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Board of Directors Regular Meeting 

September 15, 2008 
6:00 p.m. Executive Session; 7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting 

HMT Recreation Complex, Peg Ogilbee Dryland Meeting Room 
15707 SW Walker Road, Beaverton 

 
 

AGENDA 
 

 

6:00 PM 
 
 

7:00 PM 
7:05 PM 
7:10 PM 

 
 
 

7:30 PM 
7:35 PM 
7:40 PM 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7:45 PM 
 
 

8:00 PM 
 
 

1. Executive Session*  
A. Legal 
B. Land  

2. Call Regular Meeting to Order  
3. Action Resulting from Executive Session  
4. Presentations 

A. Government Finance Officers Association Certificate of Achievement for 
Excellence in Financial Reporting Award 

B. Oregon State Federation of Garden Clubs 
5. Audience Time** 
6. Board Time 
7. Consent Agenda*** 

A. Approve:  August 4, 2008 Regular Meeting 
B. Approve:  Monthly Bills  
C. Approve:  Monthly Financial Statement 
D. Appoint:  Jenkins Estate Advisory Committee Member 
E. Approve:  Cooperative Agreement for Partners for a Sustainable Washington 

County Community 
F. Approve:  Resolution Authorizing Transfer of Metro Local Share Funds 

8. Unfinished Business  
A. Appoint:  Audit Committee 
B. Information:  General Manager’s Report 

9. Adjourn 

 
*Executive Session: Executive Sessions are permitted under the authority of ORS 192.660.  Copies of the statute are available at the offices of Tualatin Hills 
Park and Recreation District. ** Audience Time: If you wish to be heard on an item not on the agenda you may be heard under Audience Time with a 3-
minute time limit.  If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please wait until it is before the Board. Note: Agenda items may not be considered in the order 
listed.  ***Consent Agenda: Consent Agenda items will be approved without discussion unless there is a request to discuss a particular consent agenda item. 
The issue separately discussed will be voted on separately.  In compliance with the American with Disabilities Act (ADA), this material, in an alternate format, 
or special accommodations for the meeting, will be made available by calling 503-645-6433 at least two business days prior to the meeting. 
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MEMO 

 
 
 
DATE: September 8, 2008 
TO:  The Board of Directors 
FROM: Doug Menke, General Manager 
 
RE:  Information Regarding the September 15, 2008 Board of Directors Meeting 
 
Agenda Item #4 – Presentations  
A. Government Finance Officers Association Certificate of Achievement for Excellence 

in Financial Reporting Award 
Attached please find a memo from Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, reporting 
that Marc Gonzales, Oregon Municipal Finance Officers Association Director and Past 
President, will be in attendance at your meeting to present the Certificate of Achievement for 
Excellence in Financial Reporting from the Government Finance Officers Association for the FY 
2006/07 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report.  The Certificate of Achievement is presented 
to those government units whose annual financial reports are judged to adhere to program 
standards and represents the award in government financial reporting.  This is the third year in a 
row that the Park District has received this recognition. 
 
B. Oregon State Federation of Garden Clubs 
Attached please find a memo from Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreational Service, 
reporting that Marcia Whitelock, President of the Oregon State Federation of Garden Clubs, will 
be in attendance at your meeting to present the Oregon State Federation of Garden Clubs Garden 
of Distinction Award in honor of the Jenkins Estate.  This award is not given annually and is 
awarded only when a garden has consistently met the qualifications required to become a 
“garden of distinction”. 
 
Agenda Item #7 – Consent Agenda 
Attached please find Consent Agenda items #7A-F for your review and approval. 

 
Action Requested: Approve Consent Agenda Items #7A-F as submitted: 

A. Approve:  Minutes of August 4, 2008 Regular Meeting 
B. Approve:  Monthly Bills 
C. Approve:  Monthly Financial Statement 
D. Appoint:  Jenkins Estate Advisory Committee Member 
E. Approve:  Cooperative Agreement for Partners for a 

Sustainable Washington County Community 
F. Approve:  Resolution Authorizing Transfer of Metro Local 

Share Funds 
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Agenda Item #8 – Unfinished Business 
A. Audit Committee 
Attached please find a memo from Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities, requesting 
Board of Directors approval of two Committee member appointments to the newly formed Audit 
Committee.  The Audit Committee was authorized by resolution at the April 7, 2008 Board of 
Directors meeting, and requires the appointment of three members.  The Committee is drawn 
from the Board of Directors (1), the District Budget Committee (1), and the general public (1) for 
an appointment lasting two years, with staggered terms.  Keith will be at your meeting to answer 
any questions the Board may have.    
 

Action Requested: Board of Directors approval to appoint Elisabeth Zeller, 
District Budget Committee member (two year term), and 
Kathleen Leader, general public representative (one year 
term), to serve on the District Audit Committee. 

 
B. General Manager’s Report 
Attached please find the General Manager’s Report for the September 15, 2008 Regular Board 
Meeting. 
 
 
Other Packet Enclosures 

• Management Report to the Board 
• Monthly Capital Report 

 

 
• System Development Charge Report 
• Newspaper Articles 
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Bob Scott referenced the Management Report within the Board of Directors information packet 
and asked whether the new promotional tools used this year for Party in the Park resulted in 
increased attendance of the event.  
9 Bob Wayt, Director of Communications & Development, described the promotional tools 

used, which included television and radio advertisements, and noted that the overall 
attendance, although difficult to pinpoint, was at least the same as, or slightly higher, than 
last year.  

 
Bob Scott referenced the Management Report again and asked whether the grant received for 
creating a trails map will cover the cost of producing the map.  
9 Doug Menke, General Manager, replied that the grant was distributed by the Washington 

County Visitors Association as a result of the increase in the lodging tax, noting that 
additional information will be provided to the Board on the overall cost of the map.  

 
Bill Kanable commented that it is nice to see the Fanno Creek re-meandering project progress 
with minimal disruptions to Greenway Park users.  
 
John Griffiths asked whether the Park District will be represented at the upcoming National 
Recreation & Park Association annual conference.  
9 Doug confirmed this. 

John stated that he would like to attend as well.  
 
Agenda Item #6 – Consent Agenda 
Bill Kanable moved the Board of Directors approve Consent Agenda items (A) Minutes of 
June 23, 2008 Regular Meeting, (B) Monthly Bills, (C) Monthly Financial Statement, (D) 
Cedar Hills Recreation Center Advisory Committee Member, and (E) Resolution 
Authorizing the Use of an Energy Savings Performance Contract.  Joe Blowers seconded 
the motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows: 
John Griffiths Yes 
Bob Scott Yes  
Joe Blowers Yes   
Bill Kanable Yes 
Larry Pelatt Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 
 
Agenda Item #7 – Unfinished Business 
A. Future Funding Measure 
Doug Menke, General Manager, noted that based on the action by the Board of Directors at the 
June 23, 2008 Regular Board meeting finalizing the bond measure package and directing staff to 
work with Park District legal counsel and The Trust for Public Land to finalize the legal 
requirements necessary to file for the election, a resolution is before the Board for consideration 
that would take the final steps in placing the bond measure on the November 4, 2008 ballot.  The 
resolution contains all of the legal requirements as outlined by the Washington County Elections 
Office, including the measure’s caption, question, summary and explanatory statement.  All of 
these items were reviewed by Park District legal counsel, bond counsel, and The Trust for Public 
Land.  Doug noted that the action requested of the Board this evening is approval of the 
resolution calling for an election in the Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District on November 
4, 2008 to submit a General Obligation Bonded Indebtedness Measure to District voters. 
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President, Larry Pelatt, opened the floor for public testimony.  
 
Barbara Wilson, 12820 SW 20th Court, Beaverton, is before the Board of Directors this evening 
as a resident of the Park District for the past 47 years and a dedicated conservationist.  She stated 
that she has experience with past Park District bond measures and is of the opinion that the Park 
District’s opportunities for conservation have not been adequately exercised.  She stated that a 
few weeks ago she met with Park District staff to determine whether the Park District complied 
with the promises of the 1994 bond measure and that Doug Menke, General Manager, confirmed 
that it had not.  She believes that when a bond package is presented to the public to vote on, that 
the package presented serves as a contract should the measure pass, which did not happen with 
the 1994 bond measure, especially within the area of natural resources.  She asked what 
guarantee is being offered that the $12 million proposed for natural areas within the upcoming 
bond measure package would be the actual amount spent.  She described that while the 1994 
bond measure funds were being expended, she came before the Board of Directors and Budget 
Committee for confirmation that project cost overruns would not effect the funds set aside for 
land acquisition and she received that assurance.  She asked what the Board’s commitment is to 
accomplishing what is being promised through the 2004 bond measure.  
9 John Griffiths commented that the current bond measure does not contain facilities that 

would result in large cost overruns such as the 1994 bond measure did.  No current Board 
members were serving on the Board during the time of the 1994 bond measure, so they 
are not familiar with how the cost overruns were handled.  In addition, the current bond 
measure would have a Citizen Oversight Committee, unlike the 1994 measure.  John 
asked Barbara to serve on the Committee, noting that she would be able to see exactly 
how the funds are being allocated and could provide reports back to the Board relative to 
whether the promises of the bond measure are being fulfilled.  

9 Larry replied that regarding the Board’s level of commitment, the Board has attempted to 
put together a bond package that makes sense, is good for the Park District, and can be 
supported.  Although the Board cannot be 100% sure that each item will cost exactly the 
amount listed, the Board is committed that all of the projects with dedicated funds within 
the bond measure will happen. 

9 Bill Kanable stated that his background is in sports and that he originally had no interest 
in parks, trails, or natural areas, but has learned that he needs to take a different, more 
balanced, perspective.  He noted that the current bond package provides a balance of 
projects in order to be widely appealing.  He commented that people like Barbara are 
needed to serve on the Citizen Oversight Committee because all projects come with some 
uncertainty as to how much they will cost in the end.  

