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WORK SESSION 

the Milwaukie City Council was held 
the following councilo'I's present: 

on 

Mel Paulson 
Wallace Bischoff 

Roger Hall 
Don Graf 

Mayor Joy Burgess 
Also present: 

Topaz Faulkner, Community 
Services Director 

Laurie Perkin, Secr.etary 

Hugh Brown, City Manager 
Greg Eades, City Attorney 
Steve Hall, P.W. Director 
Dick Bailey, Fire Chief 

City Manager said there had been a change in the meeting 
schedule to hear Cable T.V. proposals. It was decided to 
hold two meetings on June 21 and 22 at 6:30p.m. at the 
Milwaukie Center. 

Bert Casey, Editor of The New Review, addressed the ·Council 
regarding new postal procedures established by the U.S. Postal 
Service. He recounted the difficulties that these procedures 
would cause for his paper as well as the citizens of Milwaukie, 
primarily the order that all bulk mail would have to go 
directly to the Portland Post Office for distribution. Mr. 
Casey asked for Council support in requesting that the Milwaukie 
Post Office be upgraded and that the city be informed of plans 
for a new postal facility. It was the concurrence of Council 
that a letter be sent to Mr. Ben Lusher, Postmaster, with 
a copy to Congressional leaders asking that the Milwaukie 
Post Office system be reviewed. Graf suggested passing a 
resolution to this effect. It was agreed by the Council that 

. a resolution be drafted for consideration at the June 10 
Council meeting. 

Sumner Sharpe and Bev Bookin, Planning Consultants from 
Cogan and Associates, addressed the Council regarding the 
results of the annexation study covering the unincorporated 
area between the city's .eastern boundary and SE 82nd Avenue. 
Included in the report were discussion of technical, fiscal, 
legal and political issues regarding annexation in general and 
the study area specifically; preliminary analyses of the 
opportunities and constraints to annexation of each of three 
subareas; presentation of conclusions and recommended activities 
for the remainder of the study. There was extended discussion 
on the advantages and disadvantages of annexation for both 
the city ancl the' area under consideration. The. following 
conclusions were reached by the consultants: 

It does not appear that annexation of the area under study 
would provide substantial benefits to either the city or the 
property ownersi;f undertaken immed:i:,ately. 

A number of other actions are potentially more advantagious 
and should be explored. 
The following recommendations were submitted: 

Develop and implement a strategy regarding incorpoEation/ 
service district formation. 
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explore alternative means to revitalize the city and its 
economic base. 

Continue studying the feasibility/desireability of 
annexation. 

Initiate contacts with other jurisdictions regarding issues 
of common concern. 
The following topics were discussed: 

Discrepancy between the results of this report and 
previous reports which had been done, particularly the 

aonso.lidat:ion. study. 
Problems in providing fire service, water service and 

how the property tax would be affected. 
There was discussion on the types of people who were interviewed 
and the general attitude towards annexation. Sharpe said that 
the reaction from the county was not negative although some 
of the people he talked to had expressed reservations regarding 
annexation. 

The meeting recessed at 8:40 and reconvened at 8:50 

There was discussion on the feasibility of the continuation 
of the study and the cost and amount of city staff time 
involved. City Manager said that at the next meeting, staff 
could have a recommendation for Council outlining costs, etc. 
Graf suggested getting the material together and making a 
decision after the election. Sharpe said that he could have 
a draft of a contract ready by the June 15 meeting. It was 
agreed to discuss this further at.the next meeting. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:15 




