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11 

AGREEMENT 

THIS /\Gl~UJ1ENT, n1ada and enterPd into on this day of 
March, 19n2, by and beh1e(~11 the City of Portland, Bureau of Plorrn·ing, 
(>2] S\o/ Alder Stn~et, rort.1irncl, Ol"'e~1on, 9720~,, hereinafter rcferrPd to 
as "City" and tlohn Warner J\ssocic1tes, in associat'ion \vHh Ernest H. 
Munch, 123 l~\·J Davis, Portland, Oregon, 97209, hete"inafter referred to 
as "Consultant 11 ; 

WHEREAS, a long ranae 111r1na.gement plan for the Terwilliger Parkway \'till guide 
future public ·improvements and set goals and objectives for the use of 
the park\11uy; and 

Hl-lEr<EAS, 'it is "in the~ best "intercsL of the City to develop desiun guide.l 'incs 
anci access control guiclel ines for the Ten·ril l i9cr Po.rkl-1ay to shupe fut.urr~ 
devr.l 0prnent; and 

\~HCREAS, tht City Council directed the Bureau of Planrring to complete the Ter-· 
\'✓ rl"liger Park\•Jay Corridor Study l.iy proviclfog funds fot such a study in 
the Bureau of Planning's fiscal year 1981-82 budget; and 

1 r.-w;u •· .a.: 
01'-1,~- .J,u 

\✓HEREAS, o scope of \•tork has been developed bet\-,een the City and the Consultant 
to accornp·l ·ish the study in n timely and professfonal manner; 

I. AGREEi-iEfH 

A. City_ 

City shall have final approval of all aspects of the Scope of Work 
for which approvul is requ-ired in this agreement. 

B. Consultant 

The overall l'ole of Consultant is Sf!t out in Exlribit 11 A11
, Prnposal 

for 11 Tcn-,,·i 11 iger Parkway Corrido1' Study 11
, hereinafter referred to 

as 11 Scope of \1!ork 11
, and which is attached herc~to and by this refe­

rence made a part of tllis Agreerm!nt. 

Consul tc1nt \•ri 1 ·1, at their cost, ret;,1·i n subconsul tant (s) VJith thE1 ncu:s"• 
sciry expc1 ttise to assist them in the pcrformcrnce of tlris /\0reernr.!11t 
and to meet the City's goals for the inc:lusirn1 of nl'inority and/or 
te::·i·;a.le business enterprise ·in contr,1ctuc1l \·101°k. 

Consultc.rnt \•.'ill only re-i-a·in subconsu'ltrrnt(s) \·-1hich have bren 
c1pp1·oved hy tlw D"ir'l:ctcll' of the: Bui'ei"lu of r12rnni11g, liercini1fter r·e·­
fc-:1Ted to c1s PlannillfJ D'irocto\~, c}S ;;-:cceptab·lc~, a.ncl \'.ihich is tlwt 
pe1~sO11 (s) n~uncicl as subcontr21ct.or(s) in the Consul tc1nt. 's Prnposal fo;· 
Con:.u'ltant ScirvicC!S for thr; Tc-n•.'il ·i igN· F\11'k\"1'ilY Coi--;-- idoi-- Stud_y as 
it:t r, c y Fox P ·i a 1111 i n ~l . 

Ji-1 U1i.: C\J(-t~[. thc11· Con~ i·,\ctor te-,-n~·\,1r:d:c:. cctl"l~r:Jct vrit:h ~~uhcn:1iTdctor C); 
"l ;'.rj r1·1;_:1nnfoq rliri)ctc,1' ni:;'-;t ,1ppi'ovo or ,,l~~h' st~bcon"Lt'i1.CL(W(:;) "in vJrH.·· 
fr<: i:iS i:iCet;ptcil.i·1c li_croi-c sub~:0!1tr-act \·/in Ix: con~ddt~rPd autl101'izecl :)_':' 
t.11c:· City. 



B. Consultant (Continued) 

Any change in the Scope of Work as it relates to subcontractors 
other than secretarial, draftspersons, landscape~ nrchitects or 
technical pcr·sonnel must be author-ized in writing by the P'lanning 
Director .. 

II. EFFECTIVE DATE AND DURATION 

This Agreement becomes effective upon sign·ing by both pnrtics and 
approval by Port.land C'ity Council. The prov·isions of this Agreement 
vrill be con~:;-idercd fulfTlled upcn submission of all f-inal products of 
Phase VI of the 1,i✓ 0rk program as described 'in the Scope of l,Jork and 
upon v✓r-itten notification of satisfactory completion as set out in 
Section JjJ D of this Agreement, 

Establisl,,:d complet"ion time, iJ~; i;et forth "in Section IX of this /\qntc­
rn(~nt, sh0"1"1 not be extended because of any unvwi·ranted c1elays solf.:"ly 
attributab·le to Consultant, but may be extc!nded by either party in 
the event of delay attributable to the CHy or because of unavoidal/le 
de.lays caused by an act of God or governmental actions or other coridi-• 
tions beyond the control of Consultant. Any extensions made by 
e i the r pa l't: y 111 u st be author i zed i n \ff i t "in g by the Pl a n n i n g Di rec to r • 

The C-it_v \'lill review documents submitted by the Consultant in the time 
period al"lotted by the work schedule attached as Exhibit 1A'. If tho 
City requfrcs additfonal revie\'.J time~ the contract will be e>:tenduJ 
by the amount of addit'ional time required by the City. 

II I. COMPU~Sf\l ION /\ND GIL LINGS 

Con su 1 ta nt sha 11 be paid for completed \·✓0rk and for services rendered 
under this A~Jr(~ernent as provided hereinafter. Such puyincnts shal1 be 
full compensation for work performed or services re11dc1"ed and for an 
labor, r1ater·ials, supplies, eqtripment and "incidentuls necessary tc 
complete the v✓0rk, not to exceed thirty-t\'✓0 thousand do·11ars ($32)000), 

A. The total cost to the City for the performance of this /\grce:·1·;2nt 
shall not exceed thir'ty-tvm thousand dollars ($32,000). 

