afr Quality Plan neGds to be revie\·1ed and adopted by 
the Environmental Quality Commission. Our intention \•1ould be to 
have this done as quickly as possible. Hopefully, a rublic 
he a r i n 9 "1' i 11 no t be need e d g i v en th c c o rn111 u n i t y pa rt i c i p a t ; on e f for t 
\•1hich has been accomplished. As you kncM, tv,o \'1el 1-r,ubl icized public 
hearings were held. 

Could you please take the responsibility for setting up the necessary 
process to approve the l"ecommendod pro~Jrarn? I huve the in:;iress ion, 
based on testimony at the City Council hearin9, that DEQ supports the 
pian, and that final approval is mostly a formality, 

Second, the funding for the Parkin~ Managc2111ent Program, needs to be 
formally committed to the City as soon as possible. Basically, \•le 
111ant to begin screening r1pplicants for the _parking l!J?rnagement posi­
t i o n . The p 1 a n i s to ha v e a s e l e c t i o n co mm i t tee , \'I i th a rep re s e n ta ... 
tive from your department, to intc:rvie\•/ candidates and to se"/ect tr1e 
Parking Manager. Hopefully, we can begin the program on January 1, 
1981. 

The Parking Management Program, as adopted by the City Council, is 
attached for y6ur reference. As you are probably aware, the budget 
has been reduced to $56,000, ~,hich funds the Parking Manager, a 
part-time assistant, and materials and service. We felt that the 
workscope could be most effectively accomplished \vithout consultants, 
Two work program items from the original program were transferred to 
other City programs (flextime and the transit analysis). 

\~e a re requesting that the first yea 1~ of the program b~. ,.~ven 1 y funded 
by the DEQ and PDC. After the first .vear, ;the City,1 jn'tends, to•fund 
the program from revenues from curb pnrking. O~r fun"ding request 
from you, ther•efore, totals $28,000, :· i 1· 



14 November 1980 
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Could you please advise me on the status of these funds. ~le are 
particularly interested in when the funds could be formally committed 
to the City. 

Please call me at 248-4254 for additional information. 

MF :db 

Attachment 

cc: Bill Green, DEQ ~ 
Hm·1a rd Harris, DEQ 
Doug Obletz, PDC 



Parking Management Program 

A. Administrative Responsibilities 

l. · Process ·all conditional use requests for parking and make recomnenda­
tions _to the fleari ngs Officer with rcuard to the number of spnces to 
be approved and the proportion to be made ovailable for 1011~1-term and 
short-term use 1 general public use, Ct11·ponls, and bicycle stora<Je. 

2. To expedite the c1pproval process, discuss pJd:ing and othr~r related 
matters 1t'lith developers at the earliest possible stages of planning. 

3. Develop and maintain a three-year schedule of approved parking, pro­
grammed removals, and future parking 14 equire111ents, to enable the City 
to have maximum administrative flexibility Hithin the limits of the 
established total inventory. 

4. Organize and staff a Downtown Parki11~J Advisoi·y Cornrnittee to rnoni tor 
the parking management program. 

5 . Coo rd i n a t e the a c t i v i t i e s o f t h c D m 111 to i,,m P 1 a n s t o f f , t h o fie; r t 1 a n d 
Development Conunission, the Burec1u of Truffic Engineer"iri~, Tri-Met, 
the Bureau of Buildings, METRO, the Office of General Services, and 
the Department of Environmental Quality us they relate to !JH~ admin­
istration of the pJrking manag~ment progra,11. 

6. With the assistance of the DEQ, the ~urealJ of Traffic En~in~:(:rinq, ilnd 
Tri-Met, monitor Jir quulity, traffic condition~, c1ncJ tra11'.1it tr,u~Je on 
a regular basis. 

7, Update key elements of the parking pol icy c1t intervals not to e>:ceed 
three years, and mnke reco111rnendations to the City Council t111cJ Uie 
En v fronrnen ta l Qua 1 i ty Cammi s s ion. 

