
           

TIGARD CITY COUNCIL, LOCAL CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD AND CITY CENTER
DEVELOPMENT AGENCY    Revised 6/8/12 -Agenda Item Summaries added for Items 3.D.3 and 7
MEETING DATE AND TIME: June 12, 2012 - 6:30 p.m. Study Session; 7:30 p.m. Business Meeting
MEETING LOCATION: City of Tigard - Town Hall - 13125 SW Hall Blvd., Tigard, OR 97223
PUBLIC NOTICE:
Anyone wishing to speak on an agenda item should sign on the appropriate sign-up sheet(s). If no sheet is available,
ask to be recognized by the Mayor at the beginning of that agenda item. Citizen Communication items are asked to
be two minutes or less. Longer matters can be set for a future Agenda by contacting either the Mayor or the City
Manager.

Times noted are estimated; it is recommended that persons interested in testifying be present by 7:15 p.m. to sign in
on the testimony sign-in sheet. Business agenda items can be heard in any order after 7:30 p.m.

Assistive Listening Devices are available for persons with impaired hearing and should be scheduled for Council
meetings by noon on the Monday prior to the Council meeting. Please call 503-639-4171, ext. 2410 (voice) or
503-684-2772 (TDD - Telecommunications Devices for the Deaf).

Upon request, the City will also endeavor to arrange for the following services:

•        Qualified sign language interpreters for persons with speech or hearing impairments; and

•        Qualified bilingual interpreters.

Since these services must be scheduled with outside service providers, it is important to allow as much lead time as
possible. Please notify the City of your need by 5:00 p.m. on the Thursday preceding the meeting by calling:
503-639-4171, ext. 2410 (voice) or 503-684-2772 (TDD - Telecommunications Devices for the Deaf).

 
SEE ATTACHED AGENDA

 

VIEW LIVE VIDEO STREAMING ONLINE:  
http://www.tvctv.org/government-programming/government-meetings/tigard
 
CABLE VIEWERS: The regular City Council meeting is shown live on Channel 28 at 7:30 p.m. The meeting will be
rebroadcast at the following times on Channel 28:

 Thursday       6:00 p.m.

 Friday          10:00 p.m.

            Sunday       11:00 a.m.

            Monday       6:00 a.m.

http://www.tvctv.org/government-programming/government-meetings/tigard


TIGARD CITY COUNCIL, LOCAL CONTRACT REVIEW BOARD AND CITY CENTER
DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
MEETING DATE AND TIME: June 12, 2012 - 6:30 p.m. Study Session; 7:30 p.m. Business Meeting
MEETING LOCATION: City of Tigard - Town Hall - 13125 SW Hall Blvd., Tigard, OR 97223
             

6:30  PM
 
 

STUDY SESSION
 

A.   Briefing on an Intergovernmental Agreement with Oregon Department of Transportation Regarding
Main Street Gateways and Fanno Creek Trail

 

B.   Briefing on the Proposed Intergovernmental Agreement with Clean Water Services to Develop a Plan
District for the Durham Wastewater Treatment Facility

 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: The Tigard City Council may go into Executive Session. If an Executive Session
is called to order, the appropriate ORS citation will be announced identifying the applicable statute. All
discussions are confidential and those present may disclose nothing from the Session. Representatives of the
news media are allowed to attend Executive Sessions, as provided by ORS 192.660(4), but must not
disclose any information discussed. No Executive Session may be held for the purpose of taking any final
action or making any final decision. Executive Sessions are closed to the public.

 

7:30 PM
 

1. BUSINESS MEETING
 

A. Call to Order
 

B. Roll Call
 

C. Pledge of Allegiance
 

D. Council Communications & Liaison Reports:  Councilor Buehner
 

E. Call to Council and Staff for Non-Agenda Items
 

 

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATION (Two Minutes or Less, Please)
7:35 p.m. - estimated time

 

A. Follow-up to Previous Citizen Communication
 

B. Tigard Area Chamber of Commerce - Report from Chamber CEO Debi Mollahan
 

C. Citizen Communication – Sign Up Sheet



 

3. CONSENT AGENDA: (Tigard City Council and Local Contract Review Board) - These items are
considered routine and may be enacted in one motion without separate discussion. Anyone may
request that an item be removed by motion for discussion and separate action. Motion to:
7:40 p.m. - estimated time

 

A.   Approve City Council Meeting Minutes for: 

1.  April 24, 2012
2.  May 8, 2012

 

B.   Receive and File:

1. Council Calendar 
2. Tentative Agenda 

 

C.   Receive and File:  2011 Annual Solid Waste Financial Report
 

D. Local Contract Review Board:
 

1.   Award Contract for Services Related to the Printing and Mailing of the City's Monthly Cityscape
Newsletter to Precision Graphics

 

2.   Authorize the Mayor to Execute an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Oregon Department of
Transportation Regarding the Construction and Maintenance of Main Street Gateways and Fanno
Creek Trail

 

3.   Authorize the City Manager to Execute an Intergovernmental Agreement Between the City of Tigard
and Clean Water Services to Allow the Agencies to Jointly Prepare and Propose a Plan District
Designation for Clean Water Services Property Occupied by the Durham Advanced Wastewater
Treatment Facility

 

Consent Agenda - Items Removed for Separate Discussion:  Any items requested to be removed from the
Consent Agenda for separate discussion will be considered immediately after the Council/City Center
Development Agency has voted on those items which do not need discussion.

 

4.   INFORMATIONAL PUBLIC HEARING:  CONSIDER A RESOLUTION ADOPTING PARK
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGE (SDC) METHODOLOGY
7:45 p.m. - estimated time

 

5.   PUBLIC COMMENT ITEM:  CONSIDER AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TIGARD
MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 15.06.100 TO CLARIFY PAYMENT SCHEDULES AND
INCREASE ELECTRIC FRANCHISE FEE 1.5 PERCENT
8:15 p.m. - estimated time

 

6.   PUBLIC COMMENT ITEM: CONSIDER AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PGE FRANCHISE
ORDINANCE TO RECOGNIZE IMPLEMENTATION OF 1.5 PERCENT FRANCHISE FEE
INCREASE
8:25 p.m. - estimated time

 

7.   CONSIDER A RESOLUTION ENDORSING THE SUBMITTAL OF A TRANSPORTATION
AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT (TGM) GRANT APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT OF A
TIGARD TRIANGLE AREA PLAN
8:35 p.m. - estimated time

 



 

8.   PUBLIC HEARING - CONSIDER A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THAT THE CITY OF
TIGARD PROVIDES SERVICES QUALIFYING FOR STATE-SHARED REVENUES
8:40 p.m. - estimated time

 

9.   PUBLIC HEARING - CONSIDER A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF TIGARD'S
ELECTION TO RECEIVE STATE REVENUE SHARING
8:45 p.m. - estimated time

 

10.   CONSIDER A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE CITYWIDE MASTER FEES AND CHARGES
SCHEDULE REPLACING RESOLUTION NO. 11-22 AND ALL SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS
TO DATE
8:50 p.m. - estimated time

 

11.   CONSIDER A MOTION AMENDING THE CITY MANAGER EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT
9:00 p.m. - estimated time

 

12.   PUBLIC HEARING - CONSIDER A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE CITY OF TIGARD
FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 BUDGET, MAKING APPROPRIATIONS, DECLARING THE AD
VALOREM TAX LEVY, AND CLASSIFYING THE LEVY AS PROVIDED BY ORS 310.060(2) 
9:05 p.m. - estimated time

 

CITY CENTER DEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING - FY 2012-13 BUDGET ADOPTION
 

13.   PUBLIC HEARING - CONSIDER A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013
CITY CENTER DEVELOPMENT AGENCY BUDGET, WITH ADJUSTMENTS, MAKING
APPROPRIATIONS, AND IMPOSING AND CATEGORIZING TAXES
9:20 p.m. - estimated time

 

14. COUNCIL LIAISON REPORTS
 

15. NON AGENDA ITEMS
 

16. EXECUTIVE SESSION: The Tigard City Council may go into Executive Session. If an Executive
Session is called to order, the appropriate ORS citation will be announced identifying the applicable
statute. All discussions are confidential and those present may disclose nothing from the Session.
Representatives of the news media are allowed to attend Executive Sessions, as provided by ORS
192.660(4), but must not disclose any information discussed. No Executive Session may be held for
the purpose of taking any final action or making any final decision. Executive Sessions are closed to
the public.

 

17. ADJOURNMENT
9:30 p.m. - estimated time

 



   

AIS-846       A.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 10 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Briefing on an Intergovernmental Agreement with Oregon Department of Transportation
Regarding Main Street Gateways and Fanno Creek Trail 

Prepared For: Kim McMillan Submitted By: Greer Gaston, Public Works
Item Type:  Update, Discussion, Direct Staff Meeting Type:  Council Business Mtg - Study

Sess.

Information
ISSUE 
The council will be briefed on an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with Oregon Department of Transportation
(ODOT) regarding the construction and maintenance of Main Street gateways and Fanno Creek Trail.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
No action is requested during this study session briefing; consideration of the IGA appears on the council's consent
agenda.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
Background

Staff is working on two projects in or near Downtown Tigard—the Main Street Green Street project and
the Fanno Creek Trail project (from Main Street to Grant Avenue). Each project involves construction within
an ODOT right-of-way and /or easement. 
The Main Street Green Street project includes improvements on Main Street at the north and south
intersections with Pacific Highway. The improvements, which will be located in ODOT's right-of-way,
 include enhanced landscaping, stone gateway signage and lighting. 
The Fanno Creek Trail project  includes improvements to a segment of trail which goes under the Pacific
Highway overpass. The trail is in poor condition and is slated to be replaced. The city also plans to
add lighting to the under-structure of Pacific Highway to illuminate the trail. The trail segment is located
within an ODOT-held easement and in ODOT's right-of-way.
ODOT has indicated the city may construct the gateway and trail improvements if: 

The city obtains a right-of-way permit(s) from ODOT.
The city executes the attached IGA.
 

Summary of the IGA
Under the IGA, the city:

Is responsible for all project costs.
Agrees to complete the projects within five years.
Has sole responsibility for the maintenance of the improvements.
Will pay all utility costs arising from the improvements.
Must comply with ODOT's insurance requirements.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
The council could decide not to enter into the IGA, and the city would not construct the gateway and trail
improvements. ODOT requires an IGA for improvements to be constructed in its right-of-way/easement.



COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
2012 Council Goal 1.c. — "Deliver on the promise of the voter-approved park bond by identifying all
acquisition opportunities and completing the majority of park land acquisitions and improvements by the end of
2012."

The trail project is one of the improvements that will be funded, in part, by proceeds from the park bond. 

Long-Term Council Goal — "Continue implementing the Downtown Urban Renewal Plan."

The gateway and trail improvements are consistent with the City Center Urban Renewal Plan and the Tigard
Downtown Improvement Plan.

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
This is the first time this IGA has come before the council.

Fiscal Impact

Cost: 0
Budgeted (yes or no): N/A
Where Budgeted (department/program): N/A

Additional Fiscal Notes:
There is no direct fiscal impact associated with this IGA. 

Assuming the IGA is approved, and the Main Street Green Street and Fanno Creek Trail projects move forward,
the city will be responsible for all construction costs along with future costs to maintain the landscaping, signage,
trail and lighting. 

Both the Main Street Green Street and Fanno Creek Trail projects are included in the city's 2011-2016 Capital
Improvement Plan and in the proposed 2012-2017 Capital Improvement Plan.

Attachments
IGA



Misc. Contract & Agreement 
No. 28,303 

 
 

MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 
99W at Main Street Gateway Treatments 

City of Tigard 
 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between the STATE OF OREGON, 
acting by and through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as 
"ODOT;” and the City of Tigard, acting through its elected officials, hereinafter referred to 
as "City,” both herein referred to individually or collectively as “Party” or “Parties.” 

RECITALS 

1. Pacific West Highway, also known as OR 99W, is a part of the state highway system 
under the jurisdiction and control of the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC).  
SW Main Street is a part of the city street system under the jurisdiction of City.   

2. By the authority granted in Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 190.110, state agencies 
may enter into agreements with units of local government for the performance of any 
or all functions and activities that a Party to the agreement, its officers, or agents 
have the authority to perform.  

3. City is constructing gateway improvements on both ends of SW Main Street and 
making improvements on the Fanno Creek Trail underneath the 99W bridge 
structure.  The improvements and lighting will touch and affect 99W and will require 
continued maintenance work after construction and installation is complete.    

NOW THEREFORE, the premises being in general as stated in the foregoing Recitals, it 
is agreed by and between the Parties hereto as follows: 

TERMS OF AGREEMENT 

1. Under such authority, ODOT and City agree to City’s construction of gateway 
improvements on SW Main Street at the north and south intersections of 99W, and 
City’s replacement of the pavement trail with an eight (8) foot wide concrete pathway 
and lighting along the Fanno Creek Trail underneath the 99W bridge structure from 
Main Street to George Morlan Plumbing hereinafter referred to as “Project.”  The 
gateway improvements shall include trees and other plantings, irrigation facilities, 
entry signs, lighting, and artwork or gateway features. The Parties agree to abide by 
the maintenance responsibilities for the landscape improvements made on 99W and 
the intersection of SW Main Street and the maintenance responsibilities associated 
with the reconstruction of the trail underneath 99W from SW Main Street to George 
Morlan Plumbing.  The location of the area described in this Agreement is 
approximately as shown on the sketch map attached hereto, marked Exhibit A, and 
by this reference made a part hereof.  

2. City shall be responsible for all construction, maintenance, water, and electrical 
costs for the Project. 



City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

3. This Agreement shall become effective on the date all required signatures are 
obtained and shall remain in effect for the purpose of ongoing maintenance 
responsibilities for the useful life of the facilities constructed as part of the Project or 
until ODOT requires the right of way for roadway purposes.  The useful life is defined 
as twenty (20) calendar years.  The Project shall be completed within five (5) 
calendar years following the date of final execution of this Agreement by both 
Parties. 

CITY OBLIGATIONS 

1. Upon obtaining a permit to “Occupy or Perform Operations upon a ODOT Highway” 
from assigned ODOT District 2B Project Manager, the City shall, at no cost to 
ODOT, be responsible for construction, maintenance, any necessary replacement, 
electrical costs, and water for any landscape improvements, art, or gateway features 
constructed on both ends of SW Main Street at the intersection of 99W, and for the 
replacement of the asphalt trail and lighting installed underneath the 99W bridge 
from SW Main Street to George Morlan Plumbing building location within the Project 
limits on ODOT right of way. City shall submit a list of all plantings City intends to be 
planted for the Project for ODOT approval.   

2. City agrees to comply with all provisions of ODOT issued permits and shall require 
its contractors, subcontractors, or consultants performing work on the Project within 
state right of way to comply with such provisions. 

3. City shall, upon ODOT’s written review and concurrence of final plans, prepare the 
contract and bidding documents, advertise for construction bid proposals, award all 
contracts, pay all contractor costs, furnish all construction engineering, field testing 
of materials, technical inspection, and Project manager services for administration of 
the contract. 

4. The Project shall be maintained at the same level of service as are similar City 
facilities, with the following exceptions as applicable to the Project:  

a. To meet the sight distance needs on OR 99W the following shall be 
maintained as follows: roadside vegetation shall be no higher than 
eighteen (18) inches; there shall be few obstructions in the clear zone; and 
vegetation shall not impede traffic movement and operation along the 
Highways.  

b. Maintenance of landscape shall include replacement of dead or dying 
plants and trees, removal of litter, removal of weeds or weed control, 
removal of plants ODOT has determined to be target weed or invasive 
species, and tree trimming to maintain a seventeen (17) foot clear zone in 
the travel lane, leaf removal, mulching, and irrigation for healthy 
sustainability of plantings. 
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City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

c. To ensure safety of the traveling public, the trees planted and maintained 
by City within the Project boundaries shall not block, impede or 
unreasonably limit the peripheral vantage point of the driving public.   

5. City will maintain, at no cost to ODOT, the Fanno Creek Trail that runs on ODOT 
right of way at the same level of service as the rest of the trail.  This includes 
sweeping, signage, plant pruning and lighting. 

6. City shall, at no cost to ODOT, be responsible for 100 percent of maintenance, 
water, and electrical costs associated with the Project. City shall ensure that the 
water and power companies send water and electrical bills directly to City. All water 
and electrical systems necessary to maintain the Project shall be separate from 
ODOT systems. 

7. Illumination Maintenance shall meet ODOT’s current illumination policy, available 
through the District 2B or Region 1 Traffic section.  Illumination installation shall 
meet current ODOT standards of construction practice and current illumination 
policy. 

8. City shall be responsible for 100 percent of any maintenance and electrical energy 
costs associated with the lighting installed as a part of the City illumination plan for 
the Project. City shall request that the power company shall send power bills directly 
to City. 

9. City certifies that no right of way acquisition for the state highway is required for this 
Project. 

10. City shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, regulations, executive orders 
and, ordinances applicable to the work under this Agreement, including, without 
limitation, the provisions of ORS 279C.505, 279C.515, 279C.520, 279C.530 and 
279B.270 incorporated herein by reference and made a part hereof.  Without limiting 
the generality of the foregoing, City expressly agrees to comply with (i) Title VI of 
Civil Rights Act of 1964; (ii) Title V and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; 
(iii) the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and ORS 659A.142; (iv) all 
regulations and administrative rules established pursuant to the foregoing laws; and 
(v) all other applicable requirements of federal and state civil rights and rehabilitation 
statutes, rules, and regulations. 

11. City shall construct the Project in accordance with the requirements of ORS 276.071 
including the public contracting laws within ORS Chapters 279A, 279B, and 279C. 

12. If City chooses to assign its contracting responsibilities to a consultant or contractor, 
City shall inform the consultant or contractor of the requirements of ORS 276.071, to 
ensure that the public contracting laws within ORS Chapters 279A, 279B, and 279C 
are followed. 

13. City shall, without expense to ODOT, take all steps necessary to effectively protect 
the adjacent ODOT transportation facilities from any damage or incident from City 

3 



City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

activities within the Project area.  City shall be liable to and shall reimburse ODOT 
for any damage to ODOT’s facilities resulting from or reasonably attributed to City’s 
installation, repair, or landscape maintenance for the Project. 

14. City shall perform the service under this Agreement as an independent contractor 
and shall be exclusively responsible for all costs and expenses related to its 
employment of individuals to perform the work under this Agreement, including, but 
not limited to, retirement contributions, workers compensation, unemployment taxes, 
and state and federal income tax withholdings.  Nothing herein is intended, nor shall 
it be construed, to create between the Parties any relationship of principal and 
agent, partnership, joint venture or any similar relationship, and each Party hereby 
specifically disclaims any such relationship.  

15. All employers, including City, that employ subject workers who work under this 
Agreement in the ODOT of Oregon shall comply with ORS 656.017 and provide the 
required Workers’ Compensation coverage unless such employers are exempt 
under ORS 656.126. Employers Liability insurance with coverage limits of not less 
than $500,000 must be included. City shall ensure that each of its contractors 
complies with these requirements. 

16. City shall require its contractor(s) and subcontractor(s) that are not units of local 
government as defined in ORS 190.003, if any, to indemnify, defend, save and hold 
harmless the ODOT of Oregon, Oregon Transportation Commission and its 
members, Department of Transportation and its officers, employees and agents from 
and against any and all claims, actions, liabilities, damages, losses, or expenses, 
including attorneys’ fees, arising from a tort, as now or hereafter defined in ORS 
30.260, caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in part, by the negligent or 
willful acts or omissions of City's contractor or any of the officers, agents, employees 
or subcontractors of the contractor ("Claims"). It is the specific intention of the 
Parties that ODOT shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely from the 
negligent or willful acts or omissions of the ODOT, be indemnified by the contractor 
and subcontractor from and against any and all Claims. 