Barbara replied that she would be happy to serve on the Committee; however, she is concerned 
that such a committee could turn into a situation of “the fox guarding the hen house”.   
9 Larry stated that he would expect her to report such concerns to the Board if that were 

occurring.  
9 Bill replied that the Board desires the oversight that a committee could bring, but that it 

can only come through valid participation on the Committee.   
9 John noted that he expects the Committee to consist of members who have interests in 

specific parts of the bond measure, such as trails, community centers, seniors, athletic 
facilities, natural areas, etc.  He noted that each of those members will want to see their 
areas of interest fulfilled and that this should help eliminate the fear of the Committee 
becoming “the fox guarding the hen house”.   
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9 Larry expressed that the Park District wants a full citizen audit of the bond measure in 
order to provide accountability, as well as promote the trust for a future bond measure.  

 
Joe Blowers asked whether the Committee members’ terms would run with the life of the bond.  
9 Doug Menke, General Manager, replied that in general, the life of the bond would be a 

minimum of three to five years, especially when dealing with land acquisition.  He 
believes it would be possible to develop a successful format for the Committee by 
borrowing material from Metro, who has had similar committees for past bond measures.   

 
Bill expressed the need for the Board and public to understand upfront that compromises to the 
original bond package would be addressed in a way that everyone would understand why such a 
change needs to be made and that it would be good for the overall community.  
9 Larry stated that changes would be made publicly with participation via the Committee.  

 
Doug Menke, General Manager, referenced Barbara’s comments regarding her meeting with Hal 
Bergsma, Director of Planning, and himself specific to the 1994 bond measure.  He stated that 
there were no funding categories within the 1994 bond measure that were underfunded.  There 
were significant challenges in land acquisition, due in part to the base cost per acre being off-
market significantly, which challenged the overall number of acres acquired in the end. 
However, no project area was underfunded.  
9 Larry confirmed that the appropriate amount of funds were allocated, but the Park 

District was unable to purchase as many acres as originally anticipated.  
9 Bill commented that these are the types of challenges the Park District may face again 

with the upcoming bond measure.  
John asked whether there were cost overruns for the Athletic Center project. 
9 Doug replied that there were cost overruns on a number of projects and that General 

Funds were used to mitigate the overruns, along with leveraging Metro funds and a 
variety of other activities.  There were several projects that did not receive amenities that 
were originally planned.  

 
Wendy Kroger, 12030 SW Settler Way, Beaverton, is before the Board of Directors this evening 
in support of the bond measure.  She currently serves as Chair of the Trails Advisory Committee 
and also served on the Bond Measure Task Force and she is excited that the bond measure is 
moving forward.  As a member of the Task Force, she is excited about the overall balance and 
variety of projects proposed for the bond measure, although she is particularly excited about the 
projects for trails, natural areas and parks, as these projects would address so many users’ needs.  
She is looking forward to a win for the community in November.  
 
Spence Benfield, 11819 SW Lanewood, Portland, is before the Board of Directors this evening 
in support of the bond measure.  He served as Chair of the Bond Measure Task Force and noted 
that the Task Force took into account a lot of information, including public testimony and survey 
results.  He believes the bond package forwarded to the Board for consideration is representative 
of what the Task Force believes the public is interested in.  He referenced the previous testimony 
regarding the 1994 bond measure and urged that the Board be the ultimate oversight committee.  
He noted that although there will be a Citizen Oversight Committee, the Board is also 
accountable and that can be dealt with through the elections process.  He commented that Park 
District staff is capable of managing the bond projects and he encourages the Board of Directors 
to move forward with the bond measure.   
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President, Larry Pelatt, opened the floor for Board discussion regarding the resolution.   
9 Hearing none, Larry noted that he would entertain a motion. 

 
Bob Scott moved the Board of Directors approve the resolution calling for an election in 
the Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District on November 4, 2008 to submit a General 
Obligation Bonded Indebtedness Measure to District voters.  Bill Kanable seconded the 
motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows:  
Joe Blowers Yes  
John Griffiths Yes 
Bill Kanable Yes 
Bob Scott Yes  
Larry Pelatt Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 
 
B. Urbanization Forum Position Paper 
Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning, provided a detailed overview of the memo included within 
the Board of Directors information packet, noting that leaders of the cities and service districts 
within Washington County joined with Washington County leadership to form an Urbanization 
Forum in April 2008.  The Forum sets the stage for a public dialogue about how communities in 
Washington County will handle dramatic growth in population and will focus on the best way to 
provide and finance urban services in unincorporated, but developing areas of the county, and the 
best choices for extending urban services to undeveloped areas (urban reserves) outside of the 
cities but on the edge of Metro’s Urban Growth Boundary (UGB).  Staff has drafted an 
Urbanization Forum Position Paper intended to contribute to this dialogue by succinctly stating 
the Park District’s view of the present urban service situation in Washington County and 
suggesting steps that could be taken to resolve issues related to long-term urban service provision 
in Washington County.  Hal noted that the action requested of the Board of Directors this 
evening is authorization to submit the Urbanization Forum Position Paper on behalf of the Park 
District to Urbanization Forum participants in advance of the next public meeting in September.  
 
Bob Scott noted that while the concept looks good on paper and puts the Park District in the 
position to help with population growth in Washington County, what is staff’s opinion as to the 
power to really drive some of the direction that the Park District wants to have.  
9 Doug noted that Park District legal counsel, Pam Beery, represents several of the 

agencies involved in the Forum and has been retained by the Steering Committee to help 
understand the legal issues in moving forward.  It is a complex issue, but by voicing the 
Park District’s opinion, there is an appreciation for what special districts provide and how 
we work with cities and that we are an ingredient in the solution of how communities are 
formed and developed and able to survive into the future.  Doug stated that he believes 
that more than anything this provides a voice from the special districts specific to our 
concerns.  The Park District’s concerns are somewhat unique amongst special districts 
due to the way our boundaries are formed, as well as our issues with island areas.  At this 
point, future annexations are very challenged so some of the resolution that has to come 
forth based on legal recommendations that Pam and her peers will make will more than 
likely end up at the legislature.  The hope is that a package would be reviewed in Salem 
and that the outcome would enable all agencies to resolve their issues.  What we have 
tried to drive home is that this is about services to residents, not a power play for property 
or taxes.   
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Joe Blowers noted that much of the Forum discussion has been dominated to some extent by a 
few participants centered around the issue of cities.  The Position Paper does a good job of 
stating that perhaps the issue needs to be looked at differently.   
 
John Griffiths asked if any other entities have issued position papers.  
9 Pam Beery, Park District legal counsel, replied that she is not aware of any other official 

position papers and stated that she believes that the timing of the Park District’s paper is 
good.  She noted that having worked with Washington County in a lot of capacities for 
the last 28 years, the Forum is an unprecedented effort and credit should be given to Joe 
Blowers for the role he played as he was the only special district voice that spoke up 
while the debate around cities went on.  She stated that although she is a big believer in 
cities, this issue is about service and when there is a service district that is working and is 
popular and well liked, its voice needs to be heard. 

 
Bill Kanable moved the Board of Directors approve the position paper as presented.  Joe 
Blowers seconded the motion.  Roll call proceeded as follows:  
Bob Scott Yes  
John Griffiths Yes 
Joe Blowers Yes  
Bill Kanable Yes 
Larry Pelatt Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 
 
John Griffiths added that he believes this is a good move in that the District has not been 
anywhere near as active in governmental affairs and the greater atmosphere in the past.   
 
C. West Park SDC Credit Project at Bethany Village 
Steve Gulgren, Superintendent of Planning & Development, provided a detailed overview of the 
memo included within the Board of Directors information packet, noting that Central Bethany 
Development is proposing a System Development Charge (SDC) credit project that would 
provide a north-south Waterhouse Community Trail connection with a bridge and boardwalk 
crossing, in addition to dedicating 0.51 acres to the Park District for the trail corridor and selling 
most of the remaining portion of the property (Tract C) to the Park District for SDC credits.  The 
first presentation to the Board of Directors regarding this project occurred at the June 2, 2008 
Regular Board meeting.  Steve noted that the action requested of the Board this evening is 
approval of the SDC credit project and for the General Manager or his designee, to enter into a 
Memorandum of Understanding that includes the SDC credits and trail improvement cost 
estimates as described, and authorization for staff to prepare a letter to Washington County 
outlining the approved SDC credit package parameters and submit the letter to Washington 
County for their records and implementation.  Steve introduced Jeff Oberst, Project Manager of 
Central Bethany Development, who is in attendance this evening. 
 
Steve provided a brief overview of the Arbor Homes trail connection near the SDC credit project 
under discussion this evening, noting that the Park District has stepped aside as the issue is 
between Washington County and Arbor Homes.  
9 Joe Blowers stated that the trail currently ends at a chain link fence, noting that he does 

not believe that this would satisfy Washington County’s conditions of approval.  
Steve replied that he does not believe the surface of the trail would satisfy the conditions either.  



 

Page 7 - Minutes: Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors, August 4, 2008 
 

Joe referenced the site map included within the Board of Directors information packet, noting 
that the proposed trail design includes two right angles at steep grades.  He questions whether 
this is a safety issue, especially for those on bicycles.  
9 Steve replied that softening the angles will be addressed through the design of the project 

and that the map is only attempting to show the general connection to the existing trail.  
 
Joe noted that there is a de facto trail going west into West Union Estates Park and asked if there 
are any plans to make a connection to that.  
9 Doug replied that it is a project included within the upcoming bond measure package.  

 
President, Larry Pelatt, stated that although he understands it is not a Park District issue, he 
would like to see more of an effort to resolve the Arbor Homes trail issue.  
 
President, Larry Pelatt, opened the floor for public testimony.  
 