8. Monitor changes in the number of space~) i11 existing parr.ing facilities, 
and other unapproved parking in dm-.into\•111. Coordinate vlith the Bureau 
of Buildings action needed to enforce provisions of the policy. 

9. Maintain a schedule of approved pai~kin~J, rarticularly parkinc.J upproved 
by revocable permits, and coordinate uny necessary enforcr;n1ent i1ctivity. 

8. r ark in g Data 

1 . U pd a t e th e co u 11 t of a 11 d m-m to \'In pa r k i n 9 o ff - s t re e t s pa c e s CJ n a re q u l a r 
basis, Develop cl mapping system whkh shm,1s both curb and off-street 
spaces. 

2 . Prep a re qua r t er l .',' re po r ts for rev i cw b .'I t he D . l . Q • des er i L i n CJ t.i1 r. 
current count and parking·c:ipprovcd fo1· construction. ,. 



3. Identify garages (public or private) vihich ilc1ve high potentic11 for 
mort efficient use. Co11ect additional dHa indicating hov, the facil-
ity is used (occupancy, turnover, rates, etc.) ,rnrJ v1ho control~. its 
use (mmership, leasr. MTangements, etc.) 

4. As described in Section 4.d of the parking policy, recommend an ad­
justment to the total inventory based on thr. initial count of parl:inq 
s pace s a n d the c u r r c n t 1 i s t o f pa r k i n g a r p 1~ o v e d for cons tr u c t i on • -

C. Programs. The purposr. of the following prog1·a111s i:i to encourage the 111ost 
efficient use of existing or neh' parking facilities, and to reduce the 
need for pnrking in downtown. 

1. City Public Garages 

(a) l·/ith the assistance of the Portland Development Commission, 
Office of General Services, and the operators of City garages, 
prepare a detailed analysis of the use of City garages. 

(b) Develop reconrnendations for review by the Parr.ing Advisory 
Corm1ittee and City Counci 1 for the futu1·e use of City garages, 
including U1e proportion of long-ter111 und short-term parking, 
rate structure, reserved carpool spaces, und bicycle parking. 

(c) In cooperation with the Portland Development Commission and 
o the r a gen c i e s , re v i e \v t he need fo r a d d i t i o n c1 1 fl u b l i c pa r k i n g 
facilities \•1l1ich the City should build or c1cquire. The follrn,,-
in9 ai~eas should receive consideration: Old TO\m - Skidmore, 
north of Burnside, RX Zone, ,rnd the ret,1il core. The Purking 
Manager should be responsible for ,1re,1-•,·,'icie parking strategies 
for areas to be possibly served by ne1·i' parkin.-; facilities. 

2. Curb Spaces 

( a ) ~J it h the a s s i s t c1 n c e of th e 8 u re a u o f Tr a ff i c E n g i n e e 1· i n 9 , pre -
pare a detai 1ed analysis of the urie of curb spaces in downtO\•m. 
Prepare a 3-5 year program of curb parking removal, retention

1 or rep1acernent, vlith emphasis on improving transit or traffic 
operation, and the provision of needed short-term parking. 

( b ) \•/ i th the a s s i s ta n c e of the {3 u re a u of Tr a ff i c E n g i nee r i n g , de v e 1 o µ 
reconunendations for revie1•1 by the r,wkin~J Advisory Committee and 
the City Council for changes in curb parkino rates and/or time 
1 i111its on meters. (This proorain c1i111s to cncourauc higher tutnover, 
reduce circulating traffic und meter· feeding, and to increase use 
of off-street facilities). 

3 , Pub l i c 1 y Owned Pa r k ; n g Fa ci l it i e s 

(a) In cooperation 1•1ith approprillte officic1ls of the federal, stilte 
D.nd county governments, p1·01H1re cl deU1; 1 eel ,1na lys is of the USE! 
of publicly owned parking fnciliti~s. 
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(b) Make recomnendations to other ~1overn111ental bodies through the 
City Council, and appropriate governmental staff \'ti th regard to 
more shared public use, reserved carpool spaces, bicycle storage, 
and trans it incentive programs. · · 

4 .. Privately 0\•med Parking Facilities 

(a) Prepare and maintain a file of existing garages which could poten­
tially share parking with nei~h!,orlng new developments. 