The City shall not be obl·igated to reimburse Consultant for 
costs incurred in excess of thirty-two thousar1d dollars ($32,000) 
as stc1tecl in the Scope of i•Jork unless and until tl1e Plannfoq 
Di rector has notified the Consultant in v✓riti ng that i ncrea sc·d 
projc~ct costs have been author·ized by C-ity Counci'I. Any authorized 
incrc~c1scd project costs shall only br. based on ·increased W;d to be 
recrivecl by tl10. City from the ConsuHarrt. The Planning Director~ 
\•:·i th tht:! appnwa. l of the Co1rnni ss ·i oner-· i n-Chc:irge ~ nwy reduce the 
Sco1w of \•Jork and notify Co11sultant of the reduct-ion in \vriting, 
Sucl·, reduction of the Scope of \•!ol'I: slw1·I be for \·tork which hc.lS 
r,cit !wen perforn1cd. 

i~o 11ot ·i c1., ~ co111:nu n ·i ca t'i 011, or n:pl ·c ~-. E~11"t:,rL 'ion ·j n cl ny o U1e1~ f u·,:: 01 
-; tnn, any person otl1r.1· tlwn the P"lal1niwJ Dh·ect.or ~.lv1n affect LIL· 
f'~.t-i,iiiltcci cost of tl1c l\~li'C'Ci:l?rit, In the ubsc:n,::c of the sw~ci-F·icd 



II 1. COMPrnSt,TION AND BILLINGS (Contin11Ptl) 

notice, the City shal ·1 not I.it! obliged to rc1 fo1hurse Consultant for 
a n y co st s "in e ,~ c (~ s s o f Ud rt y - t\1 o t ho u s irn d d < i ·1 ·1 a r s ( $ 3 2 , 0 0 0 ) , u n -
less an increa~;ed project w:;l. is causc•d by dll act or failure to 
act 011 the part of the C-ity D'; determ'irwd b.Y the Plannin~J Dir8ctor. 

~•Jhcn all v✓0rk hr:1s been crnnp·lPt:cd to the sat'isfaction oi: the City 
and a·1·1 reports and other r0qtl'ircd products l1i1vci been delivered 
and r.1ccepted in nccordancc \•rith the Scope of Work by the City, 
Consultant \•till br. prov·icled \•Witten notH"icat"ion vrithin thirty 
(30) cluys of such sat i sfact.ory co111p·1ct"io11 of the v✓0rk. 

!3. Consultant slwll ·invoice the CHy on a monthly bas·is for work 
actL1c1l ly comp·leted and for acttwl costs ·incurred including hourly 
fec~s per the terms of Section~:i III Hand I, of trris A9reement. 

Each ·invoice sha"l"l be :,upportr~cl by a ~Jcneral description of such 
1 a b o " ~ re i m bu l' s cl b ·1 e e;,: pc.: n s e s or o t h c r s u c Ii e v i cl£! r "iC C! of Con s u 'It u n t ' s 
right to payrne!nt as City ma_y direct. Each invo"ice must be approved 
in \Vritin~J by the City's Project Manager pr'ior to paynir-!nt. 

C. The City shall pay Consultant the amount of an approved invokes 
\•Jithin thfrty (30) days after receipt of Senne, up to but not ex­
ceeclin~J thirty-two thousand dollars ($32,000). 

D. Consultant shall notify the City's Project Mcrnc.19er in v1riting v1hen 
all services are completed and c.11·1 terms of tlri~; /\rJreement are 
sat·i sf'iecl by Consultant. 1f the City's Project 1t1nager agrees~ 
the City's Prnject Manager~ subject to approval of the Planning 
Di rector, sha 11 ac kn owl ed9e in \ffi ting thut the services are accept-
ed. If the City's Project Manager disa~irers, she/he shal"I so 
not if y Co 11 s u l ta. n t i n \•Jr i t i n D \•! it h i n f i v e ( 5 ) V/0 r k i n g days and ad -
vise of deficienC'ies. Then:upon, ConsuH.ant sha1·1 take or cause 
a subconsultant~ approved by the Planrdng Di rector, to take cor­
rective mce1sures and upon satisfactory co111p·1etion the C-ity's Pro­
ject l1ana~1er, \·1ith the \•wH:tcn approva·1 of the Plann·ing Director, 
shall then issue its acc.epti~11ce of services. 

E. Upon receipt of the City's acceptance of services, Consultant may 
submit its fined invoice \•1lrich lllc1Y then be clLw and payable, not 
to c>:ceed total rw'ojc~ct budget 1.,crnaining. 

F. Payment for extra \•1ork performed at the v1r'itten request of the 
Plann"ing Director due to changes in the Scope of \fork under this 
A~Jreement shzill be pn.·id as a~_ireed to by the parties hereto in 
\•✓ ritin~J at the time extru. \'/Ork is authori;~ed. 

G. Consultant wi ·11 provide the City v;ith u progress report to t1cconipany 
the 111onth.ly stc1t.c111ent. S,dci report \•ril'I cir.scribe the~ progress ac-
coinpl ·ishrcl ·;11 tho pricir nionth 2rnd vril"l hr or~]onii~r.d by task as 
identif·icd in the Scope er \-,',irk. Tlw r-epcwt vri1·1 c:1·1so shov, the 
Sco1 1c of \·:·,:'[: pcrci..·ntl·:S;e ()f \·.'cirk cornp'lc:tcd for ei1ch rnajor phas(? 
of 'l.hc sLh:y. r111cl foi· the o,0rc1"1'l study. Thi.~ n:p0rt vril'I a·lso 



III. COMPENSATION AND BILLINGS (Continued) 

record the percentage of the budge:~t used and the amount of the 
budget remaining for allocation of work to the female/minority 
business enterprise. 

H. The City v1i 11 compensate the consultant team for services by 
the follo\•ling members of the consultant team c1t the following 
rates or at such new rates as may be determined by Consultant; 
however, the project bud~Jet sha·1 ·1 not be exceeded as a result 
of any rate increases: 

Phase 

Phast\ 

Phase 

Phase 

Phase 

Phase 

John Warner Associates & Ernest R. Munch 

John Harner 
Ernest R. Munch 

Technical Personnel 

OPE by Pos·it·ion: 
Landscape Architects 
Draftsperson 
Secretarial 

Subconsultant: 
Nancy Fox Planning 

$~0/hr. 
$40/hr. 

2.5 x OPE 

$10-15/hr. 
$8.40/hr. 
$8.50/hr. 

1.143 x actual cost billed 
John Warner Associates 

I. The estimated distribution of the budget by task for each consul­
tant team firm is as follows: 

J .H.A .. MUNCH FOX TOTAL 

I : Refine \fork Program $ 992 $ 640 $ 256 $ 1,888 

11: Data Collection & Review 2,912 1,320 768 5,000 

11 I: Set Goals 1,664 800 1,024 3,488 

IV: Proposal Development 2,688 2,800 1,536 7,024 

V: Proposal Review & Final Rerort 3,520 2,800 2,048 8,368 

VI: Pub.lie Reviei.·1 1,120 480 256 1,856 

$12,896 $ 8,840 $ 5,888 $27,624 

Estimated Direct Project Expenses SUBTOTAL $27,624 

Photc1gi'0phy, Travel & Per Die111, 
Printing Dr-o.ft Report Formatting SUBTOTAL $ 4, 37~_ 

TOTAL l}_?_! ooo. 
-

JV, [J,iPi OYMUH 

r· c r the pur1m sc: 2rncl d tiril i ·ion of this {\~Wt~omerrl., Con :)u Hant a 9ree ~~ that 
Ccnst1·1tc:i11t 1 s r)rn_-;l?,-t M(J11;:1qff~ r:i·ncst I~. l·lunch, sha·11 not change vrithout 
\'.'l'ltten consent of the p·1c111nin~1 Dfrector. 