Fred Meyer, 4861 NW 162nd Terrace, Portland, is before the Board of Directors this evening 
representing Arbor Parc residents.  He has spoken to a number of residents adjacent to the SDC 
credit project area and all have been in favor of it; however, there is a concern regarding the 
configuration of the eventual east-west trail, although he understands that it is technically an 
issue between Washington County and Arbor Homes.  He described how the current 
homeowners of Arbor Park are not represented well by the Arbor Parc Homeowners Association 
as it is still in the hands of the developer, but that the homeowners would like to be involved in 
the planning process of determining the placement of the east-west trail. 
9 Larry replied that the issue of the east-west trail is between Washington County and 

Arbor Homes.  
9 Bill Kanable noted that Arbor Homes installed a path without a lot of consideration that 

just dead ends into the park. 
Fred replied that he believes Arbor Homes felt that they were meeting the requirements of 
Washington County. 
 
Larry stated that to the extent that the Park District gets involved in the placement of the east-
west trail, they would welcome the homeowners’ participation.  Larry asked Steve if the Park 
District is going to be involved. 
9 Steve replied that the original plan approved by Washington County was for the east-west 

trail to connect with Waterhouse Trail at the central access point.  He described the 
original route of the trail via a PowerPoint of the site map included within the Board of 
Directors information packet.  The Park District had been involved in the discussion 
between Washington County and Arbor Homes in order to help facilitate a solution 
because the Park District is interested in the overall connectivity of the trail.  However, 
Washington County has wanted the Park District to play a larger role in the process than 
its responsibility is in the situation.   

Bill asked whether Washington County and Arbor Homes would seek the Park District’s 
assistance in designing the trail. 
9 Steve replied that the Park District has had preliminary discussions regarding the design 

presented. 
Bill asked if the Park District is going to have input as to how the design is going to work. 
9 Steve confirmed this.  
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9 Hal replied that the trail is a condition of approval that was placed on Arbor Homes by 
Washington County and one requirement was that the trail connect to the Waterhouse 
Trail.  Once the Park District takes possession of the Central Bethany Development 
property, Arbor Homes will have to be cognizant that it is Park District property.  

Bill reiterated that if the Park District takes possession of the property, Arbor Homes would need 
to come to the Park District for the final design and approval.  
9 Doug Menke, General Manager, confirmed this, noting that there are timing issues to 

consider as well. 
Bill stated that until the Park District acquires the property, it has no control over the issue.  
However, once the property is acquired, the Park District would have some control over the 
issue, which is what Fred is interested in.  
9 Fred noted that even if the Park District does not own the property, it would still have 

influence over the trail placement, including where the entry of the trail would be into the 
development, and he is asking that the homeowners be involved in that process even if 
the District does not own the property.  

Joe Blowers noted that it is almost a given that the Park District would have neighborhood 
involvement, particularly if common areas are effected.  
9 Fred noted that in most cases there would be representation through the homeowners 

association, but part of the concern is that the association is not in place right now.  
Joe asked for confirmation that there is a group of residents interested in this issue. 
9 Fred confirmed this, noting that they would appoint a lead contact resident to be involved 

with all parties.  
Larry commented that it appears that the group is basically a less formal version of a 
homeowners association and that the Park District is not averse to working with them.  
9 Fred noted that the residents want to help in such a capacity until the turnover of the 

homeowners association, which may occur at the end of the year, or early next year.  
 
Bill expressed disappointment in Arbor Home’s decision to alter the original trail design.  
9 Joe commented that he does not believe trails are the developer’s highest priority.  He 

encouraged Fred to keep all of the homeowners informed of the situation.  
Fred described that Arbor Parc is in multiple states of development and that they are talking to 
everyone they can. 
 
Joe Blowers moved the Board of Directors approve the SDC credit project and for the 
General Manager, or his designee, to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding that 
includes the SDC credits and trail improvement cost estimates as described, and 
authorization for staff to prepare a letter to Washington County outlining the approved 
SDC credit package parameters, and submit the letter to Washington County for their 
records and implementation.  Bob Scott seconded the motion.  Roll call proceeded as 
follows:  
John Griffiths Yes 
Bill Kanable Yes 
Bob Scott Yes  
Joe Blowers Yes  
Larry Pelatt Yes 
The motion was UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. 
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D. General Manager’s Report 
Doug Menke, General Manager, provided a detailed overview of the General Manager’s Report 
included within the Board of Directors information packet, which included the following topics: 

• November 2008 Bond Measure Information Program 
o Bob Wayt, Director of Communications & Development, provided a brief status 

report on the bond measure information program, noting that Mark Weiner of 
Winning Mark LLC has been hired as the consultant and that community 
presentations are in the process of being scheduled.    

• Beaverton Urban Renewal Charter Amendment Task Force 
o Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning, provided a detailed overview of the task force 

formed to consider how the City Charter might be amended to reduce or remove 
restrictions on the use of urban renewal by the City of Beaverton.   

• Legislative Update 
• Board Member, Joe Blowers 
• September Board of Directors meeting 

o It was the consensus of the Board of Directors to schedule the September Board 
meeting for September 15, 2008.  

Doug offered to answer any questions the Board of Directors may have regarding the General 
Manager’s Report. 
 
Joe Blowers asked how non-site-specific projects could be highlighted within the bond measure 
informational materials.   
9 Doug replied that staff will work with the consultant on this issue, noting that some 

projects, such as land acquisition, cannot be site-specific.  
Joe commented that some projects, such as land acquisition for a community park in the 
northeast quadrant, are large projects, but are not very obvious in the current informational 
materials. 
 
Larry Pelatt commented on the complications that can arise when using an Urban Renewal 
District that he learned of through his experience with the North Bethany planning process, as 
well as various other past experiences throughout the Metropolitan area. 
 
John Griffiths described a recent meeting between himself, Doug, Charles Jordan, Chair of the 
Conservation Fund, and Bob Schulz with Portland Parks and Recreation, regarding the lack of 
funding for outdoor school programs.  He noted that the Conservation Fund is dedicating $7 
million toward this issue and discussion arose regarding the Park District partnering on a project 
in this area.  He stated that he is going to draft a concept paper for review, expressing that it is 
important to give the newest generation exposure to nature to develop them into good stewards.   

 
Agenda Item #8 – New Business 
A. Elections Guidelines for Elected Officials & Public Employees 
Doug Menke, General Manager, introduced Park District Legal Counsel, Pam Beery, to provide 
an overview of elections guidelines for elected officials and public employees.  Pam provided a 
brief review of the memo included within the Board of Directors information packet titled 
Elections, Public Employees and Elected Officials, noting that Doug has asked legal counsel to 
review all bond materials in order to ensure that there are no such conflicts that would tarnish the 
bond measure. 
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Doug commented that legal counsel has been offering their review of bond measure materials in 
a timely manner and that it has been a great partnership as some of their comments have 
produced a better product in the end.  He noted that it will be critical to continue legal counsel’s 
involvement in the work produced by the bond measure information consultant.   
 
Doug noted that the information provided within the Board of Directors information packet has 
also been provided to all Park District employees.  In addition, a leadership staff meeting has 
been scheduled for August 14 to review the topic again to ensure that staff is aware of the rules.   
 
Pam noted that the next step in the bond measure process will be to file the measure with the 
County early in order to allow for plenty of time to address any concerns.  
9 Bob Scott asked who would voice such concerns.  

Pam replied members of the public.  
9 Bob asked for confirmation that the public will be offered the opportunity to review the 

ballot language. 
Pam confirmed this, noting that elections officers could also bring up concerns as well. 
9 Doug noted that the bond measure caption, question, summary and explanatory statement 

would be filed with the Washington County Elections Office tomorrow morning.  They 
have the obligation to advertise the material in order to provide the public the opportunity 
for review, for which there is a seven-day appeal period. 

Pam commented that the public can challenge the ballot title and that such challenges are 
reviewed and at times have gone all the way up to the Supreme Court.  
 
Joe Blowers asked, if he were to be on a speakers bureau for the “Vote Yes” Committee, could 
he represent himself as a Board member when speaking? 
9 Pam confirmed this, noting that he is an independent, elected official.  However, he 

cannot ask Park District staff to prepare materials for that meeting. 
 
President, Larry Pelatt, asked whether the Board could hand out the informational materials 
prepared by Park District staff. 
9 Pam confirmed this, noting that the material prepared by the Park District would be 

purely informational.   
 
Bill Kanable asked Pam if she sees any potential issues with the ballot language.  
9 Pam replied that she is very comfortable with the ballot language approved this evening 

or it would not have been distributed in the Board packet.  She reiterated that many 
individuals participated in the drafting and review of the material.  

   
Bill asked whether the ten-word caption statement is appropriately balanced when compared to 
the actual funding proposed for the various areas of the bond measure, especially pertaining to 
conservation items.  
9 Pam replied that the limit of ten words requires creativity, noting that legal counsel and 

staff worked hard to achieve balance and attempt to represent all of the different projects 
fairly, without emphasizing any one over another.  

9 Doug replied that well over 50% of the entire package is dedicated to parks, trails and 
conservation.  In addition, respecting that the predominance of Park District trails would 
end up next to riparian corridors and require mitigation, the areas next to those trails 
would also be improved. 
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Recording Secretary, 
Jessica Collins 

John Griffiths described a story about someone he knew who did not maintain the separation 
between public assets and candidacy and the consequences involved in such a mistake.  He stated 
that there are people watching such issues and encouraged the Board to follow the rules.  
9 Bill stressed that the Board should not use their Park District email for such efforts.  

 
Larry referenced the informational presentations to various community groups that are in the 
process of being scheduled and asked that the Board members communicate back and forth as to 
which meetings they could attend.   
9 Bill asked whether there is a conflict if Park District staff facilitates those meetings.  

Pam replied that staff can do minor clerical work, and scheduling meetings for informational 
presentations is part of that.  The key is that the Board member and staff roles are different at the 
meetings.  Staff will be there to present informational material, while the Board members can 
take an advocacy role.  
9 Doug commented that having a Board member at the informational meetings is a way to 

compliment the presentation.  He noted that it is a respectful balance in that a lot of the 
groups want to hear from an elected official.  

 
Agenda Item #9 – Adjourn 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m.  
 