17. Any such indemnification shall also provide that neither City's contractor and 
subcontractor nor any attorney engaged by City's contractor and subcontractor shall 
defend any claim in the name of the ODOT of Oregon or any agency of the ODOT of 
Oregon, nor purport to act as legal representative of the ODOT of Oregon or any of 
its agencies, without the prior written consent of the Oregon Attorney General. The 
ODOT of Oregon may, at anytime at its election assume its own defense and 
settlement in the event that it determines that City's contractor is prohibited from 
defending the ODOT of Oregon, or that City's contractor is not adequately defending 
the ODOT of Oregon's interests, or that an important governmental principle is at 
issue or that it is in the best interests of the ODOT of Oregon to do so. The ODOT of 
Oregon reserves all rights to pursue claims it may have against City's contractor if 
the ODOT of Oregon elects to assume its own defense. 
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City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

18. City acknowledges and agrees that ODOT, the Oregon Secretary of ODOT's Office, 
the federal government, and their duly authorized representatives shall have access 
to the books, documents, papers, and records of City which are directly pertinent to 
the specific Agreement for the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and 
transcripts for a period of six (6) years after final payment (or completion of Project -- 
if applicable.) Copies of applicable records shall be made available upon request. 
Payment for costs of copies is reimbursable by ODOT. 

19. If City enters into a construction contract for performance of work on the Project, 
then City will require its contractor to provide the following: 

a. Contractor shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless ODOT from and against all 
claims, suits, actions, losses, damages, liabilities, costs and expenses of any 
nature whatsoever resulting from, arising out of, or relating to the activities of 
Contractor or its officers, employees, subcontractors, or agents under the 
resulting contract. 

b. Contractor and City shall name ODOT as a third party beneficiary of the resulting 
contract.   

c. Commercial General Liability. Contractor shall obtain, at Contractor’s expense, 
and keep in effect during the term of the resulting contract, Commercial General 
Liability Insurance covering bodily injury and property damage in a form and with 
coverages that are satisfactory to ODOT. This insurance will include personal 
and advertising injury liability, products and completed operations. Coverage may 
be written in combination with Automobile Liability Insurance (with separate 
limits). Coverage will be written on an occurrence basis. If written in conjunction 
with Automobile Liability the combined single limit per occurrence will not be less 
than $ 1,000,000 for each job site or location. Each annual aggregate limit will 
not be less than $ 2,000,000.  

d. Automobile Liability. Contractor shall obtain, at Contractor’s expense, and keep 
in effect during the term of the resulting contract, Commercial Business 
Automobile Liability Insurance covering all owned, non-owned, or hired vehicles. 
This coverage may be written in combination with the Commercial General 
Liability Insurance (with separate limits). Combined single limit per occurrence 
will not be less than $1,000,000. 

e. Additional Insured. The liability insurance coverage, except Professional Liability, 
Errors and Omissions, or Workers’ Compensation, if included, required for 
performance of the resulting contract will include ODOT and its divisions, officers 
and employees as Additional Insured but only with respect to Contractor’s 
activities to be performed under the resulting contract. Coverage will be primary 
and non-contributory with any other insurance and self-insurance. 

f. Notice of Cancellation or Change. There shall be no cancellation, material 
change, potential exhaustion of aggregate limits or non-renewal of insurance 
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City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

coverage(s) without thirty (30) days written notice from Contractor’s or its 
insurer(s) to ODOT. Any failure to comply with the reporting provisions of this 
clause will constitute a material breach of the resulting contract and will be 
grounds for immediate termination of the resulting contract and this Agreement. 

20. City certifies, at the time this Agreement is executed, that sufficient funds are 
available and authorized for expenditure to finance costs of this Agreement within 
City’s current appropriation or limitation of current biennial budget. 

21. City certifies and represents that the individual(s) signing this Agreement has been 
authorized to enter into and execute this Agreement on behalf of City, under the 
direction or approval of its governing body, commission, board, officers, members or 
representatives, and to legally bind City. 

22. City’s contact person for all notifications regarding this Agreement is Kim McMillan, 
13125 SW Hall Blvd., Tigard, OR 97223, 503-718-2642, kim@tigard-or.gov, or 
assigned designee upon individual’s absence. City shall notify the other Party in 
writing of any contact information changes during the term of this Agreement.  

ODOT OBLIGATIONS 

1. ODOT hereby grants City and its contractors the right to enter onto and occupy 
ODOT right of way upon issuance of ODOT-required permits for the performance of 
necessary preliminary engineering, construction, and maintenance of the Project.   

2. ODOT’s District 2B Project Manager, or designee, shall issue the required permits 
and, at Project expense, review and concur with any proposed landscaping activities 
within the Project area. 

3. ODOT shall, without expense to City, take all steps necessary to effectively protect 
the adjacent City landscape facilities from any damage or incident from ODOT 
activities within the Project area.  ODOT shall be liable to and shall reimburse City 
for any damage to City’s facilities resulting from or attributed to ODOT activities in 
the Project area. 

4. ODOT shall continue to provide ongoing roadway maintenance on 99W from face of 
curb to face of curb within Project area identified in Exhibit A.  

5. ODOT’s Project Manager for this Project is Michael Strauch, 9200 SE Lawnfield Rd., 
Clackamas, OR 97015, 971-673-6200, michael.l.strauch@odot.state.or.us, or 
assigned designee upon individual’s absence. ODOT shall notify the other Party in 
writing of any contact information changes during the term of this Agreement.  

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

1. This Agreement may be terminated by mutual written consent of both Parties.  
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City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

2. ODOT may terminate this Agreement effective upon delivery of written notice to City, 
or at such later date as may be established by ODOT, under any of the following 
conditions: 

a. If City fails to provide services called for by this Agreement within the 
time specified herein or any extension thereof. 

b. If City fails to perform any of the other provisions of this Agreement, or 
so fails to pursue the work as to endanger performance of this 
Agreement in accordance with its terms, and after receipt of written 
notice from ODOT fails to correct such failures within ten (10) days or 
such longer period as ODOT may authorize. 

c. If City fails to provide payment of its share of the cost of the Project. 

d. If federal or state laws, regulations or guidelines are modified or 
interpreted in such a way that either the work under this Agreement is 
prohibited or ODOT is prohibited from paying for such work from the 
planned funding source.  

3. Any termination of this Agreement shall not prejudice any rights or obligations 
accrued to the Parties prior to termination. 

4. If any third party makes any claim or brings any action, suit or proceeding alleging a 
tort as now or hereafter defined in ORS 30.260 ("Third Party Claim") against ODOT 
or City with respect to which the other Party may have liability, the notified Party 
must promptly notify the other Party in writing of the Third Party Claim and deliver to 
the other Party a copy of the claim, process, and all legal pleadings with respect to 
the Third Party Claim. Each Party is entitled to participate in the defense of a Third 
Party Claim, and to defend a Third Party Claim with counsel of its own choosing. 
Receipt by a Party of the notice and copies required in this paragraph and 
meaningful opportunity for the Party to participate in the investigation, defense and 
settlement of the Third Party Claim with counsel of its own choosing are conditions 
precedent to that Party's liability with respect to the Third Party Claim.  

5. With respect to a Third Party Claim for which ODOT is jointly liable with City (or 
would be if joined in the Third Party Claim), ODOT shall contribute to the amount of 
expenses (including attorneys' fees), judgments, fines and amounts paid in 
settlement actually and reasonably incurred and paid or payable by City in such 
proportion as is appropriate to reflect the relative fault of ODOT on the one hand and 
of City on the other hand in connection with the events which resulted in such 
expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts, as well as any other relevant 
equitable considerations. The relative fault of ODOT on the one hand and of City on 
the other hand shall be determined by reference to, among other things, the Parties' 
relative intent, knowledge, access to information and opportunity to correct or 
prevent the circumstances resulting in such expenses, judgments, fines or 
settlement amounts. ODOT’s contribution amount in any instance is capped to the 
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same extent it would have been capped under Oregon law, including the Oregon 
Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 to 30.300, if ODOT had sole liability in the proceeding.  

6. With respect to a Third Party Claim for which City is jointly liable with ODOT (or 
would be if joined in the Third Party Claim), City shall contribute to the amount of 
expenses (including attorneys' fees), judgments, fines and amounts paid in 
settlement actually and reasonably incurred and paid or payable by ODOT in such 
proportion as is appropriate to reflect the relative fault of City on the one hand and of 
ODOT on the other hand in connection with the events which resulted in such 
expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts, as well as any other relevant 
equitable considerations. The relative fault of City on the one hand and of ODOT on 
the other hand shall be determined by reference to, among other things, the Parties' 
relative intent, knowledge, access to information and opportunity to correct or 
prevent the circumstances resulting in such expenses, judgments, fines or 
settlement amounts. City's contribution amount in any instance is capped to the 
same extent it would have been capped under Oregon law, including the Oregon 
Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 to 30.300, if it had sole liability in the proceeding.  

7. The Parties shall attempt in good faith to resolve any dispute arising out of this 
Agreement. In addition, the Parties may agree to utilize a jointly selected mediator or 
arbitrator (for non-binding arbitration) to resolve the dispute short of litigation.  

8. If City fails to maintain facilities in accordance with the terms of this Agreement, 
ODOT, at its option, may maintain the facility and bill City, seek an injunction to 
enforce the duties and obligations of this Agreement or take any other action allowed 
by law. 

9. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts (facsimile or otherwise) all 
of which when taken together shall constitute one agreement binding on all Parties, 
notwithstanding that all Parties are not signatories to the same counterpart. Each 
copy of this Agreement so executed shall constitute an original. 

10. This Agreement and attached exhibits constitute the entire agreement between the 
Parties on the subject matter hereof. There are no understandings, agreements, or 
representations, oral or written, not specified herein regarding this Agreement. No 
waiver, consent, modification or change of terms of this Agreement shall bind either 
Party unless in writing and signed by both Parties and all necessary approvals have 
been obtained. Such waiver, consent, modification or change, if made, shall be 
effective only in the specific instance and for the specific purpose given. The failure 
of ODOT to enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver by 
ODOT of that or any other provision. 

THE PARTIES, by execution of this Agreement, hereby acknowledge that their signing 
representatives have read this Agreement, understand it, and agree to be bound by its 
terms and conditions. 
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CITY OF TIGARD, by and through its 
elected officials 

By _______________________________ 
     Mayor 
 

Date _____________________________ 

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL 
SUFFICIENCY 

By _______________________________ 
     Counsel 

Date _____________________________ 

City Contact: 
Kim McMillan 
13125 SW Hall Blvd. 
Tigard, OR 97223 
503-718-2643 
kim@tigard-or.gov 
 
 

STATE OF OREGON, by and through 
its Department of Transportation 

By _______________________________ 
 Region 1 Manager 

Date _____________________________ 

 

APPROVAL RECOMMENDED 

By _______________________________ 
     District 2B Manager 
 
Date ____________________________ 
 
ODOT Contact: 
Michael Strauch 
9200 SE Lawnfield Rd. 
Clackamas, OR 97015 
971-673-6200 
michael.l.strauch@odot.state.or.us 
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EXHIBIT A 
PROJECT LOCATION 

 
 

 

 



   

AIS-943       B.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 10 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Intergovernmental Agreement with Clean Water Services to Develop a Plan District for the
Durham Wastewater Treatment Facility 

Submitted By: Ron Bunch, Community Development
Item Type:  Update, Discussion, Direct Staff Meeting Type:  Council Business Mtg - Study

Sess.

Information
ISSUE 
Receipt of background information and an opportunity to ask questions about the proposed Intergovernmental
Agreement (IGA) between the City and Clean Water Services

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Receive background information and, if desired, ask questions of staff

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
Staff wishes to provide council with background information and an opportunity to ask questions about the
proposed intergovernmental agreement (IGA) between Tigard and Clean Water Services (CWS). 

The purpose of the agreement is to resolve mutual concerns regarding existing and future zoning of the CWS
Durham Advanced Wastewater Treatment Facility. A resolution authorizing the city manager to sign the agreement
is included on the June 12, 2012 consent agenda. 

The topic of land use problems at CWS's Durham facility was discussed at a council executive session in October
2011 This resulted from an earlier CWS proposal to expand a major plant component and staff's determination that
the site's current zoning does not allow wastewater treatment plants. The only land use designation the city has that
would allow a waste water treatment facilities is the heavy industrial zone (I-H). 

Rezoning the property it I-H is not a good option.  The Durham facility is located next to sensitive land uses
including single and multi-family residential, two public schools, Cook Park, and two arterial streets. From a long
term perspective, operation and expansion of large regional sewage treatment facilities as industrial uses often
result in negative impacts on the surrounding community. 

CWS staff at the time indicated their willingness to participate with the city to develop a mutually acceptable
solution and early discussions were held to to discuss developing a Plan District and implementing regulations for
the Durham site. CWS management staff stressed the desire to reach a mutually acceptable solution to the land use
issue.  They also indicated the desire to resolve this issue in a way supported a long term positive relationship
between the CWS and the City.

Council discussed this issue in October 2011 and directed staff to work with CWS ensure that future expansion at
the Durham treatment facility address land use compatibility, aesthetic and natural resource concerns. Other issues
were odor, glare from night lighting and truck traffic. 

The proposed IGA, included as Exhibit "A" of the approving resolution, is intended as a stand-alone document of
limited duration. It does not affect other existing agreements between the two parties, and will sunset at the end of
the project. Completion of the plan district is anticipated during the first-quarter of 2013, but does not bind the city



to a particular timetable or outcome.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
N/A

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
Goal 1b:  Implement Comprehensive Plan Through Code Revisions
Goal 2:  Financial Sustainability

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
October 11, 2011



   

AIS-941       3. A.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): Consent Item  

Agenda Title: Approve City Council Meeting Minutes
Submitted By: Cathy Wheatley, Administrative

Services
Item Type:  Motion Requested Meeting Type:  Consent Agenda

Information
ISSUE 
Approve City Council meeting minutes. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Approve minutes as submitted.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
Attached council minutes are submitted for City Council approval.  (Dates of meetings are listed under
"Attachments" below.)

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
N/A

COUNCIL GOALS, POLICIES, APPROVED MASTER PLANS
N/A

DATES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
N/A

Attachments
April 24, 2012 Minutes
May 8, 2012 Minutes
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City of Tigard  
Tigard City Council Meeting Minutes 
April 24, 2012 

      

Mayor Dirksen called the meeting to order at 6:33 p.m. 

City Council attendance: 
 

   Name    Present   Absent 
  Mayor Dirksen  
   Council President Buehner      
  Councilor Henderson  
  Councilor Wilson  
  Councilor Woodard  

Staff Present:  City Manager Wine, Assistant City Manager Newton, Public Works Director 
Koellermeier, Parks Facilities Manager Martin, Assistant Public Works Director Rager, City Attorney 
Ramis, City Recorder Wheatley 

• STUDY SESSION 
 

A.     Update on Park System Development Charges (SDCs) and Discussion of Park SDC 
Implementation  

 
 Parks Facilities Manager Martin presented the staff report. 
 
 Key Points: 
 

o City Council will be asked to approve the SDC methodology on June 12, 2012. 
o SDCs have been reduced from what the council has seen previously.  The Park 

System Master Plan was completed in 2009; however, after evaluating properties 
under current indices, costs are lower.  Property values are still declining and 
construction costs are starting to increase.  The SDCs will become effective July 1, 
2012. 

o The proposed SDC charges will be at the high-middle of the range of fees charged 
by other jurisdictions in the region. 

Agenda Item No. _____________ 
Meeting of __________________ 
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o Councilor Woodard said he would be more comfortable with a phased-in approach 
to increasing SDC charges.  Councilor Henderson responded to a question from 
Councilor Woodard and advised the fee increase for park SDCs would be 40 
percent.  Councilor Woodard noted concerns regarding sustainability referring to the 
fact that the SDCs will contribute to capital projects and not for maintenance of 
those projects.  Parks Facilities Manager Martin acknowledged this process does not 
address sustainability. 

o Council President Buehner said her concern is that the Park SDC implementation 
should have been completed a year ago, noting there are a variety of reasons 
regarding the delay.   

o Affordability of housing within Tigard was discussed.   
o Council President Buehner made a point that if developers are not asked to pay for 

the impact of new development, then the costs are borne by existing residents.  She 
referred to the history where governing bodies have acquiesced to requests from 
developers and have backed down from asking for the developers to pay a more 
equal share of the costs for new development impacts.  In response to an 
observation by Councilor Wilson,  Parks Facilities Manager Martin said the bond 
costs are backed out of the methodology for determining the SDC charge to avoid a 
double payment by new homeowners (once for the SDC charge which is included in 
the home’s purchase price and once for their share of the costs of the park bond).  
Councilor Wilson pointed out that it is still the residents of Tigard who ultimately 
pay for the infrastructure.  Council President Buehner said her dilemma is who 
should pay for the majority of costs for new development – new residents or existing 
residents. 

o City Manager Wine advised, in response to the discussion about who should bear the 
costs, that this is not necessarily an “either/or” proposition.  SDCs are a tool to help 
finance capital projects. 

o Parks Facilities Manager Martin said purchases have been and are being made from 
the park bond proceeds for the needs of the existing residents.  Any new purchases 
will be made to benefit new residents. 

o Mayor Dirksen said that the need to ask voters to approve the recent park bond 
measure was proof that previous SDC charges were too low because they could not 
keep up with the demands of growth. 

o Public Works Director Koellermeier referred to a white paper being prepared for the 
budget process that will be affected by the decision made by the City Council on this 
matter.  Currently two partially funded parks projects are in the capital improvement 
program.  He recommended, at a minimum, the City Council approve the 
methodology and the capital improvement program for which it was based upon.  
This would allow these projects to be finished. 

o Public Works Director Koellermeier clarified that the matter before the council 
tonight is whether it wants to consider a phased approach to the increase of the SDC 
and, if so, over what time period.  Staff is recommending the phase-in be over a two-
year period.  Mayor Dirksen said he agreed with the recommendation and noted this 
would be an incentive for developers to begin projects now. 
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o Approval of the proposed methodology will be before the City Council at its June 12 
meeting before the budget is adopted.  If the methodology is approved, then the 
capital improvement project proposals within the budget can proceed.   

o After discussion, it was determined the increase would be 20 percent on July 1, 2012 
and 20 percent on July 1, 2013. 

o There was discussion on growth/demographic calculations with Councilor Woodard 
questioning the frequency of re-evaluation of the numbers.  Parks Facilities Manager 
Martin advised the calculations are reassessed every five years. 

o City Attorney Ramis referred to the use of the terminology “adopted level service.”  
This is not strictly a scientific decision formulated by experts; rather, this is a policy 
choice to be made by the City Council.  He said that Councilor Woodard’s point 
about analyzing the demand is critical because it will change over time.  Depending 
upon population characteristics, there will be different needs.  The City Council 
determines where to set the level of service for the community.    Time was spent 
discussing the fact that providing parks is a fairly high priority for the Tigard 
community to be balanced with other community needs.   

o During the discussion, Public Works Director Koellermeier advised that there will be 
an SDC analysis for the River Terrace area. 

o Public Works Director Koellermeier confirmed with the council members that this 
will be brought to the City Council for consideration at its June 12 meeting for a 
two-step phase in, with a 20 percent increase on July 1, 2012 and a 20 percent 
increase on July 1, 2013. 

 
B.      Administrative Items 

 
Mayor Dirksen and City Manager Wine reviewed the council calendar: 
 
• Council Calendar 
  

o April 30, 2012 - Budget Committee Meeting - Public Works Auditorium, 6:30 p.m. 
o May 1, 2012 -   CCDA Meeting - Red Rock Creek Conference Room, 6:30 p.m. 
o May 7, 2012 - Budget Committee Meeting - Public Works Auditorium, 6:30 p.m. 
o May 8, 2012 - City Council -  Town Hall; Study Session at 6:30 p.m., Business Meeting at 

7:30 p.m. 
o May 14, 2012 - Budget Committee Meeting - Public Works Auditorium, 6:30 p.m. (if 

needed) 
o May 15 2012 - City Council - Town Hall - Workshop Meeting - 6:30 p.m. 
o May 22, 2012 - Joint Meeting with Lake Oswego at Lake Oswego, 380 A Avenue; 5:30 

p.m. dinner, 6:30 p.m. Joint Meeting  
• May 24, 2012 - Clean Water Services Tour of Durham Plant - (evening - time to be 

announced)   
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>  The Burnham Street project won a national award, which will be presented in Anaheim, 
California.  Engineering Manager McMillan and Streets and Transportation Senior Project 
Engineer McCarthy will be attending the APWA conference to accept the award. 
 