-4-



IV. EMPLOY1·1ENT (continued) 

(;onsultant \'✓arrants that it has not employed or reta'ined any company 
or person other than a bona f·ide employee v1orking solely for Consul­
tant, to solicit or secure this Agreement and that he hns not pnid or 
agrec~cl to pay any company or person, other than a bona fide employee 
v10rkinri solely for Consultr1nt, any fee, commission, percentage, bro­
ker~ge fee, gifts or any other consideration contingent upon or re­
sultin~J frorn the ,nwrd or making of this Agreement. For breach or 
violation of this warranting, City shall have the riuht to annul this 
Agrec:rnent \·rithout liability, or at its discretion to deduct from the 
AgreEJmcnt price or consiclerat'ion or othenvise recover the full amount 
of such fee, conun·ission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift or contingent 
fee. 

Any and al ·1 employees of Crn1~jultant whil~ engaged fo the performance of 
any \•Jork or ~;crvices required by Consultant under this A£Jreement shall 
be cons·idcrr~d employees of Consultant on·ly and not of the C'ity, and any 
and all c ·1 i' ·ims that may arise under the \1Jorker I s Compensation Act on 
behaH of i,,1hl employees \•1h"i'lc so engaged shall be thr:! sole obligation 
and rcspons·ibility of Consultant. 

I V. CHANGES IN \•JO Rf( 

Consultant sha"ll make such rev1s10ns in the work included in this Agree­
ment \'Jhic:h has bec:n completed, as necessury to correct Consultant's 
errors or- omiss'ions appearing therein, v1hen required to do so by the 
City through \•✓ rittc1 n notification from the Planning Director, vrithout 
addit'ioni.ll compensation therefor. 

ConsuHant shall n1uke, at no additional cost to the City, changes, amend•· 
ments, l'evisions or modificatfons in the execution of the Scope of \fork 
as rcqufred by the City and \'!it.hin the scope of this Aqreernent, provided 
that the changes do not increase the cost of perfornwnce to the Consultant. 
If the City finds it conven·ient to chan9e the Scope of \~ork or delete 
tasks from the Scope of \✓ark, the Planning Director shall notify Consultant 
in \•n-Hinsi in a timely manner to allow Consultnnt to adjust his staff com­
mitment to the v;ork being done. Consultant wi 11 notify the Planning Direc­
tor in \'/riting v✓ ithin ten (10) days, if any change in the Scope of \·Jork or 
de 1 et i on of ta s ks by t he Ci t y \vi 11 ca u s e add it i on a l co st to the Ci ty. Any 
payment for additional \·mrk will be in c1ccorda nee v,it h Sections II I A a ncl F. 

VI. AUDIT AND msPECTION or RECORDS 

Consultant shal ·1 permit the authorized representatives of the City to in­
spect and audit ctll clnta and records of Consultant rc·lating to Ii-is per~• 
fornwnce under Uris Agreement until the expfr·at'ion of three (3) years 
after final payrncnt unclet this /\greement. 

Consultunt further agrees to ·include in all .his subcontr·acts hereunder a 
prov·ision to the cffoct that t!w subconsultant agrcc:s that the City, 
or t~ny of their duly authcwi1.0cl representative'.; shal ·1, at any t'irne 
\·rithiti three (3) yc~ars subscq11c~nt to th::; fina·1 payment under- the sub-· 
cor1trcrct ., h:lve ciccc:<s to cu1d tht: ri~1ht to exmnine ttn.Y di rcctly pertinent 



V 1. AUD IT AND INSP[CT I OIi OF RECOIWS (Conti nu eel) 

books, ciocurncints, paper's and \'c:conl~; of such ~,ubconi;1i'l tc1nt involving 
tl"unsactions related to the suhconsultant. 

VII. TERM IN/\ nrnJ 
/\. forminDtion for conven·ic)nu:: Eithc~r p~1rty 111ay trTminate tll'is 

A~Jrccrncnt for any reason on two wc~eks ',•ff·itten not;ice. In the 
event of tcrnri nation, C "ity s ha 11 pay Con ~.u Hant for those services 
rendered to the date of tenni nation as t!v·idenu~d by product docu­
menta Lion as sot forth under Sect-ion J l]. All products ~Jencrated 
by Consul tDnt c1nd accepted by City shc.:l ·1 at that t"ime become the 
proporty of the City. 

Thu Consultitnt 111ust deliver v✓0rk sch~-:ciufod to be co111pleted to 
d,1 te a~: stu. ted in the Scope of vJotk. 

B. I~~-!~_1::~t~-:_t_"Lc~J .. .f or __ 5~:_fp -~_lJ: If Consul L 11 L l'n il s to po. rfo rm in the 
nwnner caned for in th·is Agreements or H Consultant fai'ls to 
co111rly 1·ri th any other rrov·i sions of Ud .1·, /\greem(~nt, the C'ity mc.1y 
te n1ri n ate ·L11 ·i s /\ SJ re em en t b _y clef ,1 u 1t . l Cl r 11ri n a ti on s I w 11 be e f -
fected by serv'in~J a \•✓ritten not"ice of 1..(!rnrination to ConsuHant 
s e tt i n g forth the 111 an n er i n \'J hi c h Cons u Hant i s i 11 clef au lt . Con -
sultant v;ill on·ly bE~ puid this /\grec:J-:n'L price for serv"ices per­
for1112cl in accordance \v"it.h tht.! manner of perfornwncc set forth in 
this /\9recrncnt as stated in Sect-ion 1J I of tlri s /\greernent. 

If tile City terminates. this A~Jrr.c~ment~ the City shall receive all 
documents and 111:iterio.·ls complr.tcd to dc1te from the Consultant in 
a usPful form. The City may proceed with anothei' consultant or 
~,rith City staff to complete the bul;rnce of the project remaining. 

Ir "it ·j s latc'l' dc,tennincd 11.v tlH' Ci t:_y that Const(! tant had an ex­
cus;:,blc~ reuso11 fol' 11ot IH~\'fornri11~1, such as a st1~·ike!, f"ire or 
flood, evc!nl:-, \,1l1il'.ll ;11·e 1101 Ll1l' L~ult of or arc~ beyond the con­
trol of Con~,u I L111t, tl1r. C·i Ly, i~fl1..'l' scttfo9 up c1 llC\v performance 
schedule, 111t1y i11·101•J Cnnstill.irnl tl' continur. 1·1ork or nwy treat the 
tcr1winatio11 0s (' t.c,1·111in,,L.·irm fo1· convenience. 