 
 
   

Larry Pelatt, President     Bob Scott, Secretary 
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COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT FOR
PARTNERS FOR A SUSTAINABLE WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITY

This Cooperative Agreement (Agreement) establishes a relationship among the signatories of
this Agreement to support their sustainability efforts and goals, and contains the terms and
conditions for member organizations to share and leverage their sustainability resources in
Washington County and beyond.

AGREEMENT

1. Partners for a Sustainable Washington County Community Established

1.1 This Agreement is entered into by the Partners that have, by executing this
Agreement, manifested their intent to enter into a relationship with other public
entities to support and enable sustainable practices both within their organizations
and to residents of Washington County.  The name of the collective group of
Partners is: PARTNERS FOR A SUSTAINABLE WASHINGTON COUNTY
COMMUNITY (PSWCC).  A List of all Partners is attached as Exhibit A.

2. Purpose

2.1 Recognizing that it is more effective to pool resources and work cooperatively,
the PSWCC will gather and disseminate information and support Partner
organizations in their efforts to address sustainability, develop best management
practices and share information about sustainable practices for the citizens of
Washington County and beyond.

3. Authority

3.1 The parties hereby declare that they have the authority to enter into this
Agreement pursuant to their Principal Act and Oregon Revised Statutes, Sections
190.003-190.030.

4. Definitions

4.1. As used in this Agreement, the following terms mean:

4.1.1. Fiscal Year: The PSWCC fiscal year shall be July 1 to June 30 of each
calendar year.

4.1.2. Governing Board (GB): The GB is made up of one representative from each
Partner (Partner Representative) with the responsibilities set forth in section 5
of this Agreement.

4.1.3. Lead Administrative Agency:   The Partner that houses and maintains PSWCC
physical assets and handles PSWCC administrative and financial functions.
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4.1.4. Operations Team (OT): The OT is made up of one representative from each
Partner (Partner Representative) with the operating responsibilities set forth in
section 6 of this Agreement.

4.1.5. Partner: Partners are local governments that have executed this Agreement,
desire to further their sustainable practices and agree to contribute financially
to PSWCC.  Partners shall make payments to the PSWCC as provided in the
Standard Schedule attached as Exhibit B to this Agreement. Partners have
representation (Partner Representatives) on the GB and the OT.    Partner
Representatives are eligible to serve on any committee created by the GB or
OT.   Each Partner Representative serving on the GB, OT or any other
committee established by PSWCC shall have one vote and may vote on
PSWCC matters.

4.1.6. Partners for a Sustainable Washington County Community (PSWCC):  The
collective group of Partners that will support the sustainable practices of
Partner organizations in Washington County.

4.1.7. PSWCC Sustainability Coordinator:  The PSWCC Sustainability Coordinator
is a full time position responsible for coordinating the activities of Partners,
disseminating information and educational materials, making presentations on
sustainable practices, overseeing the PSWCC budget, recruiting new Partners
and other activities deemed appropriate by the GB and OT.  The PSWCC
Sustainability Coordinator shall be supervised by the Lead Administrative
Agency in consultation with the OT.

5. Governing Board

5.1. A Governing Board (GB) is established to organize and maintain the PSWCC.
The GB shall be composed of one representative from each Partner (Partner
Representative).  The GB has the power to vote on PSWCC matters.  Each Partner
Representative shall have one vote.

5.2. The GB is responsible for:

5.2.1. Reviewing and approving PSWCC strategic plans, goals and objectives and
annual work plans prepared by the OT;

5.2.2. Reviewing and approving the annual budget, the Standard Schedule (Exhibit
B), and other fiscal documents and expenditure decisions  prepared by the OT;

5.2.3. Approving the addition of Partners;

5.2.4. Approving the selection of the Lead Administrative Agency; and

5.2.5. Approving the Service Level Understanding that governs the rights and
obligations of the Lead Administrative Agency.
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5.3. GB meetings shall comply with Oregon Public Meetings Laws.

5.4. A majority of the GB constitutes a quorum at any special or regular meeting. A
majority of a quorum is required to take official action.

5.5. The GB will adopt rules governing its procedures including but not limited to the
time, regularity, and place of its regular meetings, and a procedure for calling
special meetings.

5.6. The GB will elect a Chair and Vice Chair by a simple majority vote of the Partner
Representatives; however, neither the Chair nor the Vice Chair may be the chief
executive officer or representative of the Lead Administrative Agency. The Term
of the Chair and Vice Chair will be for two years, with elections held at the first
meeting in even numbered fiscal years. The Vice-Chair will preside and act in the
absence of the Chair.  Any permanent vacancy in the positions of Chair or Vice-
Chair shall be filled by a special election of the GB held at a regular or special
meeting of the GB.

5.7. The Lead Administrative Agency will act as the Secretary for the GB and is
responsible for providing meeting notices, taking meeting minutes and other tasks
deemed appropriate by the GB.

5.8. The GB may make, establish and alter rules and regulations for its procedure
consistent with generally recognized principles of parliamentary procedure.
Except as otherwise reserved for the OT, the GB shall have the power to carry out
the purposes of this Agreement, including but not limited to the power to: create
bylaws; organize meetings; disseminate information; create informational
brochures; create subcommittees; maintain membership lists; maintain equipment
and supply inventory lists; and deal with membership issues.

5.9. The GB may establish committees as it deems necessary and desirable.  Such
committees will be advisory committees to the GB.

5.10. The GB may delegate any PSWCC matter to the OT or any other PSWCC
committee deemed appropriate by the GB.

5.11. At any time, the GB may establish an Executive Committee.

6. Operations Team

6.1. The OT shall have one representative appointed by each Partner (Partner
Representative), and each Partner Representative has one vote.

6.2. The OT will nominate and elect a Chair, Vice Chair, and Secretary for two year
terms.  The Vice Chair will preside and act in the absence of the Chair.

6.3. A majority of the OT members constitutes a quorum.
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6.4. The OT will meet at least quarterly at a time and place designated by the Chair.
All meetings require at least seven days written notice to all OT members.
Special meetings of the OT may be called by the Chair or any two Partner
Representatives upon at least seven days prior written notice to all OT members.
Email notification is acceptable for quarterly and special meetings.

6.5. OT meetings shall comply with Oregon Public Meetings Laws.

6.6. The OT is responsible for:

6.6.1. Consulting with the Lead Administrative Agency supervisor on operational
issues such as hiring, performance appraisals, and any termination of the
PSWCC Sustainability Coordinator;

6.6.2. Providing technical assistance to the PSWCC Sustainability Coordinator;

6.6.3. Consulting with the PSWCC Sustainability Coordinator regarding contracts
for any PSWCC services subject to approval of the Lead Administrative
Agency;

6.6.4. Recommending strategic plans, goals, objectives and work plan to the GB;

6.6.5. Recommending changes to the annual budget, the Standard Schedule (Exhibit
B), and other fiscal documents to the GB;

6.6.6. Creating policies and procedures for GB approval;

6.6.7. Overseeing the work plan and performance standards; and

6.6.8. Such other activities deemed appropriate by the GB.

7. Lead Administrative Agency

7.1. The Lead Administrative Agency will support the administrative, fiscal, and
technical aspects related to PSWCC operations as provided in the Service Level
Understanding.  The Lead Administrative Agency shall be the Portland
Community College (PCC) and the PSWCC will be housed at a PCC facility
located in Washington County.  The GB may change the Lead Administrative
Agency at any time by majority vote of the GB, consistent with the terms of the
Service Level Understanding.  The GB shall select a new Lead Administrative
Agency if the prior Lead Administrative Agency withdraws as provided in
Sections 12.3 or 12.4 below.  If the GB votes to change the Lead Administrative
Agency, it shall do so with sufficient notice to the prior Lead Administrative
Agency so that the prior Lead Administrative Agency has sufficient time to
transfer PSWCC staff to the new Lead Administrative Agency consistent with any
applicable collective bargaining agreement, personnel policy or state law.
PSWCC operations shall vacate the prior Lead Administrative Agency’s premises
within thirty days of the date that transfer is complete.
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7.2. The Lead Administrative Agency will be the employer of record of PSWCC staff,
including the PSWCC Sustainability Coordinator.    It will be responsible for:

7.2.1. Employing and paying staff, including benefits;

7.2.2. Supervising PSWCC staff with disciplinary authority;

7.2.3. Interviewing, hiring, and terminating staff in consultation with the OT;

7.2.4. Conducting annual reviews in consultation with the OT; and

7.2.5. Such other activities deemed appropriate by the GB or OT as agreed to by the
Lead Administrative Agency in the Service Level Understanding or
subsequent amendments.

7.3. The Lead Administrative Agency will provide technical support for all PSWCC
assets.  The Lead Administrative Agency’s responsibilities in this role will be
defined by an annual Service Level Understanding between the Lead
Administrative Agency and PSWCC.

7.4. The obligation of the Lead Administrative Agency to perform the functions set
forth in this Agreement is contingent upon receipt and level of funding for the
program received from the PSWCC Partners.

8. Partner Duties and Rights

8.1 Partners shall make payments to the PSWCC as provided in the Standard
Schedule attached as Exhibit B to this Agreement, as amended from time to time.
Payments shall be made within 45 days of the start of the Fiscal Year (August 15).
Partners shall have representation on the GB and the OT.  Partner Representatives
are eligible to serve on any other committee created by PSWCC.  Each Partner
Representative serving on the GB, OT or any other committee established by
PSWCC shall have one vote and may vote on PSWCC matters.  Partner
Representatives may propose items for any GB or OT meeting agenda.

9. Funding PSWCC Expenses

9.1. The services of the Lead Administrative Agency, the PSWCC Sustainability
Coordinator and other PSWCC expenses will be funded with dues and in-kind
contributions from Partners as provided on the Standard Schedule (Exhibit B).