>  Councilor Henderson noted his surprise that the contractors that chose to bid on the Slurry 
Seal Project Contract were not local.  Public Works Director Koellermeier indicated he did not 
know why local contractors did not choose to bid on this project that was advertised in the Daily 
Journal of Commerce.   
 

Mayor Dirksen read the citation for entering into an Executive Session. 
 

• EXECUTIVE SESSION: The Tigard City Council went into Executive Session at 7:10 p.m. to 
discuss real property transaction negotiations under ORS 192.660(2)(e).   

 
Executive Session concluded at 7:26 p.m. 
 
1.      BUSINESS MEETING - APRIL 24, 2012  
  

A.      Call to Order – Mayor Dirksen called the meeting to order at 7:35 p.m.   
 
B.      Roll Call  

 
   Name    Present   Absent 
  Mayor Dirksen  
   Council President Buehner      
  Councilor Henderson  
  Councilor Wilson  
  Councilor Woodard  

 
C.      Pledge of Allegiance  
 

 
D.      Council Communications & Liaison Reports    
 
 Councilor Woodard advised he would present a report on recent activities of the 

Metropolitan Area Communications Commission. (See Agenda Item No. 6.) 
 
E.      Call to Council and Staff for Non-Agenda Items -  None. 

 
 

 
2.      CITIZEN COMMUNICATION (Two Minutes or Less, Please) 
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A.      Follow-up to Previous Citizen Communication  -   None. 
 
B.     Tigard High School Student Envoy -    Courtney Bither presented a report on 

recent activities at the Tigard High School.  A copy of her report highlights are on 
file in the meeting packet.    

C.     Tigard Area Chamber of Commerce    Tigard Chamber CEO Debi Mollahan 
presented a report on recent activities by the Chamber of Commerce.  A copy of 
her report highlights are on file in the meeting packet.  

 
D.      Citizen Communication – None  
 

   Mayor Dirksen reviewed the item on the Consent Agenda: 
 
3.      CONSENT AGENDA: (Tigard City Council and Local Contract Review Board)  
 

A.        Approve City Council Meeting Minutes for: 
 

• February 28, 2012 
• March 20, 2012  (March 20 minutes were removed from the Consent Agenda and 

rescheduled for City Council consideration at its May 8, 2012, meeting.) 
• March 27, 2012 (March 27 minutes were removed from the Consent Agenda and 

rescheduled for City Council consideration at its May 8, 2012, meeting.) 
 

B.         Approve 2012 Application to the Department of Justice for an Edward Byrne 
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant  

 
C.       Local Contract Review Board:  
 

1.   Award Pavement Management Program - Slurry Seal Project Contract to Blackline, 
Inc.  

      
Motion by Councilor Wilson, seconded by Council President Buehner, to approve the 
Consent Agenda, with the March 20 and 27, 2012, council meeting minutes removed and 
rescheduled for City Council consideration at its May 8, 2012, meeting. 
 
The motion was approved by a unanimous vote of City Council present. 

 
Mayor Dirksen   Yes 
Council President Buehner Yes 
Councilor Henderson  Yes 
Councilor Wilson  Yes 
Councilor Woodard  Yes 
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4.    ARBOR DAY:  RECEIVE TREE CITY USA GROWTH AWARD AND PRESENT TREE 

STEWARDSHIP AWARDS 
 
 Assistant Planner Daniels and Associate Planner/Arborist Prager presented the staff report, 

which included a slide presentation. 
 

o The first full week in April is Oregon Arbor Week.  
o April was proclaimed as Arbor Month in the City of Tigard. 
o City Arbor Month activities were reviewed. 

 
Brian Wegener of Oregon Community Trees presented the 2011 Tree City USA Award and 
Tree City USA Growth Award to Mayor Dirksen.   
Mr. Wegener referred to the numerous activities within the city to promote urban forestry 
including the Main Street Green Street and Burnham Street projects where trees have been 
utilized as storm water management tools.   He also referred to the Tigard park bond 
measure where $17 million is being spent to acquire natural spaces for the people of Tigard.  
The city has been remarkable in its partnerships with different organizations/agencies:  The 
Trust for Public Lands, Tualatin Riverkeepers, Tualatin/Tigard School District, Metro, Clean 
Water Services, Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board, State Parks, etc.  Streamside 
restoration, led by Carla Staedter in the city’s Public Works Department and volunteers, has 
been exemplary.  The new Urban Forestry Master Plan is realistically ambitious with its 
canopy goals and purview of the ecological value of tree groves/clusters.  He acknowledged 
Associate Planner/Arborist Prager saying it is not always easy to mix regulations and good 
will.  Mr. Wegener called out Mr. Prager’s efforts when there was a controversial activity on 
a large industrially zoned piece of land at Wall Street and Hunziker, which was under threat 
of extensive deforestation.  Eventually a compromise was reached where there were three-
times as many trees saved from what had been planned. 
 
Mr. Wegener thanked Mayor Dirksen for his enthusiasm in the Arbor Day Celebration each 
year. 
 
Allen Wells, Vice President of the Oregon Community Trees organization, was also present.  
He gifted Mayor Dirksen with a small wooden bowl carved from recycled wood. 
 

   Assistant Planner Daniels thanked the volunteers who maintain and improve the urban 
forest in the City of Tigard 

 
   Mayor Dirksen, in his closing remarks, noted how the activities supporting the urban 
forest are instrumental in making Tigard a great place to live. 
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5.   APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF THE EISWERTH PROPERTY AND AUTHORIZE THE 

CITY MANAGER TO COMPLETE THE PROPERTY PURCHASE  
 

 Parks Facilities Manager Martin presented the staff report.  The proposed purchase is part of 
the park bond acquisitions.  The negotiated purchase price, subject to council approval, was $65,000.  
The two-acre parcel consists of steep slopes and riparian areas along a creek for use as open space.   
 

    Parks Facilities Manager Martin advised the Eiswerth property is adjacent to the Paull property, 
which the city will be looking to purchase as well.  He reviewed the topography noting it is a nice 
area to connect the greenspaces.   

 
   Discussion followed as the City Council looked at a vicinity map showing city property, the 

Paull properties and the Eiswerth property.  The trees on the property are about 60 years old.  
Council President Buehner said the property was clear-cut after World War II and replanted in the 
late 40’s and early 50’s.     

 
   Parks Facilities Manager Martin said the neighbors are happy about the purchase of the Paull 

properties and are looking forward to coordinating a volunteer effort to begin taking care of the 
area.   Mayor Dirksen asked Parks Facilities Manager Martin to share the potential for this area..  Mr. 
Martin said the Paull properties will probably become a neighborhood park; i.e., a small play area, 
shelter and an open grass field to play on (not a full-sized soccer field).  The Eiswerth property is 
mostly in a canyon area and would not be developable.  The area would lend itself to creating soft 
trails connecting links throughout this area of Tigard.   

 
  Parks Facilities Manager Martin said there is one residence on the Paull property (about 1700-
1900 square feet), which might be worth maintaining as a meeting facility depending on building 
code requirements.  A small garage might be used to stage some park mowing equipment for a short 
time.  The road access to the house is off of Alpine Crest Way.  There is also access to the property 
off Woodshire Lane.  Mr. Martin explained there will be north, south and east access to this area. 

 
   Councilor Henderson referred to a treed property to the south.  Parks Facilities Manager 

Martin said this is a homeowner association property.  He was uncertain about access to the 
property off of 133rd; however, it could be accessed from the Paull and Eiswerth properties that are 
under consideration for purchase by the city.  The HOA is not active and Council President 
Buehner said the HOA would need to be reactivated if the city wanted to pursue purchase.  Council 
President Buehner said when this area was platted the common areas were supposed to have been 
transferred to the city but it did not happen.  Councilor Wilson recalled that when he was on the 
Planning Commission, it was the city’s policy not to accept land for small parks.  He noted it was 
gratifying to see how the city is able to provide more parkland for a park-deficient area of the city. 

 
 Restroom facilities can be accommodated on these properties; there is access to sewer and water.  
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   Mayor Dirksen said it is clear to him the council members are desirous of purchasing the 

Eiswerth property.  Parks Facilities Manager Martin confirmed that the Eiswerth property is within 
the city limits.  
  
  Motion by Councilor Wilson, seconded by Council President Buehner, to approve Resolution 
No. 12-15. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 12-15 - A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PURCHASE OF THE 
EISWERTH PROPERTY, (TAX LOT 2S104DC05901), AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 
MANAGER TO TAKE ALL NECESSARY ACTION TO COMPLETE THE PROPERTY 
PURCHASE ON BEHALF OF THE CITY 
 
The motion was approved by a unanimous vote of City Council present. 
 

 
Mayor Dirksen   Yes 
Council President Buehner Yes 
Councilor Henderson  Yes 
Councilor Wilson  Yes 
Councilor Woodard  Yes 

    
6.  COUNCIL LIAISON REPORTS 

  
 Councilor Woodard presented an update on recent activities by the Metropolitan Area 

Communications Commission.  Frontier management staff notified MACC in December that the 
company has decided to continue to offer FIOS cable services – this is a reverse of a decision made 
by them about a year ago.  They are now offering competitive installation and service fees.   
 

 The TVCTV facility at Ridgeway Briar Parkway is now complete.  Operations have reopened for 
checkout of portable equipment.  The Community Access Productions Studio (CAPS) is offering 
training sessions in their control room for producers.   

 
 West Linn joined MACC this year.   

 
    Councilor Woodard said Comcast franchise fee receipts are slightly ahead of budget estimates 

and this trend is expected to continue for the rest of the fiscal year.  Frontier payments are more than 
anticipated.  In addition the Beaverton School District will likely pay about $240,000 to MACC for a 
one-time refund money per some contractual agreements – the amount is still under negotiation.  
The proposed return of accumulated MACC cash during this fiscal year amounts to about $750,000 
that will be refunded to member jurisdictions – mostly because of Frontier’s decision to offer 
services.  This will mean Tigard will get an estimated amount of about $71,000 plus a share of the 
refund from the Beaverton School District. 
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   Councilor Woodard referred to a brochure produced by Comcast.  Comcast has a program 

offering internet access, a low-cost computer and online internet training to children who receive free 
or reduced-price school lunches through the National School Lunch Program.   Council President 
Buehner noted Comcast has been a good corporate neighbor in terms of working with people who 
are dealing with economic issues. 

 
   Council President Buehner asked if MACC was getting involved with some of the legal issues 

associated with Comcast.  Councilor Woodard indicated he would find out if there is  information 
available and will advise Council President Buehner.  

 
    In response to a question from Councilor Henderson, Assistant City Manager Newton advised 

the allocations dedicated to Tigard for community television programming for the current fiscal year 
will be used for a transportation video regarding improvements the city has made or will be making.  
The new allocation will become available July 1.  There is a possibility that, as Councilor Henderson 
suggested, some programming time could be donated to the high school. 

       
    
7.   NON AGENDA ITEMS:  None. 
 
8.   EXECUTIVE SESSION:   Not held. 
 
9.   ADJOURNMENT 
  
    Motion by Councilor Wilson, seconded by Councilor Woodard, to adjourn the meeting at 8:24 

p.m. 
 

 
 
        
 Catherine Wheatley, City Recorder 
Attest: 
 
 
    
Mayor, City of Tigard 
 
Date:    

  
I:\adm\cathy\ccm\2012\final minutes\4 april\april 24, 2012 final.docx 
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City of Tigard  
Tigard City Council Meeting Minutes 
May 8, 2012 

 
    

Mayor Dirksen called the meeting to order at 6:32 p.m. 
 

   Name    Present   Absent 
  Mayor Dirksen  
   Council President Buehner      
  Councilor Henderson  
  Councilor Wilson  
  Councilor Woodard  

 
Staff present:  City Manager Wine, Assistant City Manager Newton, City Attorney Ramis, City 
Recorder Wheatley 
 
 STUDY SESSION  

 
A. Discuss Process for a Potential Vacancy in the Office of Mayor  
 
City Manager Wine introduced this item, which is to begin council discussions on how the 
council would like to proceed if Mayor Dirksen resigns at the end of the year to serve on Metro 
Council if elected on May 15.    There would be two years remaining on the mayor’s term of 
office.  She referred to information before the City Council prepared by the city attorney and 
city recorder regarding Charter provisions and process options available to the council to fill a 
vacancy. 
 
Discussion highlights included: 
 

 City Attorney Ramis said Charter provisions are such that the decision regarding the 
process in essentially up to the City Council and can be tailored to fit the facts of the 
situation.   

 Mayor Dirksen is running unopposed for the Metro council position.  If he receives 
more than 50 percent of the votes cast for the position, he would be considered duly 
elected to fill the position.  If elected, he would tender his resignation after he receives 
the certified election results and his resignation would be effective December 31.   

 Mayor Dirksen referred to a letter from Councilor Henderson, requesting endorsement 
by the council for his appointment as the interim mayor for the remaining mayoral term.   

Agenda Item No. ____________ 
Meeting of _________________ 
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 Mayor Dirksen said he thinks, because of the time available to the City Council, it would 
be difficult to defend an appointment for such a long period of time – in excess of two 
years.  There is time to conduct an election.  Mayor Dirksen also referred to a letter from 
the Chamber of Commerce, which urged that an election be held. 

 Councilor Wilson noted when Councilor Harding resigned, he was going to be 
appointed for the eighteen months remaining on her term.  However, there were 
objections to this, so he was appointed for a few months until an election could be held 
– he was subsequently elected to complete the term of office. 

 Discussion was held on the circumstances where an appointment could be made for a 
shorter period of time.   

 Councilor Henderson spoke to considerations that could be factored in favor of an 
appointed mayor; i.e., a new city manager and possible turnover of more than half of the 
members of the council.  He spoke in support of an appointment of either Councilor 
Wilson or himself. 

 Mayor Dirksen reflected about who might want to run for the office of mayor.  
Councilor Henderson and Councilor Wilson would be good choices because of their 
experiences as council members and the support of the citizenry of the accomplishments 
of this council. 

  Councilor Henderson and Councilor Wilson both indicated they intend to run for 
the office of mayor.   

 Council members discussed that Tigard resident John Cook has expressed an interest in 
running for the office of mayor.   

 Councilor Henderson noted he would not want to have projects slowed down because 
of the transition period.  Mayor Dirksen agreed he would not want the council to lose its 
momentum.   

 Councilor Henderson referred to the proposal he shared with the City Council in a letter.  
He said he does not plan to be a career mayor.  He would be interested in serving as a 
“stand in” mayor to complete Mayor Dirksen’s term.  He said he thinks this would be 
the right thing to do for the community.  He said he would be glad to return to the City 
Council if he was elected.  Mayor Dirksen commented he thought people would urge 
Councilor Henderson to run for the office of mayor if he served as interim mayor for 
two years and did a good job.   

 Councilor Henderson commented on the way the Charter is written and the confusion 
about term limitations, especially when appointments are made for individuals to fill 
unexpired terms.   

 There was discussion on Councilor Henderson’s position that Mayor Dirksen will have 
served as mayor for nine years, which is beyond the term limits established by the 
Charter.  City Attorney Ramis commented the interpretive issue is whether the time 
period during which Mayor Dirksen was filling the unexpired term of Mayor Griffith is 
counted toward the term limited time period.  City Attorney Ramis said to the extent the 
council feels there is ambiguity in the Charter, the first arbitrator of the meaning of 
Charter is the council itself.  Absent a court decision regarding the meaning of the 
Charter, it is the council’s obligation to interpret the Charter.  Councilor Henderson said 
it was not his intention to raise an issue with the mayor’s service; he simply was noting 
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the problems with perception by members in the community as a result of the Charter 
language in this area.  

 City Attorney Ramis read the sentence in the Charter regarding term limitations:  “These 
limitations do not apply to the filling of an unexpired term.”  The Charter does not 
specify a differentiation if an unexpired term is filled by an appointment or by an 
election.  This is a point of debate ultimately up to the Council to interpret.  Councilor 
Henderson reiterated his only concern is with clarifying the intent. 

 Council President Buehner said it might be time to have a Charter review overall. 
 Councilor Woodard commented on the time commitment required for the individual 

serving as mayor.  He spoke to keeping continuity and to look for an individual to serve 
as mayor who could contribute the time required.  He said he thought Councilor 
Henderson could make such a contribution and said he also thought Councilor Wilson 
would do a fine job as mayor if he could meet the time-commitment requirements.    

 Mayor Dirksen concluded saying the purpose of the discussion tonight was to hear what 
everyone’s thoughts were regarding the probable two-year vacancy in the office of 
mayor.  This matter will be taken up by the council for consideration at a future council 
meeting. 

 
The following items were reviewed: 
 
B.      Administrative Items 
 

 Council Calendar  
o May 14, 2012 - Budget Committee Meeting - Public Works Auditorium, 6:30 

p.m. 
o May 15 2012 - City Council - Town Hall - Workshop Meeting - 6:30 p.m. 
o May 22, 2012 - Joint Meeting with Lake Oswego at Lake Oswego, 380 A 

Avenue; 5:30 p.m. dinner, 6:30 p.m. Joint Meeting 
o May 24, 2012 - Clean Water Services Tour of Durham Plant - 6-8 p.m. 
o June 12, 2012 - City Council - Town Hall - Study Session/Business Meeting - 

6:30/7:30 p.m. 
o June 19, 2012 - City Council - Town Hall - Workshop Meeting - 6:30 p.m. 
o June 24, 2012 - City Council - Town Hall - Study Session/Business Meeting - 

6:30/7:30 p.m. 
 
 
      

 EXECUTIVE SESSION:   Not held. 
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1.      BUSINESS MEETING - MAY 8, 2012  
 

A.      Call to Order:  Mayor Dirksen called the meeting to order at 7:32 p.m.     
 
B.      Roll Call  

 
   Name    Present   Absent 
  Mayor Dirksen  
   Council President Buehner      
  Councilor Henderson  
  Councilor Wilson  
  Councilor Woodard  

 
C.      Pledge of Allegiance  
 

D.      Council Communications & Liaison Reports     None. 
 
E.      Call to Council and Staff for Non-Agenda Items 

   

    
2.      CITIZEN COMMUNICATION  
 

A.      Follow-up to Previous Citizen Communication:   None.   
 

  
B.  Tigard High School Student Envoy Courtney Bither presented a report on recent 

activities at the high school. 
 
 Mayor Dirksen thanked Ms. Bither for her service as the student envoy.  This was Ms. 

Bither’s last report as she will be graduating next month.   
 
 The City Council considered Resolution No. 12-16. 
 
 Motion by Councilor Wilson, seconded by Council President Buehner, to approve 

Resolution No. 12-16.   
 
RESOLUTION NO. 12-16 - A RESOLUTION ACKNOWLEDGING AND 
COMMENDING COURTNEY BITHER FOR HER SERVICE AS THE TIGARD 
HIGH SCHOOL ENVOY TO THE CITY OF TIGARD  
 
The motion was approved by a unanimous vote of City Council present. 
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Mayor Dirksen   Yes 
Council President Buehner Yes 
Councilor Henderson  Yes 
Councilor Wilson  Yes 
Councilor Woodard  Yes  
 

 
C. Tigard Area Chamber of Commerce - Chief Executive Officer Debi Mollahan presented 

a report on recent Chamber activities.  A copy of her report is on file with the meeting 
packet materials. 