VIII. DISPUH.S 

Any clisr:-1tf~S under the pl'On srnns or this /\greernent shall be submitted 
to the City's Pl'Ojt'Ct Mc111i1~·1c1·. lf ~~Jtisfactory \'esolut"ion is not ob­
ta'ir1ed~ tl,e d'i:_;putl, s!1illl bl~ '.~t1h11i-itt~'d to tho City Council. /\ny disputes 
thercuftcl' s1ia·11 h,~ st)ttlcd i11 i1c:crn- .. ~2ncc \·rith the ·1 MJS of the State of 
0re~1on. 

IX. SCHEDULE 

/\ tent,:~ ivc: :,d1,,L,lc, ilS l,r.rc,·i1, ·i111!i_-;:tccl ·in E>~h·ihit 1
/\

1 shall hr 
gencr?1.ly fol"1( 11·;",'1J t:11lL1 '.;s 11:ot:if·ir'<I i•1 \·!l'"it'in~1 tJpon c1'.1rec111ent by bJth 
padic·;_., T!ie :c·: l: 11 ·ir1(J d~i°li 1

:, l)y !,,_-:'., 2n·c· aripr·ox·ii1iz1tc c1ncl ~;uh:ir:cL to 
11rinor L.f-:::r1•;~:'.~ tl' 1,'! ii t l'C•1111 i1'1 ;i:\ · ·: s of LIH: Study: 

.. Ci ., 



IX. SCHEDULE (Continued) 

Ini tinte .compl et0_ ·--·~-----· 
Phase I: l{efine ~·lork Program March 12, 1982 March 15, 1982 

Phase II: Dc1ta Col ·1 cct'i on & Revic:.M March 15, 1982 /\pril 5,. 1982 

Phase 1 I I : Set Gonls Apr·i ·1 5, 1982 /\pril 12, 1982 

Phase IV: Proposa ·1 Deve·1 oprnent Apr"il 5, 1982 May 13, 1982 

Pha ~;e V: Proposal I< c~ v ·j e\/1 fx F'ina l R(:port May 10, 1982 June 30, 1982 

Phase! VI: Publ "ic I<(~ V ·j e\·/ June 30, 1982 Dec. 31, :I 982 

X • FU In HER AC f< [ t MEN TS 

Consultcrnt and the CHy further mutually agree as follov1s: 

A. Con!~ultant \' ✓ il'I assign staff members \'✓ hose expertise and special­
tio~. \•Jill fa.cilitate and aid performance of this /\grecment, and 
\'Jho 11,we been approved by the Planning Di rector as acceptab·I e 
a ncl M'e those stated in the proposa 1 ft 

8. Each party shall allmv personnel of the other party \•Jho are as•• 
sig1wd to v✓0rk on this project reasonable ucccss to procedures 
and techni 9ues emp 1 oyed in performance of ttri s Agreement. 

C. Consultunt acknm·1leclges responsibility for 'liability arising out 
of tl1c performance of this Agreement and shal 1 hold the City harrn­
lPss from and ·indemnify the City for' any and a1·1 liability, settle­
ments, loss, costs and expenses in conrwct-ion with any action, suH 
or claim \•Jhich is finally determined to be the result of negligent 
acts, errors or onri s s ions resu 1t i ng from serv "ices rn--ov i ded u nclcr 
this /\greernent. 

D. Consultant sha"ll purchase and maintain such insurance "in the 
amount of $300,0GrJ a.s v1ill pr-otect them r1.nd the City of Portland 
as an additfona·1 beneficiary for any of the above mentioned l·ia-
bi ·1 i hes, whet he~)~. sue h services be prov i cled by the Consu ltnnt or 
by any subconsultant or anyone clil"ec-t"ly or inc.l"irectly employed by 
any of them, orb./ anyone for \•✓hose acts any of thr.m may be liable. 

E, Perfonnance. of this A~Jrr.er1ent shall not be subcontrncted "in whole 
or in part e>:ccpt vJith tlit~ written conso.nt of the C·ity. Consul­
tant shall not 2~;s·i~Jn this A~Jl'er.1nc-.•nt.in \•Jho·1e or in part, or any 
ri0ht, privi·l(-'UC'.~ duty or oblisiett"icm llc-~r-eundcr, \·✓ithout the pricw 
\·,

1r·itr.cn con~.ent o,: th(~ Planrl"in~1 Dirt.>ctor'. l~o prov·is·ion of t.lYis 
sect ion and nu 2.p)ffOVi:11 by thr. CH.y of ,:iriy subcontrc~ct shal"I he 
circ,;·!,:t: h1 t:ny c·.:t~r;t Ot'' 11, di!.\' 1::JntH:l' to 1wovide Tor the inclll'·· 
rcnc.c, of ,:ny oh-i i~iat·irn: by the C'it.y in i.Hld"ition tc Lhis /\~:n-·cc1:1rnt 
pri Ci:. 



X. FURTHER AGl~[EMENTS (Cont'i nwid) 

F. Con~.;ultant shall be fn!rY to cor_vr·ight material developed under 
this /\~1ree111ent. The City reset·vc:Js a royalty~free, non-exclusive 
and i1Tevou1ble ·1 "ic0ns1.1 to reproduce, rubl ·i sli or othenJise use 
and to ,wt!,orize others to use the \'✓0rk for purposes of the C"ity 
of Port"land or other 9overnmenta·1 unit that the City of Port·land 
taxpayers support. 

G. Publ'icat"ion of any reports rrs11lt"ing from th·is Ac,reement by either 
purty shan g·ivc credit to the other party, 1-lo~v~ver!> if the City 
does not \•rish to subscribe to th(~ findings or conclusions of the 
study~ the, follovring statement shall be added: 11 The opinfons, 
f 'ind i n ~J s a n ci con c ·1 ll s i on ') E: 1. p rt) s s e: cl i n t I ri s p u h l i c a t i on a re t h o s e 
of the aut!1ors and not nE:ce~)~_,M··ily those of the CHy of Portland",. 