(b) Interview representatives of u nu111her of large business firms to 
discuss the possible need for transit incentive and/or parking 
management programs. 

5, Rideshare Program 

(a) Jointly develop \•1ith Tri-Met's mnrketing staff a set of guidelines 
for rideshare programs in ne\•1 developments, The program can in­
clude preferred or subsidized parking for carpools or vanpools, 
lease or sponsorship of vanpools, transit fare subsidy, or flex­
ible work hours. 

(b) Develop a carpool parking plirn for city ~arages and curb spaces, 

·(c) Determine the feasibility of new public off-street parking facil­
ities for exclusive use by carpools. 

D. Staff and Budget 

Purking Manager 

Program Support (First Year Only) 
Part-time Assistance (1400 hours) 
Materials and Services 

Total 

$30,000 

$1~,000 
12,000 

$56,000 



Ordinance 

An Ordinance authorizing an application to the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency for an Air Quality Program Demonstration Grant, 
estimated at $64,000, to aid in air quality planning; authorizing con­
trols; and declaring an emergency. 

The City of Portland ordains: 

Section l. The Council finds: 

1. The United States Environmental Protection Agency has made available 
a demonstration grant to aid in air quality planning. 

2. The Council adopted a Parking and Circulation Plan for Downtown 
Portland (Resolution No. 32794) that included a Parking Management 
Program and Air Quality Plan. 

3. The Council has directed the Bureau of Planning to pursue possible 
funding sources for implementing the Parking Management Program at 
an estimated cost of $56,000. 

4. The Council accepted funding for a Street Vacuuming Demonstration 
Project (Ordinance No. 149749). 

5. This project could be greatly enhanced by procurement of additional 
ambient monitoring information and additional traffic data at an 
estimated cost of $36,000. 

6. Both projects are eligible for funding under the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency's Air Quality Grant program, and 
the City's efforts in these directions can be furthered by a grant 
in aid of such service. 

7. Total cost of the projects is estimated at $92,000. A local match 
is required and may be available from the Portland Development 
Commission through their contribution to the Parking Management 
Program. Indirect cost will be in the amount of $413.00. 

8. Should the City secure and accept this grant, it will be obligated 
to comply with the regulations of the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs: 

a. The Commissioner of Public Affairs and the Commissioner of Public 
Works shall make application to the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency for a grant estimated at $64,000 in aid of air 
quality planning as per Exhibit A attached to the original only 
hereof. 



· d·; · The· Commissioners are authori-zed to prov-ide such information and 
assurantes as are required for receipt, expenditure and accounting 
for the gfant project. 

'..~:) Expenditures under this grant are not authorized until the Unit.~d 
States Envi~onmental Protection Agency has approved the grant; ~the 
Council~has specifically appropriated the funds; and the system'.of 

.•.: accountability has been approved by the Bureau of Financial Affairs. 

~t; Should the Giant be approved and the Council accepts, the supef-
- '✓-·•i-sion .of the .project will be provided by the Bureau of Planni,ng 
t"J"J ~~9 the Office of Public Works. 

,q· Sectio'h 2. The Council .declares that an emergency exists because regulations 
;\_; g·overning the grant require immediate application, and delay in applica- .. ., 
ti-.~ ,tion may result in the loss of opportunity to secure the grant; there- "·· 

:_·fore, this Ordinance shall be in force and effect fron1 and afte\'' ;·ts ·~· 
,.~passage by the Council. 

I.• 

\i·, 

i I 
I·: 

I 
M_ayof'of the· City of Portland 

i 
l 

'i Attest: 

' 
: .. : ~ I 

l \ ... ,,, 
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