 
D.  Citizen Communication -- None  
 
 

    
3.        AWARD 2012 "IF I WERE MAYOR" CONTEST WINNER  
 

Mayor Dirksen announced that Matisse Perry, a student at Nancy Ryles Elementary School, was the 
winner of the poster contest category.   She received a $50 VISA gift card and her poster will be 
entered in the statewide competition for a laptop computer.   
 
Council members viewed Ms. Perry’s winning poster and suggested this artwork be incorporated into 
the work being done downtown – perhaps as a mosaic, mural, or sidewalk tiles. 

 
 

    
4.     PROCLAMATIONS 
 
Mayor Dirksen issued the following proclamations. 
 

A.        PROCLAIM MAY 6-12, 2012, AS NATIONAL DRINKING WATER WEEK 
  
B.        PROCLAIM MAY 6-12, 2012, AS BE KIND TO ANIMALS WEEK  
 
C.        PROCLAIM MAY 20-26, 2012, AS EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES  
  (EMS) WEEK  
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   Mayor Dirksen reviewed the Consent Agenda: 
 
5.      CONSENT AGENDA: (Tigard City Council and Local Contract Review Board)   
  

A.        Approve City Council Meeting Minutes for:  
 March 20, 2012   
 March 27, 2012  
 April 17, 2012 

 
B.        Receive and File: 

 
1.  Council Calendar  
2.  Tentative Agenda  
 

C.      Local Contract Review Board:  
 

1.   Authorize an Intergovernmental Agreement with Washington County Regarding the 
Relocation of Water Infrastructure Along Bull Mountain and Roshak Roads  

      
Councilor Woodard commented that he would abstain from voting on the April 17 meeting 
minutes since he did not attend that meeting. 
 
Motion by Council President Buehner, seconded by Councilor Wilson, to approve the 
Consent Agenda. 
 
The motion was approved by a unanimous vote of City Council present. 

 
Mayor Dirksen   Yes 
Council President Buehner Yes 
Councilor Henderson  Yes 
Councilor Wilson  Yes 
Councilor Woodard  Yes  (Abstained from voting on the April 17 minutes.)  
 

6.      COUNCIL LIAISON REPORTS - None 
 
7.      NON AGENDA ITEMS - None 
 
8.      EXECUTIVE SESSION:  Not held. 
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9.      ADJOURNMENT 
 
  Motion by Councilor Henderson, seconded by Councilor Woodard, to adjourn the meeting. 
 
  The motion was approved by a unanimous vote of City Council present. 
 

   
Mayor Dirksen   Yes 
Council President Buehner Yes 
Councilor Henderson  Yes 
Councilor Wilson  Yes 
Councilor Woodard  Yes 

  
 
 
        
 Catherine Wheatley, City Recorder 
Attest: 
 
 
    
Mayor, City of Tigard 
 
Date:    

 
 

 



   

AIS-942       3. B.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes):  

Agenda Title: Receive and File: Council Calendar and the Tentative Agenda
Submitted By: Cathy Wheatley, Administrative

Services
Item Type:  Receive and File Meeting Type:  Consent Agenda

Information
ISSUE 
Receive and File:  Three-Month Council Calendar and the Tentative Agenda

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
N/A

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
N/A

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
N/A

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
N/A

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
N/A

Attachments
Three-Month City Council Calendar
Tentative Agenda



 

M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
 

 
TO: Honorable Mayor & City Council/City Center Development Agency Board   
 
FROM: Cathy Wheatley, City Recorder 
 
RE: Three-Month Council/CCDA Meeting Calendar 
 
DATE:  June 1, 2012 
 
 
 
 
June 
5 Tuesday City Center Development Agency – 6:30 p.m., Red Rock Creek Conference Room   
12*  Tuesday Council Business Meeting -- 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
19* Tuesday Council Workshop Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
26*  Tuesday  Council Business Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
 
July 
3 Tuesday City Center Development Agency – 6:30 p.m., Red Rock Creek Conference Room   
4 Wednesday 4th of July Holiday – City Offices Closed 
10*  Tuesday Council Business Meeting -- 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
17* Tuesday Council Workshop Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
24*  Tuesday  Council Business Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
 
August 
7 Tuesday  City Center Development Agency – 6:30 p.m., Red Rock Creek Conference Room   
14*  Tuesday  Council Business Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
21* Tuesday  Council Workshop Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall 
28*  Tuesday  Council Business Meeting – 6:30 p.m., Town Hall  
 
Regularly scheduled Council meetings are marked with an asterisk (*). 
 
I:\adm\city council\council calendar\3-month calendar for c mtg 120612.doc 
 
 
 
 

Agenda Item No         
For Agenda of   June 12, 2012   
   



Key: 
Meeting Banner  Business Meeting  
Study Session   Special Meeting  
Consent Agenda   Meeting is Full  
Workshop Meeting  

City Council Tentative Agenda 
6/4/2012 10:39 AM - Updated 

 

1 
 

Form 
# 

Meeting 
Date 

Submitted 
By 

Meeting 
Type 

---------------------Title---------------------------- Department 

Inbox or  
Finalized 

581 06/19/2012 Cathy 
Wheatley 

AAA June 19, 2012, Workshop Meeting    

808 06/19/2012 Greer Gaston CCWKSHOP 30 Minutes - Council Direction on a Concept Design for 
Pacific Highway/McDonald/Gaarde Intersection 
Improvements 

Public Works McCarthy M, 
St/Trans Sr Proj Eng 

 

810 06/19/2012 Greer Gaston CCWKSHOP 10 Minutes - Capital Improvement Plan Update Public Works Gaston G, Conf 
Executive Asst 

 

869 06/19/2012 Gary 
Pagenstecher 

CCWKSHOP 45 Minutes - Re-evaluate the City's Annexation Policy - 
Background Report and Discussion 

Community 
Development 

Pagenstecher G, 
Assoc Planner 

 

 Total Time: 85 of 180  Minutes have been scheduled 

582 06/26/2012 Cathy 
Wheatley 

AAA June 26, 2012, Business Meeting    

855 06/26/2012 Greer Gaston ACCSTUDY 20 Minutes - Discussion on Park Naming Procedure Public Works Gaston G, Conf 
Executive Asst 

 

887 06/26/2012 Greer Gaston ACCSTUDY 5 Minutes - Executive Session Real Property 
Transactions 

 04/11/2012  

892 06/26/2012 Loreen Mills ACCSTUDY 20 Minutes - Exec Session - Pending Lit  04/09/2012  

 Total Time: 45 of 45  Minutes have been scheduled  

905 06/26/2012 Greer Gaston ACONSENT Consent Item - Receive and File Staff Report on Hall 
Boulevard Jurisdiction 
 

Public Works McCarthy M, 
St/Trans Sr Proj Eng 

 

934 06/26/2012 Greer Gaston ACONSENT Consent Item - Consider a Resolution Approving the 
Purchase of the Skelton Property and Authorizing the 
City Manager to Complete the Property Purchase 
 

Public Works McMillan K, 
Engineering 
Manager 

 



Key: 
Meeting Banner  Business Meeting  
Study Session   Special Meeting  
Consent Agenda   Meeting is Full  
Workshop Meeting  

City Council Tentative Agenda 
6/4/2012 10:39 AM - Updated 
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936 06/26/2012 Joseph Barrett ACONSENT Consent Item - Award Fuel and Related Services 
Contract  

Financial and 
Information 
Services 

05/29/2012  

612 06/26/2012 John Goodrich CCBSNS 15 Minutes - Approve Ordinance to Amend Title 12 - 
Water and Sewer 

Public Works Goodrich J, Utility 
Div Manager  

 

886 06/26/2012 Greer Gaston CCBSNS 10 Minutes - Property Acquisition (Purchase or 
Condemnation) for the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water 
Partnership Project 

Public Works Gaston G, Conf 
Executive Asst 

 

928 06/26/2012 Carissa Collins CCBSNS 15 Minutes - FY 2012 Year-End Supplemental Budget 
Amendment 

Financial and 
Information 
Services 

LaFrance T, Fin/Info 
Svcs Director  

 

930 06/26/2012 Amy Lawson CCBSNS 45 Minutes - 2011 Audit Presentation Financial and 
Information 
Services 

Smith-Wagar D, 
Asst Finance 
Director 

 

944 06/26/2012 Toby LaFrance CCBSNS 10 Minutes - Resolution Approving the Issuance of Tax 
Exempt Bonds by George Fox University 

Financial and 
Information 
Services 

Wheatley C, City 
Recorder  

 

 Total Time: 95 of 110 Minutes have been scheduled  

797 07/03/2012 Cathy 
Wheatley 

AAA CCDA July 3, 2012    

811 07/10/2012 Cathy 
Wheatley 

AAA Meeting Date: 7/10/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

860 07/10/2012 Greer Gaston ACCSTUDY 15 Minutes - Executive Session - Legal Counsel Public Works Gaston G, Conf 
Executive Asst 

 

935 07/10/2012 Greer Gaston ACCSTUDY 10 Minutes - Executive Session on Real Property 
Transactions  

 05/24/2012  

 Total Time: 25 of 45 Minutes have been scheduled  
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Meeting Banner  Business Meeting  
Study Session   Special Meeting  
Consent Agenda   Meeting is Full  
Workshop Meeting  

City Council Tentative Agenda 
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472 07/10/2012 Todd Prager CCBSNS 20 Minutes - Review Urban Forestry Code Revisions 
Decision Making Process 

Community 
Development 

Hartnett S, Asst CD 
Director 

 

692 07/10/2012 Cheryl Caines CCBSNS 45 Minutes - Tigard Triangle Plan Update Community 
Development 

Caines C, Assoc 
Planner 

 

 Total Time: 65 of 110 Minutes have been scheduled  

812 07/17/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 07/17/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

876 07/17/2012 Judith Gray CCWKSHOP 45 Minutes - Joint Meeting with Tigard Transportation 
Advisory Committee 

Community 
Development 

Gray J, Sr 
Transportation 
Planner 

 

931 07/17/2012 Steve Martin CCWKSHOP 50 Minutes - Joint meeting with the Park and Recreation 
Advisory Board 

Public Works Martin S, Parks 
Manager  

 

945 07/17/2012 Cheryl Caines CCWKSHOP 30 Minutes - Tigard Triangle District Plan Discussion Community 
Development 

Wheatley C, City 
Recorder  

 

 Total Time: 125  of 180 Minutes have been scheduled  

813 07/24/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 07/24/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

913 07/24/2012 Todd Prager CCBSNS 55 Minutes - Urban Forestry Code Revisions - Land Use 
Elements 

Community 
Development 

Prager T, Assoc 
Planner/Arborist 

 

914 07/24/2012 Todd Prager CCBSNS 55 Minutes - Urban Forestry Code Revisions - Non Land 
Use Elements 

Community 
Development 

Prager T, Assoc 
Planner/Arborist 

 

 Total Time: 110 of 110  Minutes have been scheduled   MEETING FULL  

798 08/07/2012 Cathy 
Wheatley 

AAA CCDA - August 7, 2012    

814 08/14/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 08/14/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   



Key: 
Meeting Banner  Business Meeting  
Study Session   Special Meeting  
Consent Agenda   Meeting is Full  
Workshop Meeting  

City Council Tentative Agenda 
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815 08/21/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 08/21/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

816 08/28/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 08/28/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

915 08/28/2012 Todd Prager CCBSNS 45 Minutes - Urban Forestry Code Revisions - 
Discussion of Land Use Elements 

Community 
Development 

Prager T, Assoc 
Planner/Arborist 

 

916 08/28/2012 Todd Prager CCBSNS 45 Minutes - Urban Forestry Code Revisions - 
Discussion of Non Land Use Elements 

Community 
Development 

Prager T, Assoc 
Planner/Arborist 

 

 Total Time: 90 of 110  Minutes    

799 09/04/2012 Cathy 
Wheatley 

AAA CCDA - September 4, 2012    

817 09/11/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 09/11/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

818 09/18/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 09/18/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

833 09/18/2012 Greer Gaston CCWKSHOP Capital Improvement Plan Update   Time? Public Works   

848 09/18/2012 Greer Gaston CCWKSHOP 10 Minutes - Capital Improvement Plan Update Public Works Stone Mike, City 
Engineer 

 

 Total Time: 10 of 180  Minutes have been scheduled   

819 09/25/2012 Carol Krager AAA Meeting Date: 09/25/2012 | Absences to Note: | 
Location: Tigard City Hall 

   

 



   

AIS-906       3. C.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): Consent Item  

Agenda Title: Receive and File the 2011 Annual Solid Waste Financial Report
Prepared For: Michelle Wright Submitted By: Greer Gaston,

Public Works
Item Type:  Motion Requested

Receive and File
Meeting Type:  Consent -

Receive and File

Information
ISSUE 
Receive and file the 2011 annual solid waste financial report.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
No action is requested; this is a receive and file item.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
The City of Tigard has two franchised solid waste haulers, Pride Disposal Company and Waste Management
Incorporated.

Every March these haulers provide the city with financial reports for the preceding calendar year as required by
Tigard Municipal Code 11.04.090.

Staff then reviews the reports in accordance with the Annual Haulers' Financial Report Review Procedure found in
Resolution No. 01-54-A. This resolution: 

Sets an aggregate target profit rate of 10 percent annually for the solid waste haulers.
Automatically triggers consideration of a solid waste rate adjustment when the aggregate profit rate falls
below eight percent or exceeds 12 percent.

The aggregate profit rate for 2011 was 9.48 percent. This rate falls within the resolution's target window. In
accordance with the resolution, no solid waste adjustments are warranted at this time.

The council received a memo and the annual solid waste financial report for 2011 in its April 6, 2012, newsletter
packet.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Not applicable

COUNCIL GOALS, POLICIES, APPROVED MASTER PLANS
None

DATES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
The council received a memo and the annual solid waste financial report for 2011 in its April 6, 2012, newsletter
packet. 

Attachments



4-6-12 Council Newsletter Excerpt - Memo, Report & Resolution No. 01-54-A













   

AIS-883       3. D. 1.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): Consent Item  

Agenda Title: Award Contract for Monthly Cityscape Newsletter Printing and Mailing Services to
Precision Graphics

Prepared For: Joanne Bengtson Submitted By: Joanne Bengtson,
City Management

Item Type:  Update, Discussion, Direct Staff Meeting Type:  Consent Agenda -
LCRB

Information
ISSUE 
Shall the Local Contract Review Board approve the award of a contract for services related to the printing and
mailing of the city's monthly Cityscape newsletter to Precision Graphics?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends that the Local Contract Review Board approve the award of a contract for services related to the
printing and mailing of the city's monthly Cityscape newsletter to Precision Graphics and authorize staff to take the
necessary steps to execute the agreement.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
As a vital communication tool for citizens, the city issues a monthly newsletter (Cityscape) which is mailed to all
homes and businesses in the city. Cityscape includes information on timely topics such as elections, city-sponsored
events, the “Mayor’s Corner” message from the Mayor, volunteer opportunities, Neighborhood Network news and
the “Shelf Life" page on library events. 

In April of 2012, staff issued a Request for Proposals seeking a contractor to provide services related to printing
and mailing the Cityscape.  The city directly mailed the solicitation to a number of area printers as well as
advertised in the newspaper and posted the opportunity on the city's website.  Proposals were due April 26, 2012
and the city received proposals from six (6) firms:
  - Precision Graphics
  - Graphic Information Systems
  - B & B Print Source
  - Image Pressworks
  - Morel Ink
  - Sterling Direct Marketing
 
A proposal evaluation committee composed of staff from multiple departments was assembled to evaluate the
proposals based upon criteria detailed in the RFP.  The criteria included the firm's qualifications, project
understanding and approach, sample work submitted and proposed fee.  

Based on the strength of their proposal, the evaluation committee recommends the Cityscape contract be awarded to
Precision Graphics as they best meet the city's current needs.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
The Local Contract Review Board may choose not to award the contract at this time and direct staff to re-solicit the



The Local Contract Review Board may choose not to award the contract at this time and direct staff to re-solicit the
work.
 

COUNCIL GOALS, POLICIES, APPROVED MASTER PLANS
Council goal 2 b. Communicate regularly to residents about the alignment of city priorities with resources.

DATES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
Council awarded the previous contract for printing services on January 23, 2006.

Fiscal Impact

Cost: 183,600
Budgeted (yes or no): yes
Where budgeted?: City Managment

Additional Fiscal Notes:
If the contract is extended annually for the maximum five years the cost for printing will be $183,600 over the life
of the contract.



   

AIS-847       3. D. 2.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): Consent Item  

Agenda Title: Authorize an Intergovernmental Agreement with Oregon Department of Transportation
Regarding Main Street Gateways and Fanno Creek Trail

Prepared For: Kim McMillan Submitted By: Greer Gaston, Public
Works

Item Type:  Motion Requested Meeting Type:  Consent Agenda

Information
ISSUE 
Shall the council authorize the mayor to execute an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with Oregon Department of
Transportation (ODOT) regarding the construction and maintenance of Main Street gateways and Fanno Creek
Trail?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends the council authorize the IGA.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
 Background

Staff is working on two projects in or near Downtown Tigard—the Main Street Green Street project and the
Fanno Creek Trail project (from Main Street to Grant Avenue). Each project involves construction within an
ODOT right-of-way and /or easement.
The Main Street Green Street project includes improvements on Main Street at the north and south
intersections with Pacific Highway. The improvements, which will be located in ODOT's right-of-way,
include enhanced landscaping, stone gateway signage and lighting.
The Fanno Creek Trail project includes improvements to a segment of trail which goes under the Pacific
Highway overpass. The trail is in poor condition and is slated to be replaced. The city also plans to add
lighting to the under-structure of Pacific Highway to illuminate the trail. The trail segment is located within
an ODOT-held easement and in ODOT's right-of-way.
ODOT has indicated the city may construct the gateway and trail improvements if: 

The city obtains a right-of-way permit(s) from ODOT.
The city executes the attached IGA.

Summary of the IGA

Under the IGA, the city:

Is responsible for all project costs.
Agrees to complete the projects within five years.
Has sole responsibility for the maintenance of the improvements.
Will pay all utility costs arising from the improvements.
Must comply with ODOT's insurance requirements.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES



The council could decide not to enter into the IGA, and the city would not construct the gateway and trail
improvements. ODOT requires an IGA for improvements to be constructed in its right-of-way/easement.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS

2012 Council Goal 1.c. — "Deliver on the promise of the voter-approved park bond by identifying all acquisition
opportunities and completing the majority of park land acquisitions and improvements by the end of 2012."

The trail project is one of the improvements that will be funded, in part, by proceeds from the park bond.

Long-Term Council Goal — "Continue implementing the Downtown Urban Renewal Plan."

The gateway and trail improvements are consistent with the City Center Urban Renewal Plan and the Tigard
Downtown Improvement Plan.

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION

The council was briefed on this IGA in study session.

Fiscal Impact

Cost: 0
Budgeted (yes or no): N/A
Where Budgeted (department/program): N/A

Additional Fiscal Notes:
There is no direct fiscal impact associated with this IGA.

Assuming the IGA is approved, and the Main Street Green Street and Fanno Creek Trail projects move forward,
the city will be responsible for all construction costs along with future costs to maintain the landscaping, signage,
trail and lighting.

Both the Main Street Green Street and Fanno Creek Trail projects are included in the city's 2011-2016 Capital
Improvement Plan and in the proposed 2012-2017 Capital Improvement Plan.

Attachments
IGA



Misc. Contract & Agreement 
No. 28,303 

 
 

MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 
99W at Main Street Gateway Treatments 

City of Tigard 
 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between the STATE OF OREGON, 
acting by and through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as 
"ODOT;” and the City of Tigard, acting through its elected officials, hereinafter referred to 
as "City,” both herein referred to individually or collectively as “Party” or “Parties.” 

RECITALS 

1. Pacific West Highway, also known as OR 99W, is a part of the state highway system 
under the jurisdiction and control of the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC).  
SW Main Street is a part of the city street system under the jurisdiction of City.   

2. By the authority granted in Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 190.110, state agencies 
may enter into agreements with units of local government for the performance of any 
or all functions and activities that a Party to the agreement, its officers, or agents 
have the authority to perform.  