H. Consultant shall perform this A~Jrcement as an independent con­
sultant and not as an employee of the City. 

I. Dur"in9 the perfo rrnunce of tlri s Agreement, Consultant for itself, 
and its assignees and successors in interest, agree as follows: 

1. Nondiscrimination. During the performance of this Agreement, 
t~nsultant agrees as follows: 

Consultant \·rill not discriminate against any employee or 
applicant for employment because of r-ace, creed, color or 
national orig·in. Consultant vrill take affi1"mative action 
to ensure that c1.pplic~nts are employee!, and that employees 
are treated dLwing ei,q1 loyrnent, vrithout regc1rd to their- race, 
religion~ color, se\ or nat'iondl or·i~rin. Such action shall 
include) but not b(~ li111ited to, the follo1•Jing: employment, 
upg1'E1clin9, dernotic1n, or transfer; reu'uitment advertising; 
layoff or termination; rates of pay or other fonns of com-
p (ms at i on ; c1 n d s e le-c ti on for tr a 'in in ~J , i n chi d i n g a ppr en ti cc -
ship. 

2 • Sol i ci tat i o 11 for Su b c on tracts ~ 1:1 c l u d i n g Procurement of 
Ffaf~ir·-i a ·1 s a n_d. fciCir~ii n-r~.-'Ti1- a 1 ·, s O l i C ·j '.La ti On s ;·eTfFier-b y 
cornp~'t'itive IYidding 01' rwgot·iation made by Consultant for 
\\/Ori~ to be p~6orr;.eC: under J subcontr-uct, including pro­
cun~ments of 111ater·icls or c~uipment~ C'i1Ch potent·ic1l sub­
contractoi' or supplier sha.1·1 be not·ifi0d by Consultant of 
Co11sultc1nt 1 s ob.ligdions under this /\~~n~en1ent and tile Regu-
1 cl"l: io11s n~ l c1 U ve: to n ond i sc r·i mi nation on the grounds of 
race, coloi' or i-,ational ori~1in or hand'ic~p. 

3. li1fo1'111;:1t·ion ,nid ~)· c:c~: ds. Consultant \•Jill provide all fr1~­
fcm.1c1t.iun t1nci rc;·<1:~·~s 1~eq~1fred b_y tlie n?gulations~ or order 
aid ·instructiun:, i~-~-t1c1 d pursuant tl1e1-cto, and \Vill pennit 
0. c er: ,; ~; to i ts bot' ' . ~. . r c cur cl s ~ a cc cu n v~ > c:! n ci o t. h c r so ~ff' c e:, s 
of ·infoi·11;:1t·io:1:, ~'i•,-' its L1ci·1·itics d':; 11;dy br. deterrn·ined by 
the c-; ty. 



X. FURTHER AGHE LMENTS (Cont: i nucd) 

4. \·Jol'f~er's. Corn1wnsation. Consultant a~Jrces to provide the City 
\•rith a cert'if'it:nte estab·l ·ishing tliut he has qualified (a) 
as u direct rcsponsibilHy employer as provided pursuant to 
OHS 656.407 (\,Jorkc~r's Co1npensation), or (b) ns a contri­
buting empfoyor as prov·ided by ORS 656.411. 

J. Consultant \•/ill provide the City \'Jith the followin9 documents 
and camera-ready artwork for addi ti ont11 pd nt·i ngs t to be deli verecl 
to the City by Llune 30, ] 982, at which time the artvJOrk will be­
come the property of the C-i t_y. Date of de ·1 i very may be changed 
on·ly due to cha119C?s in the 1r'/ork schedule under the rrov·isions of 
this /\urccment. 

1. 0 n e ( 1 ) s 1 i d (;~ s h O\• J i1 l u s t I' iJ. t i n ~l c1 n cl s u mrn a r i z i n 9 th f~ co n d it i o n s , 
gcw'ls and objectives v1llich provide the context for the 
~woject. SliclE~shO\•/ n1utcrial s shall be 35 mm uncl shall include 
one complete copy, includ'i!-19 an outline of accompanying text 
for the slide show. 

2. The original final vff'itten report for this study \•Jhich 
includes, but is not limited to: ricncral criteria and design 
9 u i d c 1 i n es for a cc e s s c on tr o l and u r b a n de s i ~J 11 o 'f fut u re d e -
velopment adjacent to the Terwi"lliger Park\•✓Jy; drmvings, 
sketches and maps slwv1i n~J examples of such ~widel ·ines; a 
summary of the costs for proposed publ 'ic improvement projects 
associated \•1ith the long range management plan for the Pc1.rk\.11ay; 
prnject goals and .objectives; tenants of the long range m,rnaqc:?­
rnent plc1n; clcscr·iption of the process conducted for revie\•J and 
public comment on the prnject; and, a dcscri pt ion of other 
documents pre.pared for this project. Fina 1 report is to be 
submitted by June 30) 1982. 

The original of the draft document including all of the ahov0 
named ite111s sha 11 be s u bm i ttcd to the City by May 26, 1982. 

The final document prepared for the CHy shal"I be in accor­
dance \·rith the fo"llm·✓ing 9uidel·ines: 

a) The size of the document shall be limitGcl to 81,/ x J.1 11
• 

h) /.\ 11 a rt work s ha 11 b0. camera ready II line II a rt prepa reel 
for black and \•Jhite:. 

c) A 11 a rt \\'O r'k s hti l ·1 be prepared to foe il i t(1te t\'m-s tc1 p 1 (! 
or perft)Ct bi ncl i 119. 

cl ) Sc re r n t 'iii t s sh a ·1 ·1 have a Ill a>~ i 111t1111 of B 5 l i n cs per ·j n ch . 

o) /i11y noncoi,1011i1ErncT 1·.1itl1 tl1c cd)1Wr1 fcwrn,1t) inchJclinq tl1c) 
(1dc1itioi1 oi- l:ont:i11 11:_,\1'.>·tonc O)'·i,:rini.1·1s~ foldout. Ol" cicldi··· 
Ui.,112/I 'i:1 1

, cohws \-,frich 111i9ht 110 il ri(•C<::!::~;iH'Y a·icl in 

- 9 -



X. FURTHER AGHEEMUHS (Continucicl) 

co111111unication~ shall be ner1otfol.ed separately \·Jith the 
City I s Proj cct Manager ·j n \1tri ting in udvance of pro-­
duc-i 11~1 the a rt \•/Ork. 

f) Information on the cov0r ancl title page of the document(s) 
\·Jil'I ·include the title and the phrase 11 Preparccl for the 
CHy of Portland, Bureau of Plunnfog and Commissioner 
M"ildred Schv,ab by'', fo"llni,,1cd by the name of the Consul­
tnnt und the date on i,,:rri ch the document is projected to 
be released. The titl~ pHge will addition~lly include 
the sea ·1 of the City of Port"! and, Oregon. 

3. 0rirrinul c1rt \•Jork of des·ir:.in dravring~; of the long ra.n90 nmna~JG­
rnent p'lr~n1 s1w·11 !Jc· in such format that they may be cas·i ·1y 
reproduced usinD c:dsting CHy reproduction fac-ilHies. The 
ultimate scale(s) of these dniv✓ in~Js sh,111 be cleterm"ined through 
concurrence with the Project Mana~Jer. 