10. Procedures Manual

10.1. The OT will create procedures for the PSWCC and will incorporate them into a
Procedures Manual.  The GB has oversight authority, final editorial control and
must approve the Procedures Manual.
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11. Additional Partners

11.1. The GB will develop methods for extending participation to additional local
governments and agencies. New Partners will be accepted into the PSWCC only
upon approval of a majority of the GB.

12. Duration, Withdrawal, Termination, and Ownership

12.1. Each Partner owns an undivided common interest in PSWCC assets and in all
unexpended and unencumbered funds held by the Lead Administrative Agency
for PSWCC, in the same proportion as the Partner pays current annual fees.

12.2. The Term of the Agreement is three (3) years from the Effective Date.   The GB
may commission a benefits assessment to be competed during the third year of the
Agreement.

12.3. A Partner may withdraw from the PSWCC by giving to the GB Chair written
notice at least three (3) months in advance of the subsequent fiscal year.  The
written notification (on official letterhead, not email) must include a transition
plan developed by the withdrawing Partner to allow the orderly and coordinated
ending of all applicable PSWCC related services.   Upon withdrawal, the former
Partner forfeits any claims to PSWCC assets.

12.4. A Partner may withdraw from the PSWCC without written notice as provided in
section 12.3 only by unanimous vote of the GB.  However, if a Partner does not
obtain authorization from its governing board to fund participation in PSWCC,
such Partner will notify the other Partners as soon as possible that payment will
not be forthcoming and that the Partner will withdraw from PSWCC.  In the event
a Partner does not obtain permission from its governing body to fund participation
in the PSWCC, such Partner may withdraw without penalty.  Upon withdrawal,
the former Partner forfeits any claims to PSWCC assets.

12.5. The PSWCC and this Agreement may be terminated by mutual agreement of all
Partners.  At the time of termination, all Partners are entitled to a share of the
proceeds of sale of assets purchased by the Lead Administrative Agency using
PSWCC funds including equipment and software and any unexpended and
unencumbered funds held for use by PSWCC in the same proportion as their
ownership interests.

13. Remedies and Attorneys’ fees

13.1. If a Partner attempts to withdraw from the PSWCC but fails to follow the notice
process required by section 12.3 or to obtain the authorization under section 12.4,
the Partners recognize that each has relied upon the other’s contributions for the
budget in place for the applicable fiscal year.  Therefore, the withdrawing Partner
shall forfeit that amount paid and attributed to it for the PSWCC annual operation
costs for the current fiscal year, as determined by the current PSWCC Fee
Schedule to keep the remaining Partners whole.
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14. Liability and Indemnification

14.1. Subject to the Oregon Constitution, and the limits imposed under the Oregon Tort
Claims Act, each Partner agrees to hold harmless, defend, and indemnify each
other Partner, including their board, representatives, officers, employees and
agents against all claims, demands, actions or suits (including all attorneys’ fees
and costs) arising from this Agreement where the claim, suit, action, loss,
damage, injury or liability is attributable to the acts or omissions of the
indemnifying Partner, its governing board, representatives, officers, and
employees.

14.2 Notwithstanding Section 14.1, when the Lead Administrative Agency is
conducting PSWCC activities off Lead Administrative Agency premises (“Off
Site Activities”), the Partners agree to hold harmless, defend, and indemnify the
Lead Administrative Agency against all claims, demands, actions, or suits
(including all attorneys’ fees and costs) arising from Off Site Activities.  Nothing
in this section shall require the Partners to indemnify the Lead Administrative
Agency from liability arising from the sole negligence of the Lead Administrative
Agency, its officers, or employees.

15. Disputes

15.1.  If a dispute arises between the parties to this Agreement, the disputing parties
shall first attempt to resolve the dispute by negotiation, followed by mediation
and finally by filing an action in a court of competent jurisdiction.

15.2. Step One:  The disputing parties shall authorize a person (“Authorized Official”)
to negotiate on their behalf.  If the dispute is resolved at this step, there shall be a
written determination of such resolution, signed by the parties’ Authorized
Official and ratified by each governing body, if required.  Step One will be
completed when written notice is delivered to all disputing parties.

15.3. Step Two:  If the dispute cannot be resolved within fifteen (15) business days at
Step One, the disputing parties shall submit the matter to mediation.  The
disputing parties shall attempt to agree on a mediator.  If they cannot agree, the
disputing parties shall request a list of five (5) mediators from an entity or firm
providing mediation services.  The disputing parties will mutually agree on a
mediator from the list provided. If the disputing parties cannot mutually agree
upon a mediator, the disputing parties shall alternatively strike one name from the
list until one mediator remains.  The remaining mediator shall be the mediator for
the dispute.  Any common costs of mediation shall be borne equally by the
disputing parties who shall each bear their own costs and fees.  If the issue is
resolved at this step, a written determination of such resolution shall be signed by
each Authorized Official and ratified by their respective governing bodies, if
necessary.
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15.4. Step Three:  If the disputing parties are unsuccessful at Steps One and Two, the
dispute shall be resolved by a State of Oregon court of competent jurisdiction.
Venue shall be in the Circuit Court for Washington County.

16. Notice

16.1. A Partner that becomes aware of a claim or suit that in any way, directly or
indirectly, contingently or otherwise, affects or might affect other Partners to this
Agreement shall provide prompt and timely notice to the Partners that may be
affected by the suit or claim.  Each Partner reserves the right to participate in the
defense of such claims or suits as necessary to protect its own interests.

17. Insurance

17.1. Partners of this Agreement shall maintain an appropriate insurance policy or
maintain a self-insurance program that covers activities that it may undertake by
virtue of participation in the PSWCC.

18. Amendments

18.1. No provision of this Agreement may be modified, altered, or rescinded by
individual Partners.  This Agreement may only be changed, modified, or amended
in writing by Vote of at least three-quarters of the GB.

19. Effective Date

19.1. This Agreement becomes effective when it has been authorized and executed by
each of the Partners’ governing bodies or representatives identified in Exhibit A.

20. Severability

20.1. The parties agree that if any term or provision of this Agreement is declared by a
court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal or in conflict with any law, the
validity of the remaining terms and provisions shall not be affected, and the rights
and obligations of the parties shall be construed and enforced as if the Agreement
did not contain the particular term or provision held to be invalid.

21. Governing Law; Jurisdiction; Venue.

21.1. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance with the laws of
the State of Oregon without resort to any jurisdiction's conflict of laws, rules or
doctrines.  Venue shall lie in the Circuit Court of the State of Oregon for
Washington County.

22. No Third Party Beneficiaries

22.1. The signatories to this Agreement are the only parties to this Agreement and are
the only parties entitled to enforce its terms.  Nothing in this Agreement gives, is
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intended to give, or shall be construed to give or provide, any benefit or right,
whether directly, indirectly or otherwise, to third persons unless such third
persons are individually identified by name herein and expressly described as
intended beneficiaries of the terms of this Agreement.

23. Execution in Counterparts

23.1. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each of which shall be an
original, and all of which shall constitute but one and the same instrument.

APPROVED AND SIGNED by the appropriate officers who are authorized to execute this
Agreement on behalf of the governing body of each Partner.

Dated this __________ day of ___________________, 2008

PARTNERS:

WASHINGTON COUNTY, political
subdivision of the State of Oregon

By:
Tom Brian, Chair

By:
Dan Olsen, County Counsel

CITY OF BEAVERTON

By:
Rob Drake, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
City Attorney

CITY OF BANKS

By:
_________________, ____________

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
_________________ Attorney

CITY OF CORNELIUS

By:
Bill Bash, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
City Attorney
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CITY OF HILLSBORO

By
Tom Hughes, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
City Attorney

CITY OF TUALATIN

By:
Lou Ogden, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
City Attorney

CLEAN WATER SERVICES

By:
     Robert C. Cruz, Deputy General Manager

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
Gerald Linder, Attorney

TUALATIN VALLEY WATER
DISTRICT

By:
Richard Burke, Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
Clark Balfour, Attorney

PORTLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE,
ROCK CREEK

By:
_________________, ____________

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
_________________ Attorney

TUALATIN HILLS PARK &
RECREATION DISTRICT

By:
Larry Pelatt, Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
_________________ Attorney



11

TUALATIN VALLEY FIRE & RESCUE

By:
Bob Wyffels, President

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By:
Robert F. Blackmore, Attorney
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EXHIBIT A
PARTNERS

1. Washington County, political subdivision of the State of Oregon

2. City of Beaverton

3. City of Banks

4. City of Cornelius

5. City of Hillsboro

6. City of Tualatin

7. Clean Water Services

8. Tualatin Valley Water District

9. Portland Community College, Rock Creek

10. Tualatin Hills Park & Recreation District

11. Tualatin Valley Fire & Rescue
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EXHIBIT B
Standard Schedule for Partners

The GB will approve the annual PSWCC budget in accordance with Section 5 of this Agreement
no later than December 15th of each year.

Payments shall be made within 45 days of the start of the Fiscal Year (August 15).