3. City is constructing gateway improvements on both ends of SW Main Street and 
making improvements on the Fanno Creek Trail underneath the 99W bridge 
structure.  The improvements and lighting will touch and affect 99W and will require 
continued maintenance work after construction and installation is complete.    

NOW THEREFORE, the premises being in general as stated in the foregoing Recitals, it 
is agreed by and between the Parties hereto as follows: 

TERMS OF AGREEMENT 

1. Under such authority, ODOT and City agree to City’s construction of gateway 
improvements on SW Main Street at the north and south intersections of 99W, and 
City’s replacement of the pavement trail with an eight (8) foot wide concrete pathway 
and lighting along the Fanno Creek Trail underneath the 99W bridge structure from 
Main Street to George Morlan Plumbing hereinafter referred to as “Project.”  The 
gateway improvements shall include trees and other plantings, irrigation facilities, 
entry signs, lighting, and artwork or gateway features. The Parties agree to abide by 
the maintenance responsibilities for the landscape improvements made on 99W and 
the intersection of SW Main Street and the maintenance responsibilities associated 
with the reconstruction of the trail underneath 99W from SW Main Street to George 
Morlan Plumbing.  The location of the area described in this Agreement is 
approximately as shown on the sketch map attached hereto, marked Exhibit A, and 
by this reference made a part hereof.  

2. City shall be responsible for all construction, maintenance, water, and electrical 
costs for the Project. 



City/ODOT 
Agreement No. 28,303 

3. This Agreement shall become effective on the date all required signatures are 
obtained and shall remain in effect for the purpose of ongoing maintenance 
responsibilities for the useful life of the facilities constructed as part of the Project or 
until ODOT requires the right of way for roadway purposes.  The useful life is defined 
as twenty (20) calendar years.  The Project shall be completed within five (5) 
calendar years following the date of final execution of this Agreement by both 
Parties. 

CITY OBLIGATIONS 

1. Upon obtaining a permit to “Occupy or Perform Operations upon a ODOT Highway” 
from assigned ODOT District 2B Project Manager, the City shall, at no cost to 
ODOT, be responsible for construction, maintenance, any necessary replacement, 
electrical costs, and water for any landscape improvements, art, or gateway features 
constructed on both ends of SW Main Street at the intersection of 99W, and for the 
replacement of the asphalt trail and lighting installed underneath the 99W bridge 
from SW Main Street to George Morlan Plumbing building location within the Project 
limits on ODOT right of way. City shall submit a list of all plantings City intends to be 
planted for the Project for ODOT approval.   

2. City agrees to comply with all provisions of ODOT issued permits and shall require 
its contractors, subcontractors, or consultants performing work on the Project within 
state right of way to comply with such provisions. 

3. City shall, upon ODOT’s written review and concurrence of final plans, prepare the 
contract and bidding documents, advertise for construction bid proposals, award all 
contracts, pay all contractor costs, furnish all construction engineering, field testing 
of materials, technical inspection, and Project manager services for administration of 
the contract. 

4. The Project shall be maintained at the same level of service as are similar City 
facilities, with the following exceptions as applicable to the Project:  

a. To meet the sight distance needs on OR 99W the following shall be 
maintained as follows: roadside vegetation shall be no higher than 
eighteen (18) inches; there shall be few obstructions in the clear zone; and 
vegetation shall not impede traffic movement and operation along the 
Highways.  

b. Maintenance of landscape shall include replacement of dead or dying 
plants and trees, removal of litter, removal of weeds or weed control, 
removal of plants ODOT has determined to be target weed or invasive 
species, and tree trimming to maintain a seventeen (17) foot clear zone in 
the travel lane, leaf removal, mulching, and irrigation for healthy 
sustainability of plantings. 
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c. To ensure safety of the traveling public, the trees planted and maintained 
by City within the Project boundaries shall not block, impede or 
unreasonably limit the peripheral vantage point of the driving public.   

5. City will maintain, at no cost to ODOT, the Fanno Creek Trail that runs on ODOT 
right of way at the same level of service as the rest of the trail.  This includes 
sweeping, signage, plant pruning and lighting. 

6. City shall, at no cost to ODOT, be responsible for 100 percent of maintenance, 
water, and electrical costs associated with the Project. City shall ensure that the 
water and power companies send water and electrical bills directly to City. All water 
and electrical systems necessary to maintain the Project shall be separate from 
ODOT systems. 

7. Illumination Maintenance shall meet ODOT’s current illumination policy, available 
through the District 2B or Region 1 Traffic section.  Illumination installation shall 
meet current ODOT standards of construction practice and current illumination 
policy. 

8. City shall be responsible for 100 percent of any maintenance and electrical energy 
costs associated with the lighting installed as a part of the City illumination plan for 
the Project. City shall request that the power company shall send power bills directly 
to City. 

9. City certifies that no right of way acquisition for the state highway is required for this 
Project. 

10. City shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, regulations, executive orders 
and, ordinances applicable to the work under this Agreement, including, without 
limitation, the provisions of ORS 279C.505, 279C.515, 279C.520, 279C.530 and 
279B.270 incorporated herein by reference and made a part hereof.  Without limiting 
the generality of the foregoing, City expressly agrees to comply with (i) Title VI of 
Civil Rights Act of 1964; (ii) Title V and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; 
(iii) the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and ORS 659A.142; (iv) all 
regulations and administrative rules established pursuant to the foregoing laws; and 
(v) all other applicable requirements of federal and state civil rights and rehabilitation 
statutes, rules, and regulations. 

11. City shall construct the Project in accordance with the requirements of ORS 276.071 
including the public contracting laws within ORS Chapters 279A, 279B, and 279C. 

12. If City chooses to assign its contracting responsibilities to a consultant or contractor, 
City shall inform the consultant or contractor of the requirements of ORS 276.071, to 
ensure that the public contracting laws within ORS Chapters 279A, 279B, and 279C 
are followed. 

13. City shall, without expense to ODOT, take all steps necessary to effectively protect 
the adjacent ODOT transportation facilities from any damage or incident from City 
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activities within the Project area.  City shall be liable to and shall reimburse ODOT 
for any damage to ODOT’s facilities resulting from or reasonably attributed to City’s 
installation, repair, or landscape maintenance for the Project. 

14. City shall perform the service under this Agreement as an independent contractor 
and shall be exclusively responsible for all costs and expenses related to its 
employment of individuals to perform the work under this Agreement, including, but 
not limited to, retirement contributions, workers compensation, unemployment taxes, 
and state and federal income tax withholdings.  Nothing herein is intended, nor shall 
it be construed, to create between the Parties any relationship of principal and 
agent, partnership, joint venture or any similar relationship, and each Party hereby 
specifically disclaims any such relationship.  

15. All employers, including City, that employ subject workers who work under this 
Agreement in the ODOT of Oregon shall comply with ORS 656.017 and provide the 
required Workers’ Compensation coverage unless such employers are exempt 
under ORS 656.126. Employers Liability insurance with coverage limits of not less 
than $500,000 must be included. City shall ensure that each of its contractors 
complies with these requirements. 

16. City shall require its contractor(s) and subcontractor(s) that are not units of local 
government as defined in ORS 190.003, if any, to indemnify, defend, save and hold 
harmless the ODOT of Oregon, Oregon Transportation Commission and its 
members, Department of Transportation and its officers, employees and agents from 
and against any and all claims, actions, liabilities, damages, losses, or expenses, 
including attorneys’ fees, arising from a tort, as now or hereafter defined in ORS 
30.260, caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in part, by the negligent or 
willful acts or omissions of City's contractor or any of the officers, agents, employees 
or subcontractors of the contractor ("Claims"). It is the specific intention of the 
Parties that ODOT shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely from the 
negligent or willful acts or omissions of the ODOT, be indemnified by the contractor 
and subcontractor from and against any and all Claims. 

17. Any such indemnification shall also provide that neither City's contractor and 
subcontractor nor any attorney engaged by City's contractor and subcontractor shall 
defend any claim in the name of the ODOT of Oregon or any agency of the ODOT of 
Oregon, nor purport to act as legal representative of the ODOT of Oregon or any of 
its agencies, without the prior written consent of the Oregon Attorney General. The 
ODOT of Oregon may, at anytime at its election assume its own defense and 
settlement in the event that it determines that City's contractor is prohibited from 
defending the ODOT of Oregon, or that City's contractor is not adequately defending 
the ODOT of Oregon's interests, or that an important governmental principle is at 
issue or that it is in the best interests of the ODOT of Oregon to do so. The ODOT of 
Oregon reserves all rights to pursue claims it may have against City's contractor if 
the ODOT of Oregon elects to assume its own defense. 
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18. City acknowledges and agrees that ODOT, the Oregon Secretary of ODOT's Office, 
the federal government, and their duly authorized representatives shall have access 
to the books, documents, papers, and records of City which are directly pertinent to 
the specific Agreement for the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and 
transcripts for a period of six (6) years after final payment (or completion of Project -- 
if applicable.) Copies of applicable records shall be made available upon request. 
Payment for costs of copies is reimbursable by ODOT. 

19. If City enters into a construction contract for performance of work on the Project, 
then City will require its contractor to provide the following: 

a. Contractor shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless ODOT from and against all 
claims, suits, actions, losses, damages, liabilities, costs and expenses of any 
nature whatsoever resulting from, arising out of, or relating to the activities of 
Contractor or its officers, employees, subcontractors, or agents under the 
resulting contract. 

b. Contractor and City shall name ODOT as a third party beneficiary of the resulting 
contract.   

c. Commercial General Liability. Contractor shall obtain, at Contractor’s expense, 
and keep in effect during the term of the resulting contract, Commercial General 
Liability Insurance covering bodily injury and property damage in a form and with 
coverages that are satisfactory to ODOT. This insurance will include personal 
and advertising injury liability, products and completed operations. Coverage may 
be written in combination with Automobile Liability Insurance (with separate 
limits). Coverage will be written on an occurrence basis. If written in conjunction 
with Automobile Liability the combined single limit per occurrence will not be less 
than $ 1,000,000 for each job site or location. Each annual aggregate limit will 
not be less than $ 2,000,000.  

d. Automobile Liability. Contractor shall obtain, at Contractor’s expense, and keep 
in effect during the term of the resulting contract, Commercial Business 
Automobile Liability Insurance covering all owned, non-owned, or hired vehicles. 
This coverage may be written in combination with the Commercial General 
Liability Insurance (with separate limits). Combined single limit per occurrence 
will not be less than $1,000,000. 

e. Additional Insured. The liability insurance coverage, except Professional Liability, 
Errors and Omissions, or Workers’ Compensation, if included, required for 
performance of the resulting contract will include ODOT and its divisions, officers 
and employees as Additional Insured but only with respect to Contractor’s 
activities to be performed under the resulting contract. Coverage will be primary 
and non-contributory with any other insurance and self-insurance. 

f. Notice of Cancellation or Change. There shall be no cancellation, material 
change, potential exhaustion of aggregate limits or non-renewal of insurance 
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coverage(s) without thirty (30) days written notice from Contractor’s or its 
insurer(s) to ODOT. Any failure to comply with the reporting provisions of this 
clause will constitute a material breach of the resulting contract and will be 
grounds for immediate termination of the resulting contract and this Agreement. 

20. City certifies, at the time this Agreement is executed, that sufficient funds are 
available and authorized for expenditure to finance costs of this Agreement within 
City’s current appropriation or limitation of current biennial budget. 

21. City certifies and represents that the individual(s) signing this Agreement has been 
authorized to enter into and execute this Agreement on behalf of City, under the 
direction or approval of its governing body, commission, board, officers, members or 
representatives, and to legally bind City. 

22. City’s contact person for all notifications regarding this Agreement is Kim McMillan, 
13125 SW Hall Blvd., Tigard, OR 97223, 503-718-2642, kim@tigard-or.gov, or 
assigned designee upon individual’s absence. City shall notify the other Party in 
writing of any contact information changes during the term of this Agreement.  

ODOT OBLIGATIONS 

1. ODOT hereby grants City and its contractors the right to enter onto and occupy 
ODOT right of way upon issuance of ODOT-required permits for the performance of 
necessary preliminary engineering, construction, and maintenance of the Project.   

2. ODOT’s District 2B Project Manager, or designee, shall issue the required permits 
and, at Project expense, review and concur with any proposed landscaping activities 
within the Project area. 

3. ODOT shall, without expense to City, take all steps necessary to effectively protect 
the adjacent City landscape facilities from any damage or incident from ODOT 
activities within the Project area.  ODOT shall be liable to and shall reimburse City 
for any damage to City’s facilities resulting from or attributed to ODOT activities in 
the Project area. 

4. ODOT shall continue to provide ongoing roadway maintenance on 99W from face of 
curb to face of curb within Project area identified in Exhibit A.  

5. ODOT’s Project Manager for this Project is Michael Strauch, 9200 SE Lawnfield Rd., 
Clackamas, OR 97015, 971-673-6200, michael.l.strauch@odot.state.or.us, or 
assigned designee upon individual’s absence. ODOT shall notify the other Party in 
writing of any contact information changes during the term of this Agreement.  

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

1. This Agreement may be terminated by mutual written consent of both Parties.  
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2. ODOT may terminate this Agreement effective upon delivery of written notice to City, 
or at such later date as may be established by ODOT, under any of the following 
conditions: 

a. If City fails to provide services called for by this Agreement within the 
time specified herein or any extension thereof. 

b. If City fails to perform any of the other provisions of this Agreement, or 
so fails to pursue the work as to endanger performance of this 
Agreement in accordance with its terms, and after receipt of written 
notice from ODOT fails to correct such failures within ten (10) days or 
such longer period as ODOT may authorize. 

c. If City fails to provide payment of its share of the cost of the Project. 

d. If federal or state laws, regulations or guidelines are modified or 
interpreted in such a way that either the work under this Agreement is 
prohibited or ODOT is prohibited from paying for such work from the 
planned funding source.  

3. Any termination of this Agreement shall not prejudice any rights or obligations 
accrued to the Parties prior to termination. 

4. If any third party makes any claim or brings any action, suit or proceeding alleging a 
tort as now or hereafter defined in ORS 30.260 ("Third Party Claim") against ODOT 
or City with respect to which the other Party may have liability, the notified Party 
must promptly notify the other Party in writing of the Third Party Claim and deliver to 
the other Party a copy of the claim, process, and all legal pleadings with respect to 
the Third Party Claim. Each Party is entitled to participate in the defense of a Third 
Party Claim, and to defend a Third Party Claim with counsel of its own choosing. 
Receipt by a Party of the notice and copies required in this paragraph and 
meaningful opportunity for the Party to participate in the investigation, defense and 
settlement of the Third Party Claim with counsel of its own choosing are conditions 
precedent to that Party's liability with respect to the Third Party Claim.  

5. With respect to a Third Party Claim for which ODOT is jointly liable with City (or 
would be if joined in the Third Party Claim), ODOT shall contribute to the amount of 
expenses (including attorneys' fees), judgments, fines and amounts paid in 
settlement actually and reasonably incurred and paid or payable by City in such 
proportion as is appropriate to reflect the relative fault of ODOT on the one hand and 
of City on the other hand in connection with the events which resulted in such 
expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts, as well as any other relevant 
equitable considerations. The relative fault of ODOT on the one hand and of City on 
the other hand shall be determined by reference to, among other things, the Parties' 
relative intent, knowledge, access to information and opportunity to correct or 
prevent the circumstances resulting in such expenses, judgments, fines or 
settlement amounts. ODOT’s contribution amount in any instance is capped to the 
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same extent it would have been capped under Oregon law, including the Oregon 
Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 to 30.300, if ODOT had sole liability in the proceeding.  

6. With respect to a Third Party Claim for which City is jointly liable with ODOT (or 
would be if joined in the Third Party Claim), City shall contribute to the amount of 
expenses (including attorneys' fees), judgments, fines and amounts paid in 
settlement actually and reasonably incurred and paid or payable by ODOT in such 
proportion as is appropriate to reflect the relative fault of City on the one hand and of 
ODOT on the other hand in connection with the events which resulted in such 
expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts, as well as any other relevant 
equitable considerations. The relative fault of City on the one hand and of ODOT on 
the other hand shall be determined by reference to, among other things, the Parties' 
relative intent, knowledge, access to information and opportunity to correct or 
prevent the circumstances resulting in such expenses, judgments, fines or 
settlement amounts. City's contribution amount in any instance is capped to the 
same extent it would have been capped under Oregon law, including the Oregon 
Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 to 30.300, if it had sole liability in the proceeding.  

7. The Parties shall attempt in good faith to resolve any dispute arising out of this 
Agreement. In addition, the Parties may agree to utilize a jointly selected mediator or 
arbitrator (for non-binding arbitration) to resolve the dispute short of litigation.  

8. If City fails to maintain facilities in accordance with the terms of this Agreement, 
ODOT, at its option, may maintain the facility and bill City, seek an injunction to 
enforce the duties and obligations of this Agreement or take any other action allowed 
by law. 

9. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts (facsimile or otherwise) all 
of which when taken together shall constitute one agreement binding on all Parties, 
notwithstanding that all Parties are not signatories to the same counterpart. Each 
copy of this Agreement so executed shall constitute an original. 

10. This Agreement and attached exhibits constitute the entire agreement between the 
Parties on the subject matter hereof. There are no understandings, agreements, or 
representations, oral or written, not specified herein regarding this Agreement. No 
waiver, consent, modification or change of terms of this Agreement shall bind either 
Party unless in writing and signed by both Parties and all necessary approvals have 
been obtained. Such waiver, consent, modification or change, if made, shall be 
effective only in the specific instance and for the specific purpose given. The failure 
of ODOT to enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver by 
ODOT of that or any other provision. 

THE PARTIES, by execution of this Agreement, hereby acknowledge that their signing 
representatives have read this Agreement, understand it, and agree to be bound by its 
terms and conditions. 
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CITY OF TIGARD, by and through its 
elected officials 

By _______________________________ 
     Mayor 
 

Date _____________________________ 

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL 
SUFFICIENCY 

By _______________________________ 
     Counsel 

Date _____________________________ 

City Contact: 
Kim McMillan 
13125 SW Hall Blvd. 
Tigard, OR 97223 
503-718-2643 
kim@tigard-or.gov 
 
 

STATE OF OREGON, by and through 
its Department of Transportation 

By _______________________________ 
 Region 1 Manager 

Date _____________________________ 

 

APPROVAL RECOMMENDED 

By _______________________________ 
     District 2B Manager 
 
Date ____________________________ 
 
ODOT Contact: 
Michael Strauch 
9200 SE Lawnfield Rd. 
Clackamas, OR 97015 
971-673-6200 
michael.l.strauch@odot.state.or.us 
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PROJECT LOCATION 

 
 

 

 



   

AIS-939       3. D. 3.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): Consent Item  

Agenda Title: Authorize the City Manager to Execute an Intergovernmental Agreement Between the City
of Tigard and Clean Water Services

Submitted By: John Floyd, Community Development
Item Type:  Meeting Type:  Consent Agenda

Information
ISSUE 
Shall Council approve an intergovernmental agreement between the City of Tigard and Clean Water Services
(CWS) to allow the agencies to jointly prepare and propose for adoption a plan district designation for CWS
 property occupied by the Durham Advanced Wastewater Treatment Facility.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends Council adopt the proposed resolution that authorizes the City Manager to sign the agreement
documents included as Attachment "A" of the resolution.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
In response to Council direction to work with CWS to address potential land use compatibility issues and other
off-site impacts associated with its Durham wastewater treatment facility, city and agency staff 
have collaborated to propose a means to develop land use regulations tailored to meet the needs of both bodies.       

An Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) is proposed to allow the City and CWS  to develop a plan district and
implementing code language to regulate future expansion of the treatment facility.   The IGA sets forth the stated
purpose, goals and roles of each party in the creation of the plan district and implementing regulations.  The IGA is
structured whereby CWS will reimburse the City for some of its costs which involves crafting code language
for Planning Commission and City Council consideration. The advantage of the City participating in this effort is to
ensure its citizen's needs are fully considered in developing the code language and plan district. 