4. The original art \'IOrk for this document shall be in such 
format that it may be easily reproduced using existing CHy 
reproclucti 011 faci 1 ·i ti es. 

5. One (1) graphic summary of the entire project, v1hich may 
include but is not limited to: large sccJle drawings, sketches 
or examp·les of design concepts, access contro·1 or aspects of 
the long range mana~Jement plan. 

6. In acld'it'ion to the specific ,-mrk products outlined above, Con­
sultant agrees to participate, c1t no udclitionc.11 cost, in the 
follo\'ring number of presentzrt.fons to publ·ic bodies for their 
approval of the project as necessary: 

( 1) Tvm (2) presentations to the City Counc'i'I • 

( 2) hm ( 2) presentations to the Planning Commission. 

(3) One ( 1) presentation to tho Street Tree Advisory Committee. 

It is mutually understood by both parties that these presen­
ta tfons may occur t1.fter- June 30~ 1982. 

The pa.rt"ics of this Aqrcement a~;r·c.:e that ,John \·Jarner Associates in association 
\•Jit:h Ernest I{. Munch arc provicJ'irio prnfessiont1l services to the CH_y of 
Po r t'I a n cl u s c1 n ·i: n cl e pl~ n d c: n t c on tr· il c tor a n ci ·j s not a n e rn p l o ye e of t he C i t y , 
and ·is th~~i'efor0 not Qlltitled to the ben:,fits provided by the City to its 
l~inp'loyeos: i1,cludiw~, but not lii:rited to!, grnup hea.Hh in~;ui'Dnce, pcn~~fon 
p L-rns, or 1.; ~~c: of C-i ty--ownc;cl veh fr 1 r: s.. The Consu '!ta nt r:1 ,,_v pract i cc tri s pro­
fc'., ~_; ·j on fur 0U1c1~s dtir i 11~·1 thosC' pc,'iods ;-:111:'ll not pc~rfoi·:--.i 119 \•,1or-k under· this 
!\ ~J r c e :n t ~ n t . 

.. 10 -



DATED TIIIS DAY or __ , ____ _ -----·--' 1982, 

FOR CITY OF PORTLAND: 

BY: 
rcomrnfss i oner-i n-(Jiu rge) 

BY: 
·[Auel i'torl 

FOR CONSULT/\NT: 

BY: ----------------John Warner Associates 

BY: -r---------,----------( Ernest R. Munch) 

/\ppl'Ovec! as to form: 

(City Attorney) 



PROPOSAL FOR TERWILLIGER PARKWAY CORRIDOR STUDY 

SCOPE OF ~/ORK 

The following is the final work program for the Terwilliger Parkway 

Corridor Study. The attached flow diagram, Figure 'A', illustrates the 

study procedure and schedule. 

PHASE 1: REFINE THE WORK PROGRAM. 

TASKS: 

1. Review and discuss with City project staff: 

A. The purpose and scope of the project 

B. Schedule 

C. Public and staff participation 

D. Base information 

E. Review and management procedures 

2. Incorporate any changes resulting from Task 1, into work program 

and schedule. 

PRODUCT: Memorandum #1: Final Work Program and Schedule. 

DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY: 

This will be an introductory meeting of the consultant team members 

with the members of the Planning Btweau staff and the Park Bureau 

staff who will be involved \•Jith the study. This meeting will allow 

everyone to meet, clarify any questions of procedure, obtain copies of 

the information to be provided by the City and lay out the ground 

rules for the conduct of the study as well as establish the lines 

of communication and coordination. Because of the brief time frame, 

it \·Jill be necessary to establish the fon11at for agendas, participants, 

schedules and notification procedures for the public workshops at this 

time. This meet-ing will also be used to discuss the management and 



staff review processes. 

PHASE II: DATA COLLECTION AND REVIEW. 

TASKS: 

1. Review data and reports supplied by City. 

2. Prepare summary of significant data and information. 

3. Inventory and document the natural landscape and built 

environment within the corridor, including: 

A. Species of vegetation and their physical occurrence: 

numbers, spacing, massings, age, condition of health, and 

climax status. 

B. The topography and terrain characteristics: stability, 

soil typesj adaptability to development, i.e., cutting, 

filling, erosion, structuring, compacting, adaption to 

rehabilitation, slope gradients, etc. 

C. Scenic qualities of the parkway: significant views, view­

points, corridor viewshed, potential views, scenic 

potentials which are under-utilized, typical edge conditions 

and spatial scale. 

D. The physical constructed elements of the parkway: roadway 

improvements, pedestrian and bikeway trails, lighting 

system, signing, parking facilities, pedestrian and bikeway 

amenities, toilet facilities, picnic facilities, rest 

areas, etc. 

E. Property and land use of all adjacent ownerships: boundaries, 

level and impact of development, current access, vacant 

parcels, development potential. 

F. Use of the Boulevard by zone and by time of day. 



• l 

G. Occurrences of c~ime and vandalism. 

4. Interview representatives of key City agencies and important 

groups in order to obtain information on private sector plans 

and perceived problems and opportunities. 

5. Review inventories, data summary and interview results in a 

meeting with Planning Bur·eau and Park Bureau staff. Identify 

conflicts, opportunities, desired improvements, and possible 

corridor goals and objectives. 

6. Analyze potential impact of development on scenic and recrea­

tional qualities of the corridor. 

7. Prepare a draft report summarizing Tasks 1 through 6, incor­

porating the "Summary of Significant Data and Information 11
, 

prepared in Task 2 of this phase. 

8. Hold a public workshop hosted by the Bureau of Planning to 

discuss the following: (March 30) 

A. Intent of the study 

8. History of the Boulevard 

C. Inventory, data summary and interview results 

D. Issues, opportunities and conflicts 

E. Goals and objectives for the corridor 

PRODUCT: Memorandum #2: Terwilliger Boulevard Inventory: Scenic 

and Cultural Resources~ Issues and Opportunities~ Goals and Objectives. 

(Ma re h 2 9) 

DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY: 

Tasks 1 and 2: Prior to beginning the active data collection and 

field surveys, the consultant team \vill familiarize themselves with 

the details of the previous planning work, traffic information, the 



existing documents, and policies available on the study areas. 

As part of this process, the consultant team will prepare a digest 

of all information provided by the City and organize the information 

into planning work, traffic information, policies, opcrati~ns, 

legalities, history, etc., and point up disparaties or data gaps. 

The status of this information will be reviewed for accuracy and clarity 

with the Planning Bureau staff prior to the public participation 

process to provide a reliable information base to the interested and 

user groups. This orientation vlill bring each consultant team member 

on-line with the Planning Bureau staff and will prevent backtracking 

for information or duplicating work already accomplished. 