Year 1 Year 2* Year 3*
REVENUES

percent of
total

County Share 33%  $      52,800   $        52,800   $        52,800

Five Cities Share  $      35,200   $        35,200   $        35,200
City
Name Population
Banks 1,435 0%  $           238   $             238   $             238
Cornelius 10,895 1%  $        1,807   $          1,807   $          1,807
Hillsboro 88,300 9%  $      14,646   $        14,646   $        14,646
Beaverton 85,560 9%  $      14,192   $        14,192   $        14,192
Tualatin 26,025 3%  $        4,317   $          4,317   $          4,317

212,215 22% $      35,200 $35,200 $35,200

Special District's Share @ 45%  $      72,000   $        72,000   $        72,000
Participating Special Districts: 5

CWS 9%  $      14,400   $        14,400   $        14,400
TVWD 9%  $      14,400   $        14,400   $        14,400
PCC- Rock Creek 9%  $      14,400   $        14,400   $        14,400
THPRD 9%  $      14,400   $        14,400   $        14,400
TVF&R 9%  $      14,400   $        14,400   $        14,400

45%  $      72,000   $        72,000   $        72,000

TOTAL REVENUE  $    160,000   $      160,000   $      160,000
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EXPENSES
Personnel:

Salaries*** $65,000 $68,900 $73,034
FICA and benefits (est. 50%) $32,500 $33,475 $34,479
Direct supervision $7,000 $7,210 $7,426

$104,500 $109,585 $114,940

Materials and Services:
Computer/Printer $1,500 $0 $0
Food Expenses $3,000 $3,090 $3,183
Mileage $1,200 $1,236 $1,273
Postage $600 $618 $637
Prof. Organization Memberships $400 $412 $424
Professional Services $15,000 $2,500 $2,500
Subscriptions $600 $618 $637
Training & Travel $4,000 $4,120 $4,244

$26,300 $12,594 $12,897

Administrative Costs Provided by PCC as Partnership Contribution **
Meeting Expenses (not including food) $         2,160  $            2,160  $           2,160
Office Supplies $         1,200  $            1,200  $           1,200
Phone (includes long distance) $            200  $               200  $              200
Printing $         1,200  $            1,200  $           1,200
Space $         1,200  $            1,200  $           1,200
Accounting Services $         2,480  $            2,480  $           2,480
Web Hosting/Maintenance $         6,000  $            6,000  $           6,000

$       14,440  $          14,440  $         14,440

Contingency $       14,760  $          23,381  $         17,724

TOTAL EXPENSES $     160,000 $        160,000 $       160,000

* Cost of Living Adjustment for all expenses except for Professional Services
** Does not include supervision
*** Salary includes 3% Cost of Living Adjustment and 3% raise each year











































 
 
 

Management Report to the Board 
September 15, 2008 

 
Administration 

Hal Bergsma, Director of Planning 
Jessica Collins, Executive Assistant 

Keith Hobson, Director of Business & Facilities 
 Jim McElhinny, Director of Park & Recreational Services 

Bob Wayt, Director of Communications & Development  

 

TUALATIN HILLS PARK & RECREATION DISTRICT

ADMINISTRATION OFFICE · 15707 SW Walker Road · Beaverton, Oregon 97006 · (503) 645-6433 · Fax (503) 629-6303 · www.thprd.org 

 

 
1. Staff completed a variety of tasks to help educate the public about the coming of fall 

registration in early September.  Ads were placed for two weeks each in The Oregonian's 
Washington County Weekly and the Beaverton Valley Times.  A news release was sent to 
appropriate media and posters were created and distributed to THPRD facilities.  In addition, 
staff produced the Fall 2008 Activities Guide that was mailed to patron homes in mid-August. 

 
2. Major marketing and communications support was provided for the District's summer Concert 

in the Park series.  This included multiple promotions of the series through ads in The 
Oregonian and intermittent work with the news media that resulted in newspaper stories.  Staff 
also enlisted appropriate THPRD employees to serve as concert stage hosts and provided key 
Park District messages (including bond measure info) that the hosts shared with concert-goers 
at all nine sites during the summer.  Total attendance at the concerts was several thousand. 

 
Aquatics 

Sharon Hoffmeister, Superintendent of Aquatic Program Services 
 
1. The end of summer Aquacamp offered at Sunset Swim Center was a huge success with all five 

days filled with 20 students.   
 
2. Harman Swim Center, Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center, and the Aquatic Center will be 

closed during the beginning of September for maintenance.  Raleigh Swim Center and 
Somerset West Swim Center will remain open throughout the closures in order to 
accommodate any displaced programs. 

 
3. The summer would not be the same if we did not have as our finale the Beaverton Staff Talent 

Show.  The talent show, held on August 28, was a tremendous success.  They had two shows 
featuring the entertaining and talented staff.  Admission of two cans of food were donated to 
the Washington County Food Bank.   

 
Maintenance 

Dave Chrisman, Superintendent of Maintenance Operations 
 
1. The Bethany Lake aquatic weed harvest operation is complete.  Invasive algae were manually 

removed utilizing specialized harvesting equipment.  Floating lily pads remain intact as they 
provide shade to cool the lake.  The District contracted this service the week of August 18 and 
the Maintenance Department coordinated the effort with the Natural Resources Department. 
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2. Staff are working with the City of Beaverton and our Planning & Development Department to 
monitor and evaluate our operations plan for Progress Lake.  Of particular interest are the lake 
levels, which fluctuate annually with the weather.  Since this is the first year of operation, 
historic data is nonexistent.  We are now in the process of evaluating our monitoring processes 
and data collection needs.  

 
3. As we approach the end of the summer season, our ball field operations shift from baseball and 

softball to soccer and football.  Soccer goal posts will be installed and fields will be lined 
weekly for games starting in the fall.  A select number of fields will remain playable for fall 
baseball and softball through October. 

 
4. Park crews will continue with mowing routes, park inspection activities, irrigation repairs and 

other repair projects through October.  Our summer seasonal staff numbers decline as we near 
the start of the new school year.  During the peak month of July, we provide approximately 
12,000 hours of part time labor in our Park and Athletic Field Departments. 

 
Natural Resources & Trails Management 

Bruce Barbarasch, Superintendent of Natural Resources & Trails Management 
 
1. Murrayhill Restoration Update.  A plan has been developed to remove blackberries from the 

northernmost portion of Murrayhill Park for this fiscal year.  It is anticipated that the first round 
of removal will start in September, pending the release of unused agricultural easements in the 
park. 

 
2. Sustainability.  The District’s sustainability council, representing multiple departments, has 

been formed to work on a sustainability audit, a study of baseline operations, and a financial 
costing model.  

 
3. Invasive Species Summit.  Staff participated in a workshop with local, state, and federal 

officials to generate ideas on how to best manage invasive, non-native plant and animal species 
in Oregon.  Based on summit outcomes, a report will be sent to the Governor from the group. 

 
4. Volunteer Summary.  One hundred thirty-two volunteers worked in nine different parks over 

the last month, including Hyland Forest, Camille, Bauman, Rosa and Tualatin Hills Nature 
Parks.  They removed approximately 49 cubic yards of weeds, participated in the Nature Park 
Advisory Committee, Nature Park Summer Camp Program or as an AmeriCorps LINKS intern. 
Together our volunteers contributed approximately 515 hours of time, valued at $9,305.  

 
Planning & Development 

Steve Gulgren, Superintendent of Planning & Development 
 

1. Westside Trail: The contractor has installed all of the erosion control fencing for the project 
and has completed the removal of the existing vegetation.  Construction on the trail has begun 
and staff is working with BPA to clarify field construction techniques.  Staff also hired a 
“safety watcher” for the project to conform with BPA’s land use agreement with the District. 
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2. Park Planner Vacancy: Planning staff has worked with the Human Resources Department to 
advertise for the vacant position for which over 50 applications were received.  Staff has 
reviewed the applications, will interview candidates, and anticipates that the new Park Planner 
will start around October 1.   

 
Programs & Special Activities 

Lisa Novak, Superintendent of Programs & Special Activities 
 
1. Staff is working with a Cedar Mill citizen to plan the 2nd Annual Cedar Mill Cider Festival.  

The event will be held at the John Quincy Adams Young House on Sunday, October 5 from 
1:00-4:00 p.m.  Music, apple pressing, historic displays, and a barbeque will be a part of the 
festivities.  All proceeds from the barbeque will go to the restoration fund for the John Quincy 
Adams Young House. 

 
2. Approximately 80 volunteers contributed 520 hours of volunteer time at Party in the Park.  

Community organizations providing volunteer teams included the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints and youth participating in the Park District’s Leaders in Training Experience 
program. 

 
3. The annual Youth Tennis Day, which is a free introduction to tennis, was held on July 25 with 

34 participants. 
 

4. THPRD hosted 20 athletes for the USTA/PNW Wheelchair Sectional Championships held 
August 15-17 at the Tennis Center. 

 
Recreation 

Eric Owens, Superintendent of Recreation 
 
1. Conestoga Recreation & Aquatic Center’s Big Truck Day was a huge success with 3,475 

registered participants, 42 vehicles, and 10 vendors.  There were donations from our 
community partners Les Schwab and Platt Electric.  The Advisory Committee made more than 
$1,300 in T-shirt and concession sales.   

 
2. Garden Home Recreation Center’s 4th Annual Bow Wow Bash was very successful.  It was 

held on Saturday, August 9 with more than 500 people and their pets attending.  Deborah 
Wood, author of a pet column in The Oregonian, assisted with judging the Olympic 
Competition.  Also included were the Beaverton K-9 Unit, ability and obstacle course, fly ball 
course, silent auction, 50-50 auction, and great food.  Approximately $2,000 was raised for the 
Garden Home Advisory Committee. 

 
3. The Rec Mobile is averaging over 190 kids a week at the nine sites.  This is the first summer 

that we were asked to take part in the Beaverton Police Department's "National Night Out" 25th 
anniversary celebration at Griffith Park, which was held on Tuesday, August 5.  The Rec 
Mobile was at Conestoga’s Big Truck Day on Saturday, August 16.  We also had our first party 
rental on July 12. 
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4. Cedar Hills Recreation Center’s Middle School Camp has ended and went incredibly well.  The 
entire camp staff was new to the program this year and they averaged 35 kids, between the ages 
of 11-14, each week. 

 
Security Operations 

Mike Janin, Superintendent of Security Operations 
 

1. Park Patrol has had a busy summer.  Since July 1, some of the activities that have been 
documented include 852 contacts in parks after hours, 88 incident reports, and 1,458 security 
checks at our parks.  We have issued exclusions to individuals when necessary and have 
identified “extra patrol” areas in a number of parks where it has been found that neighborhood 
youths conduct "parties".  We are patrolling all District properties in our vehicle as well as on 
bicycles.  We have experienced an increase in contacts and communication by residents living 
on or near parks, as well as park users.  We think this is due in part to the increase in patrols 
and promoting and educating residents about the Security Operations’ services by appearing at 
all THPRD special events. 