The plan district and regulations are necessary as the Durham facility is a highly specialized land use of regional
importance, serving not just Tigard but multiple cities and unincorporated communities within the
region.  Presently the site includes two land use designations. This presents a significant problem to both Tigard and
CWS.  Under current zoning CWS may not be able to make necessary upgrades or expansions to serve local and
regional interests.  Moreover, the Durham facility is located next to sensitive land uses including single and
multi-family residential, two public schools, Cook Park, and two arterial streets. The only current zoning
designation that allows sewage treatment facilities is heavy industrial. Application of this zone is not a good option
for the City because its implementing regulations do not provide adequate standards to mitigate the impacts of
wastewater treatment activities on adjacent land uses. In some jurisdictions this scenario has resulted
in costly conflicts around operation of these types of large regional facilities. On the other hand the proposed plan
district standards would ensure long-term land use compatibility with adjacent uses and also minimize off-site
impacts. 

The proposed IGA, included as Exhibit "A" of the approving resolution, is intended as a stand-alone document of
limited duration.  It does not affect other existing agreements between the two parties, and will sunset at the end of
the project.  Completion of the plan district is anticipated during the first-quarter of 2013, but does not bind the city
to a particular timetable or outcome.



OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Council's Options are:

Not approve the IGA and communicate to CWS that it has sole responsibility to resolve the Durham
wastewater treatment facility's land use issues.  and use  
Not approve the IGA and seek to re-negotiate its terms.

COUNCIL GOALS, POLICIES, APPROVED MASTER PLANS
Goal 1b: Implement Comprehensive Plan Through Code Revisions
Goal 2:  Financial Sustainability

DATES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
October 11, 2011

Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Information:
The IGA proposes that Clean Water Services reimburse the city for some of its costs associated with the
preparation and adoption of the Durham Facility Plan District.   These costs, based on estimated staff time, are
outlined in Exhibit "C" of the proposed Intergovernmental Agreement, with not-to-exceed amounts set for
specified tasks.

Attachments
Draft Resolution
Resolution Exhibit "A" - IGA
IGA Exhibit "A" - Area Map
IGA - Exhibit "B" - Scope of Tasks
IGA Exhibit "C" - Scope and Budget
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-      
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH 
CLEAN WATER SERVICES TO ESTABLISH A CITY PLAN DISTRICT ASSOCIATED 
WITH THE DURHAM ADVANCED WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES. 
 
WHEREAS, ORS 190.003 - 190.110 encourages intergovernmental cooperation and authorizes 
local governments to delegate to each other authority to perform their respective functions as 
necessary; and  
 
WHEREAS, City of Tigard and CWS intend to jointly undertake establishment of a City plan 
district specific to the area in which CWS’s Durham Advanced Wastewater Treatment Facility 
(Durham Facility) is located; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Durham Facility represents a highly specialized series of land uses, serving not only 
City users but region-wide users, necessitating careful consideration of the effects of the Durham 
Facility Plan District on both the City and other communities that are within CWS’s jurisdiction; and  
 
WHEREAS, the current zoning status impedes CWS’s ability to plan for, finance and construct 
necessary improvements in order to operate the Durham Facility in an efficient, cost-effective 
manner, meeting environmental and technical standards and serving communities in a manner 
consistent with their growth management plans; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Tigard is likewise concerned that under current zoning, it may be unable to 
approve upgrades or expansions at the Durham Facility that would serve public interests; and  
  
WHEREAS, the City of Tigard and Clean Water Services anticipate that a site-specific plan district 
will establish a mechanism allowing the City and CWS to focus and balance the relevant factors 
uniquely associated with the Durham Facility’s operations and needs, as well as those of the City.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that: 
 
SECTION l: The agreement attached as Exhibit A to this resolution is hereby approved, and the 

City Manager is authorized to sign the agreement documents. 
 
SECTION 2: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage.  
 
PASSED:   This _______ day of _________________________, 2012. 
 
    
      _____________________________________ 
      Mayor - City of Tigard 
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________________ 
City Recorder - City of Tigard 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN CLEAN WATER SERVICES AND THE CITY OF TIGARD 

TO ESTABLISH A CITY PLAN DISTRICT ASSOCIATED 
WITH THE DURHAM ADVANCED WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES 

 
 This Agreement dated _____________________, 2012, is between Clean Water Services 
(CWS) a county service district organized under ORS Chapter 451 and the City of Tigard, Oregon 
(City) an Oregon municipality. 

A.  RECITALS 

 1. ORS 190.003 - 190.110 encourages intergovernmental cooperation and authorizes local 
governments to delegate to each other authority to perform their respective functions as necessary. 
 
 2. City and CWS intend to jointly undertake establishment of a City plan district specific 
to the area in which CWS’s Durham Advanced Wastewater Treatment Facility (Durham Facility) is 
located. 
 
 3. The Durham Facility represents a highly specialized series of land uses, serving not 
only City users but region-wide users.  While located within the City, the Durham Facility’s 
operations, capabilities and regulatory compliance have significant effects beyond the City, 
necessitating careful consideration of the effects of the Durham Facility Plan District on both the City 
and other communities that are within CWS’s jurisdiction.  Its operation affects Washington County 
communities other than just the City.   
 
 4. Presently, the Durham Facility is located in multiple City land use zones.  Modification, 
upgrade, and expansion of the Durham Facility must be consistent with the standards of each of the 
applicable zones.  The current zoning status impedes CWS’s ability to plan for, finance and construct 
necessary improvements in order to operate the Durham Facility in an efficient, cost-effective manner, 
meeting environmental and technical standards and serving communities in a manner consistent with 
their growth management plans.  The City is likewise concerned that under current zoning, it may be 
unable to approve upgrades or expansions at the Durham Facility that would serve local and regional 
public interests.   
 
 5. The parties anticipate that a site-specific plan district will establish a mechanism 
allowing the City and CWS to focus and balance the relevant factors uniquely associated with the 
Durham Facility’s operations and needs, as well as those of the region and the City. 
 
 6. The parties intend this intergovernmental agreement as a coordination tool to 
accomplish a project of limited scope and duration.  This Agreement is not intended to affect the terms 
or obligations of either party, as specified in the IGA between the City and CWS dated January 25, 
2005, and all amendments thereto. 
  

Exhibit A to Resolution No. 12-____ 
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NOW, THEREFORE, the parties do mutually agree as follows: 

B.  SPECIAL TERMS 
 

1. Cooperation.  The City and CWS agree to work diligently and cooperatively in 
developing policies, standards and guidelines for a “Durham Advanced Wastewater Treatment 
Facility” Plan District (Durham Facility Plan District or Plan District), consistent with this Agreement, 
including the above Recitals and below-stated Purposes.  Preliminarily, the proposed Plan District is 
intended to cover the geographic area outlined in the attached Exhibit A.  The City and CWS recognize 
that the Plan District cannot be finalized and implemented until the City adopts the Plan District as 
amendments to its Comprehensive Plan and/or the Community Development Code (“CDC”).. 

2. Concurrent Activities.  While the City is undertaking the preparation, processing and 
adoption of amendments to the Comprehensive Plan and/or CDC to specifically authorize the creation 
of plan districts within the City, the parties will proceed concurrently with the discussion and drafting 
of the standards for the Durham Facility Plan District.  The intent is to develop the Plan District 
standards for consideration by the City Planning Commission and City Council and by the CWS Board 
of Directors, concurrently with the development and adoption of the authorizing Comprehensive Plan 
and/or CDC amendments.   

3. Purposes of Durham Facility Plan District.  The Durham Facility Plan District is 
intended to provide standards while preserving CWS’s flexibility in the operation, modification, up-
grade and expansion of the Durham Facility.    The City and CWS desire to establish through the 
Durham Facility Plan District a single framework and process allowing for the following: 

a. the expansion of the Durham Facility to accommodate future urban growth or enhanced 
wastewater treatment capability; 

b. the adaptation of the Durham Facility to satisfy changes in environmental or regulatory 
standards and to incorporate technological advances or new methodologies in:  wastewater treatment; 
waste-handling and processing; and wastewater, energy, and nutrient recovery; 

c. avoidance, management, and/or mitigation of negative off-site impacts on land uses 
adjacent to the Durham Facility, recognizing that certain impacts are inherent in the operation of a 
regional wastewater treatment facility and that such impacts should be balanced with the overall 
community benefit such facilities provide; 

d. addressing transportation system impacts from future changes at the Durham Facility; 

e. the creation of specific land use and permitting processes for the Durham Facility  that 
will allow permit issuance on a timely basis; and  

f. the regulation of land uses, site and building design and environmental impacts from 
new development within the Durham Facility Plan District, taking into account the specialized 
operational requirements and the regional service nature of the Durham Facility. 

4. Schedule of Tasks and Responsibilities.  The specific tasks and responsibilities for 
undertaking and completing the tasks associated with the preparation and establishment of the Durham 
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Facility Plan District, along with a timeline for their accomplishment, are set forth in the attached 
Exhibit B.  The schedule may be modified as the need arises, as specified in section C.1.  The parties 
commit to proceeding with the scheduled tasks in a prompt, cooperative, and diligent manner. 

5. Public Process.  The Durham Facility Plan District shall be reviewed by the City 
following a public outreach and hearing process that complies with City Development Code 
§18.390.060.  The City shall be designated as the “Applicant.”   

6. Public Outreach.  The City and CWS agree that public outreach is a key component to 
establishing and implementing the Durham Facility Plan District. CWS staff will be the primary lead 
for public outreach activities, with particular roles for City and CWS staff addressed in the attached 
Exhibit B.   

7. Drafting Responsibilities.  Consistent with Exhibit B, City Community Development 
Department staff will engage in a collaborative process with CWS that includes exchanges of 
information, concepts and proposals regarding the Plan District.  From this process, City staff will 
prepare the initial draft for the Plan District.  Upon provision of the initial draft of the Plan District to 
CWS, the City and CWS shall engage in further collaboration in order to reach a draft Plan District 
ordinance that is mutually acceptable to the parties (to include the CWS Board of Directors), for 
recommendation to the City Planning Commission and City Council for adoption. 

8. Cost-Sharing. As its financial contribution to the tasks to be undertaken by the City 
under the attached Exhibit B, CWS agrees to pay an amount based upon the City’s direct costs for such 
activities.  Budgeted categories for such direct costs are estimated in the attached Exhibit C.  Payments 
by CWS to the City shall not exceed the amounts set forth in Exhibit C, and shall be paid on a time and 
materials basis upon the City’s completion of each task included in Exhibit C. 

9. Withdrawal from Plan District Process.  Because the adoption of the Durham Facility 
Plan District is legislative in nature, the City cannot commit to a specific outcome of the process.  
Accordingly, either the City or CWS may withdraw from the Durham Facility Plan District process but 
only after making good faith efforts to reach mutual agreement with the other party on the content, 
operation and effect of the Durham Facility Plan District.  Before a withdrawal can occur, the City 
Manager and CWS’s General Manager shall confer, with the objective of resolving any issues 
associated with a proposed withdrawal.  CWS’s withdrawal will not affect the City’s right to retain the 
amounts paid by CWS under Exhibit C.  If either party withdraws, both parties shall retain all legal 
rights that they presently hold relating to processes or activities concerning Durham Facility 
operations, modification or expansion. 

C.  GENERAL TERMS 

 1. Amendment of Agreement.  This Agreement may be amended only by mutual written 
agreement of the parties. 
 
 2. Indemnification Clause.  Within the limits of the Oregon Tort Claims Act, codified at ORS 
30.260 through 30.300, each of the parties shall indemnify and defend the others and their officers, 
employees, agents, and representatives from and against all claims, demands, penalties, and causes of 
action of any kind or character relating to or arising from this Agreement (including the cost of defense 
thereof, including attorney fees) in favor of any person on account of personal injury, death, damage of 
property, or violation of law, which arises out of, or results from, the negligent or other legally culpable 
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acts or omissions of the indemnitor, its employees, agents, contractors or representatives. 
 
 3. Resolution of Disputes.  If any dispute arising out of this Agreement cannot be resolved 
by the project managers from each party, the City Manager and CWS General Manager will attempt to 
resolve the issue.  If the City Manager and CWS General Manager are not able to resolve the dispute, 
the parties will submit the matter to mediation, each party paying its own costs and sharing equally in 
common costs.  In the event the dispute is not resolved in mediation, the parties will submit the matter 
to arbitration with the Arbitration Services of Portland . The decision of the arbitrator shall be final, 
binding and conclusive upon the parties and subject to appeal only as otherwise provided by Oregon 
law.  The process described in this section does not limit the rights afforded the parties under section 
B.9 of this Agreement. 
 
 4. Laws and Regulations.  City and CWS agree to abide by all applicable laws and 
regulations. 
 
 5. Integration.  Subject to the performance and completion of the tasks described in 
Exhibit B, this document constitutes the entire agreement between the parties on the subject matter 
hereof and supersedes all prior or contemporaneous written or oral understandings, representations or 
communications of every kind on the subject.  No course of dealing between the parties and no usage 
of trade shall be relevant to supplement any term used in this Agreement.  Acceptance or acquiescence 
in a course of performance rendered under this Agreement shall not be relevant to determine the 
meaning of this Agreement and no waiver by a party of any right under this Agreement shall prejudice 
the waiving party's exercise of the right in the future. 
 
 6. Attorney Fees.  If any dispute arises concerning the interpretation or enforcement of this 
Agreement, the prevailing party in any such dispute shall be entitled to recover all of its attorney fees, 
paralegal fees, costs, disbursements and other expenses from the nonprevailing party, including 
without limitation those arising before and at any trial, arbitration, bankruptcy, or other proceeding and 
in any appeal. 
 
 7. Term of Agreement. This Agreement is effective from the date of execution by both 
parties.  The Agreement shall terminate upon adoption of the Plan District by the Tigard City Council, 
except as otherwise provided for in this Agreement.  
 8. Termination.  This Agreement may be terminated by mutual written agreement of the 
parties, or by withdrawal of a party pursuant to section B.9 of this Agreement. 
 
 9. Interpretation of Agreement.   
 
 a. This Agreement shall not be construed for or against any party by reason of the 
authorship or alleged authorship of any provision. 
 
 b. The paragraph headings contained in this Agreement are for ease of reference only and 
shall not be used in constructing or interpreting this Agreement. 
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 10. Severability/Survival.  If any of the provisions contained in this Agreement are held 
illegal, invalid or unenforceable, the enforceability of the remaining provisions shall not be impaired.  
All provisions concerning the limitation of liability, indemnity and conflicts of interest shall survive 
the termination of this Agreement for any cause. 
 
 11. Approval Required.  This Agreement and all amendments shall become effective when 
approved by 1) CWS's General Manager or the General Manager's designee and, when required by 
applicable CWS rules, CWS's Board of Directors and 2) the City Council and the City Manager. 
 
 12. Choice of Law/Venue.  This Agreement and all rights, obligations and disputes arising 
out of the Agreement shall be governed by Oregon law.   
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed the day and year 
first written above. 
 
 
CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON CLEAN WATER SERVICES 
 
 
 
By: _____________________________ By: __________________________________ 
          Marty Wine, City Manager      Bill Gaffi, General Manager 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM APPROVED AS TO FORM 
 
_________________________________      ______________________________________ 
          City Attorney  CWS Counsel 
 
APPROVED AS TO THE WAIVER 
OF CITY CODE §18.390.060B 
 
________________________________ 
Community Development Director 



Exhibit A: Proposed Plan District
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AIS-701       4.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 30 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Public Hearing to Consider Adopting Park System Development Charge (SDC) Methodology
Submitted By: Steve Martin, Public Works
Item Type:  Resolution

Public Hearing - Informational
Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Hold a public hearing and consider a resolution adopting park SDC methodology.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends the council holds the public hearing and adopts the resolution.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
Background
SDCs are fees levied on new development  to recover some of the cost to serve said development. The city is
authorized to assess and collect SDCs by state statute.

SDC methodology allows the city to use SDC revenue to fund council-approved park and trail capital projects.
Tigard's park SDCs were last updated seven years ago, in 2005. Since that time, the council adopted the Park
System Master Plan in 2009 and accepted the Tigard Greenways Trail System Master Plan in 2011. The plans
identify and prioritize numerous city park and trail capital projects.

The city hired FCS Group, a consulting firm with expertise in developing municipal SDCs, to update its park SDC
methodology.

The council discussed updates to the SDC methodology at its January 17, 2012, and April 24, 2012, meetings.

Resolution
If adopted, the resolution will approve the updated park SDC methodology. This will allow the use of SDC revenue
to fund the park and trail capital projects identified in the Park System Master Plan and the Tigard Greenways Trail
System Master Plan. The methodology is outlined in the attached Parks & Recreation System Development Charge
Study dated March 23, 2012.

Public Comments 
Staff sought public comment on the park SDC methodology and the corresponding SDCs. The only comments
received were from Mr. Wood of the Home Builders Association of Metropolitan Portland. These comments were
discussed at the council's April 24, 2012, meeting and are summarized in an attachment to this agenda item.

SDC Implementation
Approval of the SDC methodology, (via adoption of the attached resolution), does not implement the actual SDCs.
The council discussed implementation of SDCs at its April 24, 2012, meeting. Council consensus was to phase-in
park SDC increases over a two-year period. This phase-in is reflected in the attached excerpt from the proposed
fiscal year 2012-2013 Master Fees & Charges Schedule slated for council consideration at the June 12, 2012,
meeting.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES



Council could choose to: 
Reject the updated SDC methodology and direct staff how to proceed with the SDC update.
Take no action and the existing SDCs would remain in effect. However, SDCs could not be used to fund new
projects identified in the 2009 Park System Master Plan and the 2011 Tigard Greenways Trail System Master
Plan. Some of these projects are expected to get underway in fiscal year 2012-2013.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
2012 Council Goal 1 c. "Deliver on the promise of the voter-approved park bond by identifying all acquisition
opportunities and completing the majority of park land acquisitions and improvements by the end of 2012."

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
The council discussed park SDCs at its January 17, 2012, and April 24, 2012, meetings.

Fiscal Impact

Cost: N/A
Budgeted (yes or no): N/A
Where Budgeted (department/program): N/A

Additional Fiscal Notes:
The Park System Master Plan and Tigard Greenways Trail System Master Plan identify approximately $75 million
in acquisition and development projects over the next 20 years.  Under the updated SDC methodology, $56
million of those project costs could be funded with SDC revenue collected from new development. 
 
Approval of the updated SDC methodology, (via adoption of the attached resolution), does not implement the
actual SDCs. The council discussed implementation of SDCs at its April 24, 2012, meeting. Council consensus
was to phase-in park SDC increases over a two-year period. This phase-in is reflected in the attached excerpt from
the proposed fiscal year 2012-2013 Master Fees & Charges Schedule slated for council consideration at its June
12, 2012, meeting. With the adoption of the Master Fees & Charges Schedule, park SDCs will increase between 8
percent and 43 percent over the next two years depending on the SDC category (single-family, multi-family, etc.).
This reflects the increased costs associated with the park acquisition and development projects as identified in the
Park System Master Plan and the Tigard Greenways Trail System Master Plan.