The consultant team will then conduct a physical inventory of the 

study area. Each grouping of information gathered in Task 3 wil 1 

be documented by mapping, drawings, narrative and photography. This 

documentation will be in a form usable for both large meetings and 

reports. The inventory will allow the study team to highlight sensi­

tive areas and organize the physical data into prototype situations 

or patterns. Some data and information reviewed in Tasks 1 and 2 

will also be documented in this format. This data will then be 

analyzed to determine those areas or situations which are more or 

less suited for development, and those which require preservation 

or more careful management. The scenic inventory will also include 

an explanation of how adjacent development could impact visual 

qualities of the corridor. 

In Task 4, we will conduct a limited number of interviews with people 

representing key pub"lic agencies und private interest groups or 



development parcels. This will afford these people (especially 

the landholders) the opportunity to give detailed or "off-the-record" 

information which may prove vital to the formulation of ~orridor 

policy. Specific questions regarding goals and objectives ~ill be 

explored during these interviews. 

Upon completion of the data collection, there will be n "review of 

findings" meeting (Task 5) with the City's project staff in order to 

present the preceding work; discuss possible goals and objectives 

for the corridor; and, to make final preparations for the first 

public workshop. This meeting will include the necessary Park Bureau 

representation to evaluate the nature and accuracy of the inventory 

findings as it affects the Bureau's policies, objectives, operations, 

management and development plans. 

In Task 6, the consultant team will analyze impacts of future 

development on the parkway by examining potential interruptions 

of vegetation patterns and view corridors; disruption of the corridor 

by new access ways, etc., as may be discussed during the public 

workshop. The analysis of potential transportation impacts will be 

undertaken in Phase IV for reasons noted in the description of that 

phase. 

Task 7 will include writing the first review draft of the "Terwilliger 

Boulevard Inventory". This will allo\'J it to be published for the 

first public workshop and for staff review during Phase III. The 

report \vill be the inventory of all the physical information of the 

corridor as well as identification of problems, opportunities and 

conflicts within the park1'-lay corridor and the study area. Each 



problem, opportunity or conflict will be graphically described 

and will be explained by a \~ritten narrative. The presentation 

material will be maps or sketches of sufficient scale for the 

workshop forums and will be reproducible in a smaller format for 
~ 

printing. 

Task 8 includes the first public workshop sponsored by the Planning 

and Park Bureaus. This workshop will introduce the study to the 

general public, review the inventory and discuss overall goals and 

objectives for the parkway. In addition, questionnaires may be 

distributed to gain detailed information from all in attendance. 

PHASE III: ESTABLISH GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

TASKS: 

1. Revise corridor inventories to assure accuracy. 

2. Refine goals and guidelines for the corridor. 

3. lfrite final draft of the "Terwilliger Boulevard Inventory". 

PRODUCT: Memorandum #3: Final Draft of "Terwilliger Boulevard 

Inventory". (Draft, April 5; Final, June 7) 

DESCRIPTION OF METHODOLOGY: 

In Task 1, the consultant \-Jill review the first draft of the "Terwilliger 

Boulevard Inventory" with the City staff and agencies responsible for 

managing the right-of-way and controlling adjacent development. These 

agencies are listed in Section 3 of this proposal. 

Any inaccuracies in the inventory will be corrected and the goals 

and objectives suggested in Phase II will be refined. Finally, the 

goals and objectives will be established and published with the 

inventory as a document, 



PHAS!Jl: PROPOSAL DEVELOPMENT 

TASKS: 

1. Develop three to five alternative scenarios.for pu~lic 

control of adjacent development, including access. 

2. Develop alternative management plans for landscaping and 

public facilities within the right-of-way~ 

3. Conduct weekend public workshop limited to citizen representa­

tives in order to develop and discuss alternative scenarios 

and management plans. (April l 0) 

4. Analyze and evaluate alternative scenarios and management plans 

based on the goals and objectives developed in Phases II and 

III and assess potential transportation impacts. 

5. Make preliminary recommendations. 

6. Conduct a staff and agency review of the alternative scenarios 

and management plans. 

7. Publish a draft summarizing the results of Tasks 1, 2, 3 and 

4. 

8. Conduct a public workshop to review Memorandum #3 and the 

alternative scenarios and management plans. (May 4) 

9. Write final draft of Memorandum #4. 

PRODUCT: Memorandum #4: Alternative Scenarios and Management Plans; 

Evaluation and Preliminary Recommendations. (Draft, May 3; Final, 

May 7) 

DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY: 

In Task l, the consultants will outline three to five scenarios which 

will illustrate varying public sector actions required to achieve the 

established goals and objectives. These scenarios win begin with a 



base "do-nothing" alternative projecting the level of development 

with existing regulations and policies. The additional scenarios 

will identify and test increasing regulation of the parkway, such 

as access, design and zone considerations, against the eff ~_ct on, 

or the accommodations of private development. Criteria and design 

guidelines developed for each scenario will be graphically illustrated 

to show how they could be applied to a variety of typical situations. 

Each scenario will include, but not be limited to, the following: 

A. A concept statement, relating the scenarios to a 

continuous design treatment along the Boulevard or 

parkway, and the goals and objectives. 

B. Vehicle and pedestrian access restrictions and criteria. 

C. Setback requirements. 

D. Building restrictions or criteria as per slope, soil 

characteristics and identified view corridors. 

E. Building height restrictions. 

F. Criteria for building massing, materials, color, lighting, 

etc. 

G. Criteria and suggested patterns for access road location 

and the removal of existing vegetation. 

H. Criteria for grading and drainage. 

I. Screening requirements. 

J. Landscape materials and patterns. 

K. Comparative cost estimates for both public and private 

sector. 

L. Any proposed adjustments to the Design Zone boundary. 

M. Restrictions on overhead utilities. 



Task 2 will propose alternative park management plans for the 

Boulevard right-of-way. Each alternative will illustrate a different 

design treatment for the Boulevard. The concepts will b~ linked to 

the alternative scenarios developed in Task 1, and will be described 
" 

through a series of maps, drawings, policies and criteria. The 

management plans will include, but not be limited to, the following 

elements: 

A. A concept statement explaining the continuous design 

treatment proposed, and the relationship to the go~ls 

and objectives. 

B . The c ho r eo gr a p hy of a c ti vi ti es and u s es w i th i n the 

corridor. 

C. Criteria for the placement and design of physical improve­

ments including the roadway, trails, greenswards, rest 

areas, lighting, signing, furniture, exercise areas, etc. 

D. A landscape management program to enhance the scenic 

qualities of the corridor, including reforestation, pre­

servation or creation of view points or corridors, conserva­

tion areas, etc. 

E. A park maintenance program. 

F. Policies concerning the management of traffic and vehicle · 

access. 