 
2. On September 16, Superintendents, Managers, Center Supervisors and Program Coordinators 

will be introduced to THPRD's first-ever Emergency Response Plan by attending one of two, 
two-hour training sessions offered that day.  Scenario training will be conducted for employees 
in the fall and winter at THPRD facilities where they will be able to practice responses to 
emergency events and then be able to critique their performance as a team. 

 
3. Security Operations has worked on a number of encroachments over the summer.  We are 

pleased that, for the most part, we received a very good response from residents when 
contacted by the Superintendent of Security Operations.   

 
Sports 

Scott Brucker, Superintendent of Sports 
 
1. Park District Maintenance and Program staff continue to work with Beaverton School District 

staff on field related issues resulting from school expansions this year.   
 Hiteon Elementary School expansion: Playground and trees in park (BSD owned 

property) have been removed, backstop poles are in the ground and major grading is 
complete.  

 Kinnamen Elementary School expansion: Excavation and rough grading are complete. 
Backstops will be moved later this year 

 McKinley Elementary School expansion: New field area was hydro seeded the week of 
August 21. 

 Barnes Elementary School: Construction is complete and the new backstop is in. 
Irrigation and field work will continue through the fall and next spring.  

 
2. Fall adult softball started the week of August 25 with seven more teams than in 2007.  The 

growth came in the Men’s and Coed Leagues. 
 
3. The fall season for youth football and soccer began the first week of August.  Games began 

September 6 on Park District fields as well as school sites.  
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Business Services 
Cathy Brucker, Finance Manager  

Mark Hokkanen, Risk and Contract Manager  
Phil Young, Information Services Manager 

Nancy Hartman-Noye, Human Resources Manager 
Ann Mackiernan, Operations Analysis Manager 

 
1. A new feature has been added to the part time job-posting tools within THPRD’s Intranet site.  

Human Resources staff worked closely with the District’s webmaster in the design and 
development of an automated distribution list.  This list enables Human Resources to send an 
Internet link with each new job posting to all outlying Centers simultaneously.  The recipient at 
each location will click on the link within the auto-generated e-mail, print the job 
description, and post in the usual location.  The job announcement will also post automatically 
to the THPRD website.  This new tool will ensure quick and consistent marketing of each open 
position and should prove to be a timesaver for staff. 

 
2. Doug Wyseman, an internationally known expert in risk management, will present his “Risks 

and Recreation” training to staff members September 9.  Doug will discuss risk management 
issues related to recreation programming, parks, skateboard parks, maintenance and trails.  
Doug has served on the board of the Canadian Parks and Recreation Association where he 
helped develop the Certified Playground Inspector program, as well as implementing anti-abuse 
and anti-harassment initiatives. 

 
3. Clearwire has approached the Park District to locate potential telecommunication sites on Park 

District property.  Staff is waiting for the carrier’s formal proposal per the Board of Directors 
Operational Policy.  The Park District is currently receiving approximately $190,000 annually 
from 22 telecommunication site lease agreements. 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Calendar of Upcoming Meetings & Events
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Date:

To: Board of Directors

From: Keith Hobson, Director of Business and Facilities

Re: System Development Charge Report for June 2008

Below please find the various categories for System Development Charges, i.e., Single Family, 
Multiple Family, Manufactured Housing Unit, and Non-residential Development.  Also listed are the 
collection amounts for both the City of Beaverton and Washington County, and the 1.6%
handling fee for collections through June 2008.

     Type of Dwelling Unit Current SDC per Type of Dwelling Unit
     Single Family $6,674.47
     Multi-Family $4,989.86

$2,480.66
     Non-residential $173.18

City of Beaverton Collection of SDCs Receipts Collection Fee Total Revenue
2,359 Single Family Units $5,715,252.91 $175,484.09 $5,890,737.00

15 Single Family Units at $489.09 $7,336.35 $221.45 $7,557.80
1,371 Multi-family Units $2,551,482.18 $78,911.82 $2,630,394.00

0 Less Multi-family credits ($7,957.55) ($229.36) ($8,186.91)
167 Non-residential $341,424.15 $10,159.82 $351,583.97

3,912 $8,607,538.04 $264,547.82 $8,872,085.87

Washington County Collection of SDCs Receipts Collection Fee Total Revenue
5,588 Single Family Units $13,041,514.89 $397,288.11 $13,438,803.00
-300 Less Credits ($623,548.98) ($19,285.02) ($642,834.00)

1,785 Multi-family Units $3,608,989.63 $109,210.23 $3,718,199.86
-24 Less Credits ($47,323.24) ($1,463.61) ($48,786.85)

0 Manufactured Housing $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
0 Non-residential $178,907.03 $5,294.05 $184,201.08

7,049 $16,158,539.33 $491,043.76 $16,649,583.09

Recap by Agency Percent Receipts Collection Fee Total Revenue
3,912 City of Beaverton 34.76% $8,607,538.04 $264,547.82 $8,872,085.87
7,049 Washington County 65.24% $16,158,539.33 $491,043.76 $16,649,583.09

10,961 100.00% $24,766,077.37 $755,591.58 $25,521,668.96

$6,783.00 with 1.6% discount = 
$5,071.00 with 1.6% discount =

     Manufactured $2,521.00 with 1.6% discount =
     $176.00 with 1.6% discount =

    TUALATIN HILLS PARK & RECREATION DISTRICT

August 18, 2008

MEMORANDUM
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Single Family Multi-Family Non-Resident Total
2,374 1,371 167 3,912
5,288 1,761 0 7,049
7,662 3,132 167 10,961

Total Receipts to Date $24,766,077.37

Total Payments to Date
Refunds ($1,579,356.86)
Administrative Costs ($18.65)
Project Costs -- Development ($16,000,089.62)
Project Costs -- Land Acquisition ($5,756,973.10) ($23,336,438.23)

$1,429,639.14

Recap by Month, FY 2007-08 Receipts Expenditures Interest SDC Fund Total
through June 2007 (1) $21,917,260.69 ($17,567,681.05) $1,717,249.26 $6,066,828.90
July $246,119.26 ($725,507.66) $22,110.41 ($457,277.99)
August $190,079.77 ($1,295,424.15) $23,323.07 ($1,082,021.31)
September $144,281.28 ($1,231,758.29) $17,366.72 ($1,070,110.29)
October $191,766.09 ($436,834.18) $12,750.30 ($232,317.79)
November $92,674.77 ($51,430.66) $12,189.96 $53,434.07
December $102,499.90 $16,551.14 $12,238.25 $131,289.29
January $179,655.13 ($377,978.73) $12,159.72 ($186,163.88)
February $167,359.96 ($470,827.96) $9,056.30 ($294,411.70)
March $192,819.62 ($187,993.60) $7,950.31 $12,776.33
April $190,296.28 $1,385.24 $6,864.12 $198,545.64
May $430,004.93 ($82,892.99) $7,621.61 $354,733.55
June $721,259.69 ($926,045.34) $7,731.48 ($197,054.17)

$24,766,077.37 ($23,336,438.23) $1,868,611.51 $3,298,250.65

(1) Net of $667,828.98 of SDC Credits awarded for park development projects.

Projected SDC receipts through June 30, 2007 per the budget were $21,239,021. Actual receipts were 
$21,917,261.  This fiscal year's projected total receipts per the budget are $3,082,460.

     City of Beaverton
     Washington County

Recap by Dwelling



Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District
Systems Development Charge -  Monthly Accounting, Year-to-Date FY 2007-08

City of Beaverton Collection of S.D.C.'s

Unit Rate    Revenue      Collection Fee       Total
Improvement 

Fee (1)
Reimbursemen

t Fee (1)
Collection/ 

Admin Fee (1) Total SDC Fee
607 Single Family Units 1,891.50 1,147,194.75 35,480.25 1,182,675.00 1,048,032.00 27,292.50 107,350.50 1,182,675.00
138 Single Family Units 2,102.96 290,208.48 8,975.52 299,184.00 265,123.05 6,904.25 27,156.70 299,184.00
327 Single Family Units 2,203.84 720,655.68 22,288.32 742,944.00 658,362.68 17,144.86 67,436.46 742,944.00
15 Single Family Units 489.09 7,336.35 221.45 7,557.80 6,697.37 174.41 686.02 7,557.80

331 Single Family Units 2,327.03 770,250.47 23,818.53 794,069.00 703,667.30 18,324.67 72,077.03 794,069.00
205 Single Family Units 2,457.01 503,687.05 15,577.95 519,265.00 460,148.68 11,983.04 47,133.28 519,265.00
281 Single Family Units 2,638.40 741,390.40 22,929.60 764,320.00 677,305.11 17,638.15 69,376.74 764,320.00
303 Single Family Units 2,891.57 876,145.71 27,097.29 903,243.00 800,412.26 20,844.11 81,986.64 903,243.00
167 Single Family Units 3,466.78 578,952.26 17,905.74 596,858.00 528,908.00 13,773.90 54,176.09 596,858.00

Single Family Units 6,674.47 86,768.11 1,410.89 88,179.00 78,140.16 2,034.95 8,003.90 88,179.00
464 Multi-family Units  1,454.03 674,669.92 20,866.08 695,536.00 545,663.32 86,768.81 63,103.87 695,536.00

0 Multi-family Units  1,616.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0 Less Credits (7,957.55) (229.36) (8,186.91) (6,422.81) (1,021.33) (742.77) -8,186.91

110 Multi-family Units  1,694.59 186,404.90 5,765.10 192,170.00 150,761.60 23,973.40 17,435.00 192,170.00
74 Multi-family Units  1,789.65 132,434.10 4,095.90 136,530.00 107,110.79 17,032.25 12,386.96 136,530.00

245 Multi-family Units  1,889.56 462,942.20 14,317.80 477,260.00 374,420.99 59,538.66 43,300.36 477,260.00
68 Multi-family Units  2,029.24 137,988.32 4,267.68 142,256.00 111,602.97 17,746.58 12,906.45 142,256.00