Attachments
Resolution
Exhibit A - March 23, 2012 Park SDC Study
Public Comments & Responses from 4/24/12 Council Meeting
Park SDC Proposed Master Fees & Charges Schedule
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-    
 
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING PARK SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGE (SDC) METHODOLOGY 
  
 
WHEREAS, Tigard Municipal Code Chapter 3.24 establishes the authority and process for imposing park 
SDCs; and  
 
WHEREAS, this chapter of the code also specifies SDC methodology shall be adopted by resolution; and 
 
WHEREAS, park SDCs were last updated seven years ago, in 2005; and 
 
WHEREAS, since that time, the council adopted the Park System Master Plan in 2009 and accepted the Tigard 
Greenways Trail System Master Plan in 2011; and 
 
WHEREAS, the city recently prepared a Parks & Recreation System Development Charge Study; and 
 
WHEREAS, adopting the updated SDC methodology outlined in the study will allow the use of SDC revenues 
to fund council-approved park and trail capital projects identified in Park System Master Plan and the Tigard 
Greenways Trail System Master Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, as required by state statute, a 90-day notice of intent to update the park SDCs was sent to 
interested parties, and the methodology was available for public review at least 60 days prior to this meeting.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that:   
 
SECTION 1:  The City Council hereby adopts the parks SDC methodology as outlined in the Parks and 

Recreation System Development Charge Study attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
 
SECTION 2:   All previous park SDC methodology, including the methodology approved in Resolution No. 

04-97, is hereby replaced with the SDC methodology outlined in the attached Parks and 
Recreation System Development Charges Study dated March 23, 2012. 

 
SECTION 3: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 
 
 
 
PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
 
 
    
  Mayor - City of Tigard 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 
 



 

 

 

Tigard, Oregon 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Report for 

PARKS & RECREATION 

SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 

CHARGE STUDY 

 

March 23, 2012 
 

 

 

FCS GROUP 
4380 SW Macadam Ave. Suite 220 

Portland, OR 97239 

T: 503.841.6543 | F: 503.841.6573 

This entire report is made of readily recyclable materials, 

including the bronze wire binding and the front and 

back cover, which are made from post-consumer 

recycled plastic bottles. 

 

http://www.tigard-or.gov/
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SECTION I:  BACKGROUND 

This section describes the policy context and project scope upon which the body of this report i s 

based. 

A. POLICY 

Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 223.297 to 223.314 authorize local governments to establish system 

development charges (SDCs).  These are one-time fees on new development, and they are paid at the 

time of development.  SDCs are intended to recover a fair share of the cost of existing and planned 

facilities that provide capacity to serve future growth. 

ORS 223.299 defines two types of SDC: 

 A reimbursement fee that is designed to recover “costs associated with capital improvements 

already constructed, or under construction when the fee is established, for which the local 

government determines that capacity exists” 

 An improvement fee that is designed to recover “costs associated with capital improvements 

to be constructed” 

ORS 223.304(1) states, in part, that a reimbursement fee must be based on “the value of unused 

capacity available to future system users or the cost of existing facilities” and must account  for prior 

contributions by existing users and any gifted or grant-funded facilities.  The calculation must 

“promote the objective of future system users contributing no more than an equitable share to the 

cost of existing facilities.”  A reimbursement fee may be spent on any capital improvement related to 

the system for which it is being charged (whether cash-financed or debt-financed). 

ORS 223.304(2) states, in part, that an improvement fee must be calculated to include only the cost 

of projected capital improvements needed to increase system capacity for future users.  In other 

words, the cost of planned projects that correct existing deficiencies or that do not otherwise increase 

capacity for future users, may not be included in the improvement fee calculation.  An improvement 

fee may be spent only on capital improvements (or portions thereof) that increase the capacity of the 

system for which it is being charged (whether cash-financed or debt-financed). 

B. PROJECT 

On July 14, 2009, the Tigard City Council adopted a new Park System Master Plan.  On July 26, 

2011, the Tigard City Council adopted a Trail System Master Plan. 

The City contracted with FCS Group to update its parks SDCs based on these recently adopted 

master plans. 
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We approached this project as a series of three steps: 

 Framework for Charges.  In this step, we worked with City staff to identify and agree on 

the approach to be used and the components to be included in the analysis.  

 Technical Analysis.  In this step, we worked with City staff to isolate the recoverable portion 

of planned facility costs and calculate draft SDC rates. 

 Draft Methodology Report Preparation.  In this step, we documented the calculation of the 

draft SDC rates included in this report. 
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SECTION II:  METHODOLOGY 

This section provides a non-numeric overview of the calculations that result in SDC rates. 

A. REIMBURSEMENT FEE 

In order for a reimbursement fee to be calculated, excess (i.e., not currently utilized) capacity must 

be available to serve future growth.  Our analysis of the two recently adopted master plans indicates 

that the City currently has no excess capacity in its parks system.  Therefore, no basis for a 

reimbursement fee exists. 

B. IMPROVEMENT FEE 

The improvement fee is the cost of capacity-increasing capital projects per unit of growth that those 

projects will serve.  The unit of growth, whether number of new residents or number of new 

employees, is the basis of the fee.  In reality, the capacity added by many projects serves a dual 

purpose of both meeting existing demand and serving future growth.  To compute a compliant SDC 

rate, growth-related costs must be isolated, and costs related to current demand must be excluded. 

We have used the “capacity approach” to allocate costs to the improvement fee basis.  Under this 

approach, the cost of a given project is allocated to growth in proportion to the growth-related 

capacity that projects of a similar type will create.  For example, suppose that a city’s master plan 

included the acquisition and development of 100 acres of new neighborhood parks.  Suppose further 

that our analysis determined that 30 acres were required to meet existing demand, and 70 acres were 

required to serve future users.  In that case, only 70 percent of the cost for any new neighborhood 

park would be eligible for recovery with an improvement fee. 

Growth should be measured in units that most directly reflect the source of demand.  In the case of 

parks, the most applicable units of growth are population and, where appropriate, population 

equivalents.  However, the units in which demand is expressed may not be the same as the units in 

which SDC rates are charged.  Many SDCs, for example, are charged in the basis of dwelling units.  

Therefore, conversion is often necessary from units of demand to units of payment.  For example, 

using an average number of residents per household, the number of new residents can be converted to 

the number of new dwelling units. 

C. COMPLIANCE COSTS 

ORS 223.307(5) authorizes the expenditure of SDCs on “the costs of complying with the provisions 

of ORS 223.297 to 223.314, including the costs of developing system development charge 
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methodologies and providing an annual accounting of system development charge expenditures.”   To 

avoid spending monies for compliance that might otherwise have been spent on growth-related 

projects, this report includes an estimate of compliance costs in its SDC rates. 

D. SUMMARY 

In general, SDC rates are calculated by adding the reimbursement fee (if applicable) component, 

improvement fee component, and compliance cost component.  Each component is calculated by 

dividing the eligible cost by the growth of units of demand.  The unit of demand becomes the basis of 

the charge.  Figure II.1 shows this calculation in equation format: 

 

Section III of this report provides detailed calculations related to growth in demand, which is the 

denominator in the SDC equation.  Section IV of this report provides detailed calculations on 

eligible costs, which is the numerator in the SDC equation. 

  

Figure II.1 – SDC Equation

Eligible costs 
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SECTION III:  GROWTH CALCULATION 

This section provides detailed calculations related to growth in demand, which is the denominator in 

the SDC equation. 

A. RELEVANT TYPES OF GROWTH 

Parks and recreation facilities benefit City residents, businesses, non-resident employees, and 

visitors.  The methodology used to update the City’s Parks and Recreation SDCs establishes the 

required connection between the demands of growth and the SDC by identifying specific types of 

park and recreation facilities and analyzing the proportionate need of residents and employees for 

each type of facility.  The SDCs to be paid by a development meet statutory requirements because 

they are based on the nature of the development and the extent of the impact of that development on 

the types of park and recreation facilities for which they are charged.  The Parks and Recreation 

SDCs are calculated based on the specific impact a development is expected to have on the City’s 

population and employment.  For facilities that are not generally used by employees (e.g., 

neighborhood parks), only a residential SDC may be charged.  For facilities that benefit both 

residents and employees (e.g., community parks), an SDC may be charged for both residential and 

non-residential development. 

B. POPULATION GROWTH 

Having established the relevance of population, we now quantify expected growth in population and 

convert the result to dwelling units. 

B.1 Expected Growth 

Based on data from Metro and the Population Research Center at Portland State University, the 

City’s population is expected to grow from 47,838 in 2009 (when the Park System Master Plan was 

adopted) to 63,042 in 2028 (the final year of the plan).  In other words, the City is expected to add 

15,204 residents over 19 years at a compound average growth rate of 1.46 percent per year.  

B.2 Conversion to Dwelling Units 

Residential SDCs are initially calculated based on costs per capita but are ultimately charged based 

on dwelling units.  To convert population to dwelling units, we analyzed data gathered for Tigard 

from the 2005-2007 American Community Survey.  Table III.1 shows the resulting conversion 

factors: 



TIGARD, OREGON  Parks & Recreation System Development Charge Study 

March 23, 2012  page 6 

 

 

 

 

 

C. EMPLOYMENT GROWTH 

Having established the relevance of employment, we now quantify expected growth in employment 

and convert the result to population equivalents. 

C.1 Expected Growth 

Based on data from Metro and the Population Research Center at Portland State University, the 

number of persons employed within the City is expected to grow from 43,929 in 2009 (when the Park 

System Master Plan was adopted) to 58,840 in 2028 (the final year of the plan).  In other words, the 

City is expected to add 14,911 employees over 19 years at a compound average growth rate of 1.55 

percent per year. 

As used here, “employee” means someone who works in the City regardless of place of residence.  

Employees may live inside or outside the City.  Later in this report, we will be more concerned with 

non-resident employees in particular. 

C.2 Conversion to Population Equivalents 

The parks and recreation facilities described in the recently adopted master plans were mostly 

designed with the needs of both residents and non-resident employees in mind.  It is therefore 

appropriate to allocate the cost of these facilities to both residents and non-resident employees.  The 

only exceptions are neighborhood parks.  These facilities were designed for the needs of residents 

only.  It is therefore appropriate to allocate the cost of these facilities to residents only.  

While most parks and recreation facilities benefit both residents and non-resident employees, these 

two groups do not utilize parks and recreation facilities with the same intensity.  To apportion the 

demand for facilities between non-resident employees and residents in an equitable manner, a non-

resident-employee-to-resident demand ratio must be calculated based on differential intensity of use.  

First, we estimate the potential demand for parks and recreation facilities.  Table III.2 presents 

potential use by different population groups in a manner that averages day-of-week and seasonal 

effects.  These averages are based on the maximum number of hours per day that each population 

group would consider the use of parks and recreation facilities to be a viable option.  

Table III.1 - Residents per Dwelling Unit

Type of Dwelling Unit Residents

Single-Family 2.69

Multi-Family 2.15

Manufactured 1.63
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We then multiply the weighted average hours derived in Table III.2 by an actual count for each 

population group.  The counts in Table III.3 are based on the 2000 Census.  Although these data are 

now stale, the accuracy of the individual counts is less important than the proportion of each group.  

 

Table III.2 - Potential Daily Demand by Population Group

Residents

Non-

Residents

Season, Day, and Time

Non-

Employed, 

Ages 18+

Ages 

5-17

Work 

inside 

City

Work 

outside 

City

Work 

inside 

City

Summer (June through September)

Weekday

Before work 1.00 1.00

Meals and breaks 1.00 1.00

After work 2.00 2.00

Other leisure 12.00 12.00 2.00 2.00

Total weekday 12.00 12.00 6.00 2.00 4.00

Weekend 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00

Total summer 12.00 12.00 7.71 4.86 2.86

Spring/fall (April, May, October, and November)

Weekday

Before work 0.50 0.50

Meals and breaks 1.00 1.00

After work 1.00 1.00

Other leisure 10.00 4.00 2.00 2.00

Total weekday 10.00 4.00 4.50 2.00 2.50

Weekend 10.00 10.00 10.00 10.00

Total spring/fall 10.00 5.71 6.07 4.29 1.79

Winter (December through March)

Weekday

Before work 0.50 0.50

Meals and breaks 1.00 1.00

After work 0.50 0.50

Other leisure 8.00 2.00 1.00 1.00

Total weekday 8.00 2.00 3.00 1.00 2.00

Weekend 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00

Total winter 8.00 3.71 4.43 3.00 1.43

Weighting factors

Summer 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33

Spring/fall 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33

Winter 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33

Total weighting factors 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Daily weighted average hours 10.00 7.14 6.07 4.05 2.02

Table III.3 - Total Potential Daily Demand

Residents

Non-

Residents

Non-

Employed, 

Ages 18+

Ages 

5-17

Work 

inside 

City

Work 

outside 

City

Work 

inside City Total

Census counts 9,140 7,270 5,798 15,821 27,382 65,411

Daily weighted average hours 10.00 7.14 6.07 4.05 2.02 4.56

Total potential daily demand 91,400 51,929 35,202 64,037 55,416 297,984
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We then apportion this potential demand among residents (four population groups) and non-residents 

(one population group), as shown in Table III.4. 

 

As shown in Table III.4, non-residential demand represents 22.85 percent of residential demand.  

This is the non-resident-employee-to-resident demand ratio. 

  

Table III.4 - Demand by Place of Residence

Proportion of

Population Group Hours Total Residents

Residents

Non-Employed, Ages 18+ 91,400 30.67% 37.68%

Ages 5-17 51,929 17.43% 21.41%

Work inside City 35,202 11.81% 14.51%

Work outside City 64,037 21.49% 26.40%

Total residents 242,568 81.40% 100.00%

Non-residents 55,416 18.60% 22.85%

Grand total 297,984 100.00% 122.85%
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SECTION IV:  COST CALCULATION 

This section provides detailed calculations on eligible costs, which is the numerator in the SDC 

equation. 

A. FACILITY NEEDS 

The recently adopted master plans specify both (1) a level of service for each type of facility and (2) 

the projects needed to meet that level of service by 2028, which is the end of the planning period.  

Table IV.1 summarizes the recently adopted level of service for each type of facility and quantifies 

the need for each type of facility: 

 

For neighborhood/pocket parks, the “Population and Equivalents” column reflects  projected 

population only.  For other facility types, because they benefit non-resident employees, this column 

also includes a population-equivalent number of employees (calculated by multiplying the projected 

number of non-resident employees by the non-resident-employee-to-resident demand ratio calculated 

in the previous section). 

The projects listed in the recently adopted master plans are eligible for SDC funding only to the 

extent that the projects will benefit future users.  As of 2009, no facility type met the adopted level of 

service for the existing population.  Therefore, not all project costs will benefit future users.  Some 

project costs will simply remedy existing deficiencies.  Table IV.2 quantifies this distinction for 

each facility type. 

Table IV.1 - Needs per Master Plans

2028

Facility Type Units

Population 

and 

Equivalents

Adopted 

Level of 

Service 

per 1,000

Needed 

Inventory

Neighborhood/pocket parks acres 63,042 1.50 94.56

Community parks acres 76,484 3.00 229.45

Linear parks acres 76,484 1.25 95.61

Open space acres 76,484 4.25 325.06

Trails miles 76,484 0.26 20.24
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Because some facility types have undeveloped land in their current inventory, there is less deficiency 

of land within those types.  Therefore, neighborhood/pocket parks, community parks, and linear 

parks all have a higher SDC-eligibility percentage for land acquisition. 

B. FACILITY COSTS 

The recently adopted master plans identify new facilities to serve the parks and recreation needs of 

the City through the year 2028. 

B.1 Neighborhood/Pocket Parks 

Projects for neighborhood/pocket parks have an estimated cost of $13,772,213, as shown in Table 

IV.3.  Of that, $9,601,430 is eligible for funding by SDCs. 

Table IV.2 - Components of Needed Inventory and SDC Eligibility

Component

Neighborhood/

Pocket Parks

Community 

Parks

Linear 

Parks

Open 

Space Trails

Current developed inventory 60.13 155.16 47.40 190.10 13.00

Development of acquired land 5.30 18.47 6.10

Level of service deficiency 6.33 18.84 55.87 2.32

Subtotal - meeting adopted LOS before growth 71.76 173.62 72.34 245.97 15.32

Growth-related need 22.81 55.83 23.26 79.09 4.93

Total - meeting adopted LOS after growth 94.56 229.45 95.61 325.06 20.24

Deficiency-related need 11.63 18.47 24.94 55.87 2.32

Growth-related need 22.81 55.83 23.26 79.09 4.93

Total need 34.43 74.30 48.21 134.96 7.24

SDC-eligible percentage 66.23% 75.14% 48.26% 58.61% 68.02%

SDC-eligible percentage for land only 78.28% 100.00% 55.25% 58.61% 68.02%
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B.2 Community Parks 

Projects for community parks have an estimated cost of $41,061,625, as shown in Table IV.4.  Of 

that, $34,859,120 is eligible for funding by SDCs. 

Table IV.3 - Projects for Neighborhood/Pocket Parks

Project Phase Timing

 Estimated 

Cost 

SDC 

Eligibility

 SDC-

Eligibile 

Cost 

Bonita Park Improve Crossing 0-10 years 75,000$       0.00% -$                

Jack Park Extension Design 0-10 years 15,000         66.23% 9,935           

Jack Park Extension Bridge 0-10 years 100,000       66.23% 66,231         

Jack Park Extension Park amenities 0-10 years 100,000       66.23% 66,231         

Jack Park Extension Trail amenities 5-15 years 212,000       66.23% 140,410       

Metzger Elementary School Develop School 

Park 

5-15 years 437,000       66.23% 289,431       

Northview Park Improve park 

amenity

5-15 years 295,000       0.00% -                  

Northview Park Design 10+ years 15,000         0.00% -                  

Northview Park Develop 10+ years 57,000         0.00% -                  

Proposed East Butte 

Heritage Park (P10)

Design 0-10 years 60,000         66.23% 39,739         

Proposed East Butte 

Heritage Park (P10)

Develop 0-10 years 350,000       66.23% 231,809       

Proposed Local Park (P12) Acquire land 0-10 years 549,840       78.28% 430,417       

Proposed Local Park (P12) Design 5-15 years 60,000         66.23% 39,739         

Proposed Local Park (P12) Develop 10+ years 867,000       66.23% 574,225       

Proposed Local Park (P9) Acquire land 5-15 years 1,202,775     78.28% 941,537       

Proposed Local Park (P9) Design 5-15 years 60,000         66.23% 39,739         

Proposed Local Park (P9) Develop 10+ years 867,000       66.23% 574,225       

Woodard Park Develop 5-15 years 60,000         0.00% -                  

Future Neighborhood 

Parkland (20 acres)

Acquire land 10+ years 4,811,100     78.28% 3,766,146     

Future Neighborhood Park 

Development (17 acres)

Develop 10+ years 2,947,800     66.23% 1,952,366     

Undeveloped Linear Park 

(P6)

Identify/Acquire 

Site

5-15 years 178,698       78.28% 139,885       

Undeveloped Linear Park 

(P6)

Design 10+ years 15,000         66.23% 9,935           

Undeveloped Linear Park 

(P6)

Develop 10+ years 437,000       66.23% 289,431       

13,772,213$ 9,601,430$   

This list satisfies the requirem ents of ORS 223.309(1).
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B.3 Linear Parks 

Projects for linear parks have an estimated cost of $6,860,000, as shown in Table IV.5.  Of that, 

$3,131,408 is eligible for funding by SDCs. 