G. Public investment levels and comparative cost estimates. 

H. Projection of recreational usage. 

I. Policies concerning security. 

J. Reference to supporting data included in the inventory. 

K. Policies concetning historic conservation. 



•11~2r)r .... 6 
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L. Possible acquistion parcels. 

For Task 4, a second workshop will be held on Saturday, April 10. 

This workshop will be organized and hosted by the Planning and Park 

Bureaus, and will be limited to a small group of represent\tives 

from the community and special interest groups. The format will 

allow for greater citizen involvement in the project process. An 

agenda follows: 

Information presented: 

1. Review study intent and progress. 

2. Review goals and objectives. 

3. Present possible scenarios for controls including 

design guidelines and access. 

4. Present draft park management plans. 

Information gained: 

1. Comments on the inventory and goals and objectives. 

2. Comments on alternative scenarios and management plans. 

3. Comments on preliminary recommendations. 

Action: 

1. Revise proposed scenarios and management plan as applicable. 

2. Reach concensus on recommended policies and plans. 

In Task 4, the alternative scenarios and park management plans will 

be analyzed and evaluated against the goals and objectives established 

for the Boulevard. 

At approximately the same time this Task is underway, the Oregon 

Department of Transportation will make available an origin and destina-



tion study of lower Terwilliger Boulevard. In their opinion, this .l:~i2f}SG 

information will be valuable in analyzing the amount of through 

traffic within the study area, and in evaluating the eff~cts of 

any proposed traffic management plan. The transportation analysis 
... 

will forecast potential increases in through traffic based on the ODOT 

study and increases due to adjacent development. The impact on 

Terwilliger and/or existing neighborhoods will be assessed, and 

policies concerning the service of trip demand will be drafted relative 

to the goals and objectives. 

Following the evaluation, the consultant will offer a preliminary 

recommendation on scenarios and management plans. All of these 

products will then be reviewed in draft form with the City staff 

and at a general public workshop (May 4), hosted by the Planning 

Bureau. The consultant team will assist with clarifying the details 

of how the alternative scenarios and management plans fit into the 

planning, administrative and management functions of the City. An 

explanation will also be made of the design guidelines, the Design 

Zone boundary, implementation and development procedures, along with 

prototypical examples of how they are applied. The evaluation of 

the alternatives and the preliminary recommendations will also be 

discussed. This third workshop will elicit detailed criticism of 

each scenario. Following this review, the draft will be revised 

and issued as Memorandum #4. 

PHASE V: PROPOSAL REVIEW AND FINAL RECOMMENDATION 

TASKS: 

1. Review results of workshop #3 with the Bureau of Planning 



and the Bureau of Parks project staff. 

2. Draft final report. (May 19) 

3. Submit draft of final report to Bureau of Pl~nning,_ Parks and 

Recreation, and Traffic Engineering for review. 

4. Pre pa re f i na 1 report. (June 21 ) 

DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY: 

In a final meeting with the City project staff, the results of public 

workshop #3 will be discussed. This meeting will also be used to 

achieve concensus on a recommended scenario, access plan and park 

management plan. Changes to the recommended guidelines and plans 

will also be agreed upon at this time. 

The final report will then be prepared in draft form. The report 

will summarize the planning process and present the goals and guide­

lines, access plan and park management plan as they are recommended 

for adoption by City Council. Technical Memoranda Rl, #3, and #4 will 

be updated and will be included as appendices to document the inventory 

of characteristics, issues and goals; alternative scenarios and plans; 

analysis; and the evaluation process. 

During Task 3 the draft final report will be reviewed by the Bureaus 

of Planning, Parks and Recreation and Traffic Engineering. After 

this review, comments from the three bureaus will be incorporated 

into the final report. 

PHASE VI: PUBLIC REVIEW 

TASKS: 

1. Present final report to the Planning Commission, the Street 

Tree Advisory Committee, and the City Council. 



2. Revise the final report to reflect changes made 

Planning Commission. 

DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY: . 
The consultant team will be prepared to make formal presentations 

' 

and answer detailed questions at two public hearings. In addition, 

the consultant team will be prepared to appear at three public hearings 

before the City Council to make a formal presentation and answar 

questions. The consultants will also attend a meeting with the 

Street Tree Advisory Committee. The material for presentation at 

the formal hearings will be in slide form. In addition, all ·graphics 

will be available in larger scale presentation boards, suitable for 

a group review. 
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,, 
ORDINANCE No. 15295H ,, 

An Ordinance authorizing an agreement between the City of Portland and John E, 
Warner Associates, in association with Ernest R. Munch to provide planning ser­
vices for the Terwilliger Parkway Corridor Study, tn an amount not to exceed 
$32,000, authorizing expenditures and declaring an emergency. 

The City of Portland ordains: 

Section 1. The Council finds: 

1. The Council, authorized the inclusion of a special budget package in the 
Bureau of Planning 1981-82 fiscal year budget to complete a study to pro­
vide a long range management plan, design guidelines and access control 
guidelines for the Terwilliger Parkway Corridor. 

2. The Council directed the Bureau of Planning to complete such a study in 
order to provide more detailed City policy to guide future development ad­
jacent to the Terwilliger Parkway and management of the Parkway as a recrea­
tional and scenic resource. 

3. The Bureau of Planning has requested proposals for such consulting services; 
such proposals have been received and evaluated in accordance with City re­
quirements. 

4. John Warner Associates, Ernest R. Munch and their sub-consultants as described 
in Exhibit A present themselves as qualified to undertake this project and 
should be retained to perform such services as outlined in the Scope of Work 
in Exhibit A. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs: 

a. The Mayor with the City Auditor are hereby authorized to enter an agreement 
with John Warner Associates and Ernest R, Munch in an amount not to exceed 
$32,000 and to draw and deliver warrants pursuant thereto; 

b. The Agreement for Services shall be attached hereto as Exhibit A and shall 
provide for the completion and delivery to the City of a Terwilliger Parkway 
Corridor Report, drawings and other documents as specified in Exhibit A. 

Section 2. The Council declares that an emergency exists in order that there may be 
no undue program interruption or administrative delay in proceeding with the pro­
ject; therefore this Ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its pas­
sage by Council. 

Passed by the Council, MAR 1 01982 

Introduced by Commissioner-Schwab 
February 23, 1982 
Laurel Wentworth: sa 

Page No. 1 

Attest: 

/~~/:fi~ 
~~Ahe City Portland 



HIE COMMISSIONERS VOTED 
AS FOLLOWS: 

Yeas Nays 

JORDAN I 
LINDBERG - -

SCHWAB I 
STRACHAN J 
IVANCIE I 

FOUR-FIFTHS CALENDAR 

JORDAN 

UNDBERG 
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