308 Multi-family Units  2,224.21 685,056.68 21,187.32 706,244.00 554,063.22 88,104.65 64,075.50 706,244.00
0 Multi-family Units  2,445.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

102 Multi-family Units  2,666.53 271,986.06 8,411.94 280,398.00 219,977.84 34,979.93 25,439.67 280,398.00
Multi-family Units  4,989.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

167 Non-residential Various 341,424.15 10,159.82 351,583.97 319,624.99 0.00 31,958.98 351,583.97
3,912   Total 8,607,538.04 264,547.82 8,872,085.87 7,603,599.52 463,237.79 805,247.38 8,872,085.87

Washington County Collection of S.D.C.'s  Revenue

Unit Rate    Revenue Collection Fee       Total
Improvement 

Fee (1)
Reimbursemen

t Fee (1)
Collection/ 

Admin Fee (1) Total SDC Fee
1,916 Single Family Units 1,891.50 3,624,114.00 112,086.00 3,736,200.00 3,310,848.00 86,220.00 339,132.00 3,736,200.00

(91) Less SFR Credits 1,891.50 (172,126.50) (5,323.50) (177,450.00) (177,450.00) 0.00 0.00 -177,450.00
351 Single Family Units 2,102.96 738,138.96 22,829.04 760,968.00 674,334.72 17,560.80 69,072.48 760,968.00
(91) Less SFR Credits 2,102.96 (191,369.36) (5,918.64) (197,288.00) (174,827.52) (4,552.80) (17,907.68) -197,288.00
741 Single Family Units 2,203.84 1,633,036.71 50,515.29 1,683,552.00 1,491,886.08 38,851.20 152,814.72 1,683,552.00

(118) Less SFR Credits 2,203.84 (260,053.12) (8,042.88) (268,096.00) (237,574.30) (6,186.83) (24,334.87) -268,096.00
714 Single Family Units 2,327.03 1,661,582.84 51,294.16 1,712,877.00 1,517,872.54 39,527.93 155,476.53 1,712,877.00
666 Single Family Units 2,457.01 1,636,368.66 50,609.34 1,686,978.00 1,494,922.04 38,930.26 153,125.70 1,686,978.00
523 Single Family Units 2,638.40 1,379,883.20 42,676.80 1,422,560.00 1,260,607.02 32,828.31 129,124.67 1,422,560.00
303 Single Family Units 2,981.57 876,145.71 27,097.29 903,243.00 800,412.25 20,844.09 81,986.65 903,243.00
313 Single Family Units 3,466.78 1,085,102.14 33,559.86 1,118,662.00 991,306.64 25,815.66 101,539.70 1,118,662.00
61 Single Family Units 6,674.47 407,142.67 6,620.33 413,763.00 366,657.68 9,548.59 37,556.72 413,763.00

117 Multi-family Units  1,454.03 169,830.51 5,552.49 175,383.00 137,591.83 21,879.20 15,911.97 175,383.00
41 Multi-family Units  1,616.99 66,296.59 2,050.41 68,347.00 53,619.73 8,526.36 6,200.91 68,347.00
68 Multi-family Units  1,694.59 115,232.12 3,563.88 118,796.00 93,198.08 14,819.92 10,778.00 118,796.00

194 Multi-family Units  1,789.65 347,192.10 10,737.90 357,930.00 280,803.97 44,652.13 32,473.90 357,930.00
(24) Less MFR Credits 1,789.65 (47,323.24) (1,463.61) (48,786.85) (38,274.36) (6,086.21) (4,426.28) -48,786.85
508 Multi-family Units  1,889.56 959,896.48 29,687.52 989,584.00 776,350.46 123,451.60 89,781.94 989,584.00
563 Multi-family Units  2,029.24 1,142,101.28 35,322.58 1,177,423.86 923,714.97 146,884.81 106,819.67 1,177,423.86
139 Multi-family Units  2,224.21 309,165.19 9,561.81 318,727.00 250,048.34 39,761.51 28,917.11 318,727.00
118 Multi-family Units  2,666.53 314,650.54 9,731.46 324,382.00 254,484.48 40,466.98 29,430.21 324,382.00
37 Multi-family Units  4,989.86 184,624.82 3,002.18 187,627.00 147,197.14 23,406.64 17,022.84 187,627.00

 0 Manufactured Housing 1,483.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0 Manufactured Housing 2,039.91 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Manufactured Housing 2,445.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ort,  May 2008, Page 2 of 2Non-residential       Various 178,907.03 5,294.05 184,201.08 167,457.20 0.00 16,743.88 184,201.08

7,049   Total 16,158,539.33 491,043.76 16,649,583.09 14,365,186.99 757,150.15 1,527,240.77 16,649,583.09

Recap by Agency    Revenue      Collection Fee        Total      Percent
Improvement 

Fee (1)
Reimbursemen

t Fee (1)
Collection/ 

Admin Fee (1) Total SDC Fee
City of Beaverton 8,607,538.04 264,547.82 8,872,085.87 34.76% 7,603,599.52 463,237.79 805,247.38 8,872,085.87
Washington County 16,158,539.33 491,043.76 16,649,583.09 65.24% 14,365,186.99 757,150.15 1,527,240.77 16,649,583.09

  Total 24,766,077.37 755,591.58 25,521,668.96 21,968,786.51 1,220,387.94 2,332,488.15 25,521,668.96

Add Allocation of interest earned 1,868,611.51 1,457,806.53 166,389.13 244,415.68 1,868,611.51
Grant rec'd (Wa Cty) & Coparanis pledge 24,000.00 24,000.00

Less SDC Credits for Land Donation Paid in Cash (1,215,149.84) (736,652.08) 0.00 (478,497.76) (1,215,149.84)
Refunds of SFR Fees Collected in Error (364,207.02) (305,148.23) 2,727.21 (61,786.00) (364,207.02)
Administrative Costs Paid (18.65) 0.00 0.00 (18.65) (18.65)
Collection Fees paid to City and County (755,591.59) 0.00 0.00 (755,591.59) (755,591.59)

0.00 0.00 0.00
Project Costs 0.00 0.00 0.00

Inger Land Acquisition (690,517.55) (690,517.55) 0.00 0.00 (690,517.55)
Husen Land Acquisition (448,254.93) (448,254.93) 0.00 0.00 (448,254.93)
Fanno Trail Matching (152,042.34) (152,042.34) 0.00 0.00 (152,042.34)
Stover/JQAY Acquisition (164,160.04) (164,160.04) 0.00 0.00 (164,160.04)
PGE Land Acquisition (3,500.00) (3,500.00) 0.00 0.00 (3,500.00)
Rock Creek/Bethany (775,329.38) (775,329.38) 0.00 0.00 (775,329.38)
Camp Rivendale (628,794.95) (628,794.95) 0.00 0.00 (628,794.95)
Conestoga Play Structure (27,951.70) (27,951.70) 0.00 0.00 (27,951.70)
Synthetic Turf Project (315,242.42) (315,242.42) 0.00 0.00 (315,242.42)
Stuhr Building Expansion (148,261.65) (148,261.65) 0.00 0.00 (148,261.65)
Bluffs Park Development (107,645.65) (107,645.65) 0.00 0.00 (107,645.65)
Foege Park Development (130,871.23) (130,871.23) 0.00 0.00 (130,871.23)
Kelvin Land Acquisition (46,448.00) (46,448.00) 0.00 0.00 (46,448.00)
Beaverton Pwrln Trail (1,084,641.93) (1,084,641.93) 0.00 0.00 (1,084,641.93)
Kaiser Woods (1,016,829.86) (1,016,829.86) 0.00 0.00 (1,016,829.86)
PCC Athletic Fields MP & Construction (9,403,391.84) (9,403,391.84) 0.00 0.00 (9,403,391.84)
Synthetic Turf Field 2 (531,551.57) (531,551.57) 0.00 0.00 (531,551.57)
Winkleman Land Acquisition (27,000.00) (27,000.00) 0.00 0.00 (27,000.00)
BSD Synth Turf Field Matching Funds (200,000.00) (200,000.00) 0.00 0.00 (200,000.00)
Nature Park Infrastructure (98,362.62) (98,362.62) 0.00 0.00 (98,362.62)
HMT Play Structure Phase II (135,277.74) (135,277.74) 0.00 0.00 (135,277.74)
Other Land Acquisition (thru FY07) (627,196.85) (627,196.85) 0.00 0.00 (627,196.85)
Novice Skate Park (138,637.20) (138,637.20) 0.00 0.00 (138,637.20)
CRA Backyard Master Plan (103,987.26) (103,987.26) 0.00 0.00 (103,987.26)
Mt. Williams Land Acquisition (1,600,220.00) (1,600,220.00) 0.00 0.00 (1,600,220.00)
Tennis Air Structure (528,651.17) (528,651.17) 0.00 0.00 (528,651.17)
Lowami Hart Woods Phase I (48,429.63) (48,429.63) 0.00 0.00 (48,429.63)
Garden Home Parking Lot Expansion (283,165.78) (283,165.78) 0.00 0.00 (283,165.78)
Aloha Park School Fields Restoration (107,196.50) (107,196.50) 0.00 0.00 (107,196.50)
Old Wagon Trail Rplcemnt Design (33,827.20) (33,827.20)         0.00 0.00 (33,827.20)
Land Acquisition (thru FY08) (33,540.80) (33,540.80)         0.00 0.00 (33,540.80)
Rystadt Property Acquisition (88,001.85) (88,001.85)         0.00 0.00 (88,001.85)
March Property Acquisition (932,569.52) (932,569.52) 0.00 0.00 (932,569.52)
Brady Property Acquisition (850,650.19) (850,650.19) 0.00 0.00 (850,650.19)
Nopper/Turner Property Acquisition (268,913.37) (268,913.37) 0.00 0.00 (268,913.37)

Total SDC Fund Cash Increase (Decrease 3,298,250.65 603,730.01 1,389,504.28 1,281,009.83 3,298,250.65
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