Table IV.4 - Projects for Community Parks

Project Phase Timing

 Estimated 

Cost 

SDC 

Eligibility

 SDC-

Eligibile 

Cost 

Cach Community Park 

(Approx. 22 acres)

Design 0-10 years 150,000$      75.14% 112,717$      

Cach Community Park 

(Approx. 22 acres)

Planning 0-10 years 5,000           75.14% 3,757           

Cach Community Park 

(Approx. 22 acres)

Develop 5-15 years 2,313,000     75.14% 1,738,095     

Cook Park Improve park 

amenity

5-15 years 20,000         0.00% -                  

Fowler Property (20 acres 

purchased, 28 acres 

donated)

Acquire land 0-10 years 6,755,000     100.00% 6,755,000     

Fowler Property (48 acres) Design 0-10 years 200,000       75.14% 150,289       

Fowler Property (48 acres) Planning 0-10 years 10,000         75.14% 7,514           

Fowler Property (48 acres) Develop 5-15 years 2,459,000     75.14% 1,847,806     

New Community Park (P11 

- Approx. 10 acres)

Planning 5-15 years 60,000         75.14% 45,087         

New Community Park (P11 

- 10 acres purchased)

Identify/Acquire 

Site

5-15 years 2,500,000     100.00% 2,500,000     

New Community Park (P11 

- 10 acres)

Design 10+ years 200,000       75.14% 150,289       

New Community Park (P11 

- 10 acres)

Develop 10+ years 4,307,000     75.14% 3,236,479     

New Community Park 

Sports Complex (P13 - 10 

acres purchased, 10-15 

acres remaining)

Identify/Acquire 

Site

10+ years 6,108,325     100.00% 6,108,325     

New Community Park 

Sports Complex (P13 - 

Approx. 20 - 25 acres)

Design 10+ years 200,000       75.14% 150,289       

New Community Park 

Sports Complex (P13 - 

Approx. 20 - 25 acres)

Develop 10+ years 9,884,000     75.14% 7,427,294     

Potso Dog Park Land acquisition 5-15 years 625,000       100.00% 625,000       

Potso Dog Park Design 5-15 years 15,000         75.14% 11,272         

Potso Dog Park Develop 10+ years 295,000       75.14% 221,677       

Jim Griffith Memorial Skate 

Park

Improve park 

amenity

0-10 years 150,000       0.00% -                  

Jim Griffith Memorial Skate 

Park

Improve park 

amenity

5-15 years 18,000         0.00% -                  

Fanno Creek Park - Urban 

Plaza

Acquire 0-10 years 687,300       100.00% 687,300       

Fanno Creek Park - Urban 

Plaza

Develop 0-10 years 4,100,000     75.14% 3,080,929     

41,061,625$ 34,859,120$ 

This list satisfies the requirem ents of ORS 223.309(1).



TIGARD, OREGON  Parks & Recreation System Development Charge Study 

March 23, 2012  page 13 

 

 

 

 

 

B.4 Open Space 

Projects for open space have an estimated cost of $1,391,783, as shown in Table IV.6.  Of that, 

$815,658 is eligible for funding by SDCs. 

 

B.5 Trails 

Projects for trails have an estimated cost of $11,700,000, as shown in Table IV.7.  Of that, 

$7,957,821 is eligible for funding by SDCs. 

Table IV.5 - Projects for Linear Parks

Project Phase Timing

 Estimated 

Cost 

SDC 

Eligibility

 SDC-

Eligibile 

Cost 

Tigard Triangle Area (P3) Planning 0-10 years -$                -$              

Tigard Triangle Area (P3) Develop 5-15 years 250,000       48.26% 120,643      

Commercial Park Expand 5-15 years 545,000       48.26% 263,002      

Englewood Park Develop 5-15 years 1,104,000     48.26% 532,759      

Englewood Park Add local 

amenities

5-15 years 236,000       0.00% -                

Fanno Creek Park - Lower 

Park

Develop 0-10 years 2,115,000     48.26% 1,020,639   

Fanno Creek Park - Fanno 

Creek House

Improvements to 

indoor space

0-10 years 135,000       0.00% -                

Fanno Creek Park - Park 

Gateway

Develop 0-10 years 850,000       48.26% 410,186      

Fanno Creek Park - Upland 

Park

Develop 0-10 years 1,100,000     48.26% 530,829      

Proposed Senn Park Develop 0-10 years 250,000       48.26% 120,643      

Undeveloped Linear Park 

(P7)

Design 5-15 years 15,000         48.26% 7,239         

Undeveloped Linear Park 

(P7)

Develop 5-15 years 260,000       48.26% 125,469      

6,860,000$   3,131,408$ 

This list satisfies the requirem ents of ORS 223.309(1).

Table IV.6 - Projects for Open Space

Project Phase Timing

 Estimated 

Cost 

SDC 

Eligibility

 SDC-

Eligibile 

Cost 

Open Space Acquire 0-10 years 206,190$    58.61% 120,838$    

Open Space Acquire 0-10 years 206,190      58.61% 120,838      

Open Space Acquire 5-15 years 206,190      58.61% 120,838      

Open Space Acquire 5-15 years 206,190      58.61% 120,838      

Open Space Acquire 10+ years 206,190      58.61% 120,838      

Open Space Acquire 10+ years 206,190      58.61% 120,838      

Open Space Acquire 10+ years 154,643      58.61% 90,629       

1,391,783$ 815,658$    

This list satisfies the requirem ents of ORS 223.309(1).
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B.6 Allocation to Residents and Non-Residents 

After determining the total SDC-eligible costs, these costs must be allocated between residents and 

non-residents.  As mentioned previously, neighborhood/pocket parks do not benefit non-residents, so 

they do not receive an allocation of that facility type.  Other facility types are allocated using the 

percentages computed in Table III.4.  This allocation is shown in Table IV.8. 

 

After this allocation, the residential share of SDC-eligible costs is 84.57 percent, and the non-

residential share is 15.43 percent. 

C. COMPLIANCE COSTS 

The City incurs costs in the development and administration of SDCs and may recover those costs as 

provided in ORS 223.307(5).  We estimate recoverable costs during the planning period of $660,000, 

as shown in Table IV.9. 

Table IV.7 - Projects for Trails

Project

Plan 

ID Timing

 Estimated 

Cost 

SDC 

Eligibility

 SDC-

Eligibile 

Cost 

Fanno Creek (already funded) 0-10 years 670,000$      68.02% 455,704$    

Fanno Creek (already funded) 0-10 years 300,000       68.02% 204,047      

Westside Trail (to be ODOT-funded) 0-10 years -                  0.00% -                

Tigard Street A 0-10 years 634,000       68.02% 431,219      

Krueger Creek B 0-10 years 160,000       68.02% 108,825      

Fanno Creek C 0-10 years 1,040,000     68.02% 707,362      

Fanno Creek & Tualatin River D 0-10 years 1,609,500     68.02% 1,094,711   

Pathfinder-Genesis E 0-10 years 715,000       68.02% 486,311      

Summer Creek F 0-10 years 742,500       68.02% 505,016      

Fanno Creek G 5-15 years -                  68.02% -                

Fanno Creek H 5-15 years 206,500       68.02% 140,452      

Tigard Street I 5-15 years -                  68.02% -                

Tualatin River J 5-15 years 140,000       68.02% 95,222       

Tualatin River K 5-15 years 2,045,500     68.02% 1,391,258   

Washington Square Loop L 5-15 years 183,000       68.02% 124,468      

Fanno Creek M 10+ years 1,631,500     68.02% 1,109,674   

Ascension N 10+ years 461,000       68.02% 313,552      

Washington Square Loop O 10+ years 666,000       68.02% 452,984      

Krueger Creek & Summer Creek P 10+ years 495,500       68.02% 337,017      

11,700,000$ 7,957,821$ 

This list satisfies the requirem ents of ORS 223.309(1).

Table IV.8 - Allocation of SDC-Eligible Costs

SDC- Residential Non-Residential

Facility Type

Eligible 

Costs % $ % $

Neighborhood/pocket parks 9,601,430$   100.00% 9,601,430$   0.00% -$                

Community parks 34,859,120   81.40% 28,376,386   18.60% 6,482,734     

Linear parks 3,131,408     81.40% 2,549,062     18.60% 582,346       

Open space 815,658       81.40% 663,970       18.60% 151,688       

Trails 7,957,821     81.40% 6,477,909     18.60% 1,479,912     

56,365,437$ 47,668,757$ 8,696,680$   

84.57% 15.43%
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D. ADJUSTMENTS 

On January 25, 2011, the City issued Series 2011A General Obligation Bonds with a par amount of 

$17 million.  The purpose of the bonds was to fund capital projects related to parks and recreation.  

According to the issue’s Official Statement, a bond levy will fund debt service of nearly $22 million 

during the planning period (through June 30, 2028).  Since the project list for the bonds largely 

coincides with those projects listed earlier in this report, it is appropriate to reduce the total  SDC to 

be charged by the amount of taxpayer-funded debt service.  Table IV.10 shows how this adjustment 

reduces SDC-eligible costs by $16.5 million. 

 

Finally, because the City’s SDC fund has a balance of $2,426,083, the costs to be recovered by SDCs 

can also be reduced by that amount. 

E. SUMMARY 

Table IV.11 summarizes and allocates SDC-eligible costs after all adjustments. 

Table IV.9 - Estimated Compliance Costs

Activity Services Required

Estimated 

Cost

Master plan update Consulting, staff 300,000$ 

CIP management (parks and 

recreation portion)

Audit, consulting, financial 

reporting, legal, staff

300,000   

SDC methodology review and update Consulting, staff 60,000     

660,000$ 

Table IV.10 - Adjustment for Bond Levy

Fiscal 

Year 

Ending 

June 30 Principal Interest  Total 

2012 395,000$  899,536$ 1,294,536$   

2013 625,000    665,625   1,290,625     

2014 645,000    646,875   1,291,875     

2015 665,000    627,525   1,292,525     

2016 685,000    607,575   1,292,575     

2017 705,000    587,025   1,292,025     

2018 725,000    565,875   1,290,875     

2019 750,000    544,125   1,294,125     

2020 780,000    514,125   1,294,125     

2021 810,000    482,925   1,292,925     

2022 845,000    450,525   1,295,525     

2023 875,000    416,725   1,291,725     

2024 910,000    381,725   1,291,725     

2025 950,000    304,950   1,254,950     

2026 990,000    304,950   1,294,950     

2027 1,030,000 262,875   1,292,875     

2028 1,075,000 216,525   1,291,525     

21,939,486$ 

Overall SDC eligibility 75.37%

Adjustment for bond levy 16,535,648$ 
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Table IV.11 - Adjusted Allocation of SDC-Eligible Costs

SDC- Residential Non-Residential

Cost Type

Eligible 

Costs % $ % $

Facilities 56,365,437$ 84.57% 47,668,757$ 15.43% 8,696,680$ 

Compliance 660,000       84.57% 558,168       15.43% 101,832      

Bond levy (16,535,648)  84.57% (13,984,346)  15.43% (2,551,302)  

Fund balance (2,426,083)   84.57% (2,051,760)   15.43% (374,323)    

38,063,706$ 32,190,818$ 5,872,888$ 
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SECTION V:  SDC CALCULATION 

This section provides a detailed calculation of the residential and non-residential SDCs. 

A. RESIDENTIAL COST PER CAPITA 

As shown in Table IV.11, total residential costs are $32,190,818.  As shown in Section III, we 

expect the City’s population to grow by 15,204 residents during the planning period.  Dividing these 

numbers results in a cost per capita of $2,117. 

B. RESIDENTIAL SDC PER DWELLING UNIT 

When we convert population to the dwelling units described in Table III.1, we can determine the 

total SDC per dwelling unit as shown in Table V.1. 

 

C. NON-RESIDENTIAL SDC PER EMPLOYEE 

As shown in Table IV.11, total non-residential costs are $5,872,888.  As shown in Section III, we 

expect the City’s employment to grow by 14,911 employees during the planning period.  Dividing 

these numbers results in a non-residential SDC of $394. 

D. SUMMARY AND COMPARISON 

Table V.2 summarizes the calculated SDCs and compares them with SDCs currently in effect.  To be 

consistent with the City’s “Master Fees & Charges Schedule,” all SDCs are calculated to the nearest 

cent. 

Table V.1 - SDC per Dwelling Unit

Type of 

Dwelling Unit

Cost 

per 

Capita

Residents 

per 

Dwelling 

Unit

SDC per 

Dwelling 

Unit

Single-Family 2,117$ 2.69 5,696$   

Multi-Family 2,117$ 2.15 4,552$   

Manufactured 2,117$ 1.63 3,451$   



TIGARD, OREGON  Parks & Recreation System Development Charge Study 

March 23, 2012  page 18 

 

 

 

 

 

E. ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT 

We have reviewed the City’s method for annual adjustment of parks SDCs as summarized in the 

City’s “Master Fees & Charges Schedule” and described more fully in Exhibit “A” of Resolution 01 -

74, which the City Council adopted on December 18, 2001.  Because the index constructed under this 

method includes both land costs (based on data from the Washington County Assessor) and 

construction costs (based on data from the Engineering News Record), it is an especially appropriate 

index for adjusting parks SDCs.  We therefore recommend continuation of the current practice. 

Table V.2 - Comparison of SDCs

Fee Change

Type of SDC Current Proposed $ %

Residential, Single-Family 4,048.34$ 5,695.57$ 1,647.23$ 40.69%

Residential, Multi-Family 3,254.20$ 4,552.23$ 1,298.03$ 39.89%

Residential, Manufactured 3,209.17$ 3,451.22$ 242.05$    7.54%

Non-Residential, Per Employee 274.81$    393.87$    119.06$    43.32%













   

AIS-921       5.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 10 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Amend TMC 15.06.100 to Clarify Payment Schedules and Increase Electric Franchise Fee
1.5%

Prepared For: Loreen Mills Submitted By: Loreen Mills, City Management
Item Type:  Ordinance Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Should the Tigard Municipal Code (TMC) be amended to clarify internally inconsistent language about the payment
timing for  right-of-way usage fees and increase the electric utility franchise fee from 3.5% to 5%?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Approve the amendments to TMC 15.06 as shown on the attached ordinance.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
TMC 15.06 is Council's franchised utility ordinance and sets forth rules for franchise and right-of-way usage fees.
In 15.06.100 "Right-of-Way Usage Fee", there is inconsistent language about the timing of payments. Subsection
(1) refers to annual payments where subsection (5) requires semi-annual payments. The attached ordinance clarifies
this so that semi-annual payments are required for right-of-way usage fees.

The city charges franchise fees to all electric utility companies operating in the city limits and Portland General
Electric (PGE) is currently the only electric utility in Tigard. All other utilities pay a 5% franchise fee to the city
with electric utility companies currently paying 3.5%. Under state law, an electric utility can be charged a 3.5%
franchise fee and an additional 1.5% 'privilege tax'. 

During the Tigard Budget Committee hearings for the fiscal year 2013 (FY13) budget and in light of the significant
funding gap in the General Fund, the Budget Committee recommended the electric utility franchise fee be raised
from 3.5% to 5%. The FY13 budget does include in its' funding assumptions that this fee will be increased to meet
the General Fund expenditure needs.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Do not approve the TMC amendment.  In this case, the City Council would need to modify the FY13 budget by
removing the anticipated 1.5% electric utility franchise fee increase.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
Financial Stability - Maintain the long-term financial health of the General Fund and reserves

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
N/A

Fiscal Impact

Cost: None
Budgeted (yes or no): Yes (FY13)



Where Budgeted (department/program): General Fund Revenue

Additional Fiscal Notes:
Based on 2011 PGE gross revenue, a 1.5% franchise fee increase is anticipated to provide an additional $710,000
per fiscal year in general fund revenues.  Since the fee won't be implemented until after the fiscal year begins, the
amount to be received in FY13 is currently estimated to be no less than $174,000.

Attachments
Proposed Ordinance - TMC 15.06 Add Priv Tax
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 
ORDINANCE NO. 12-____ 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE TIGARD MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 15.06.100 TO 
CLARIFY THE PAYMENT SCHEDULE APPLICABLE TO THE RIGHT-OF-WAY USAGE FEE, AND 
TO INCREASE THE FEE APPLICABLE TO ELECTRIC UTILITIES OPERATING IN THE CITY. 
  
 
WHEREAS, Tigard Municipal Code (“TMC”) section 15.06.100 currently contains internally inconsistent 
language and does not reflect provisions in utility franchises regarding the payment schedule for franchise fees; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, TMC Section 15.06.100(5) sets forth the appropriate semi-annual payment schedule for the Right-
of-Way Usage fee; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City desires to clarify the language of Section 15.06.100 in order to remove any ambiguity or 
inconsistencies, as well as to recognize that there may be varying payment schedules in individual franchises 
existing at the time the Right-of- Way Usage Fee provisions were enacted or subsequently granted by the City; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council deems it to be in the public interest to increase the annual Right-of-Way Usage 
Fee for electric service providers from 3.5% to 5%, as authorized by Oregon law. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF TIGARD ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION 1: Tigard Municipal Code Section 15.06.100(1) is amended as shown on the attached Exhibit A to 

specify semiannual payment of the Right-of-Way Usage Fee. 
 
SECTION 2: Tigard Municipal Code Section 15.06.100(2) is amended as shown on the attached Exhibit A to 

amend the annual Right-of-Way Usage Fee for electric service providers by changing the fee 
amount to 5%. 

 
SECTION 3: This ordinance is effective thirty days after its passage by the council, signature by the mayor, 

and posting by the city recorder. 
 
PASSED: By ______________ vote of all Council members present after being read by number and title 

only, this _____ day of _______________, 2012. 
 

_________________________________________ 
Cathy Wheatley, City Recorder 
 

APPROVED: By Tigard City Council this _____ day of ____________________, 2012. 
 

__________________________________________ 
Craig Dirksen, Mayor 

 
Approved as to form: 
 
_______________________________ ___________________________ 
City Attorney Date 
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Exhibit A 
 
 

Tigard Municipal Code 
 
15.06.100 Right-of-Way Usage Fee. 
 

1. All persons using a utility system or facility in the right-of-way to provide service to customers 
within the City of Tigard shall annually pay a right-of-way usage fee that is the greater of (i) the applicable 
percentage of gross revenues set forth in subparagraph 2 of this section 15.06.100 or (ii) the linear foot fee set 
by Council resolution pursuant to subparagraph 3 of this section 15.06.100, subject to any applicable limitations 
imposed by federal and state statutes, including the privilege tax limitations set forth in ORS 221.410 through 
221.655, on the schedule set forth in Section 5 below or as specified in a franchise agreement. 
 

2. The right-of-way usage fee percentage applicable to each class of utility shall be as follows: 
 

Telecommunications: 5.0% 
Electric:  3.5% 5.0% 
Natural Gas:  5.0% 
Water:   5.0% 
Sanitary Sewer:  5.0% 

 
3. The City Council is hereby authorized to establish by resolution a right-of-way usage fee 

calculated based on the total linear feet of a utility operator’s facilities in the rights of way. 
 

4. Right-of-way usage fee payments shall be net of any franchise fee payments received by the 
City, but in no case will be less than $0. 
 

5. Unless otherwise agreed to by the City, the right-of-way usage fee shall be payable semiannually 
on or before March 15 for the six month period ended December 31, and September 15 for the six month 
period ended June 30.  The utility shall pay interest at the rate of nine percent per year for any payment made 
after the due date. (Ord. 08-21-A; Ord. 06-11) 
 



   

AIS-922       6.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 10 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Amend PGE Franchise Ordinance To Recognize Implementation of 1.5% Franchise Fee
Increase

Prepared For: Loreen Mills Submitted By: Loreen Mills, City Management
Item Type:  Ordinance Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Shall a 1.5% privilege tax (franchise fee) be charged to Portland General Electric (PGE) for the provision of
electric service in Tigard?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Approve the attached ordinance to increase the PGE franchise fee from 3.5% to 5%.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
The city charges franchise fees to all electric utility companies operating in the city limits and Portland General
Electric (PGE) is currently the only electric utility in Tigard. All other utilities pay a 5% franchise fee to the city
with electric utility companies currently paying 3.5%. Under state law, an electric utility can be charged a 3.5%
franchise fee and an additional 1.5% 'privilege tax'.

The current PGE franchise agreement (adopted by Ordinance #93-07) stated the city retained the right to increase
the franchise fee by 1.5% on the gross revenues at any time during the life of the franchise agreement and the
current agreement expires 2/23/2013.  Therefore, the increase of the fee was recognized as a city right in 1993.

During the Tigard Budget Committee hearings for the fiscal year 2013 (FY13) budget and in light of the significant
funding gap in the General Fund, the Budget Committee recommended the electric utility franchise fee be raised
from 3.5% to 5%. The FY13 budget does include in its' funding assumptions that this fee will be increased to meet
the General Fund expenditure needs.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Do not approve the TMC amendment.  In this case, the City Council would need to modify the FY13 budget by
removing the anticipated 1.5% electric utility franchise fee increase.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
Financial Stability - Maintain the long-term financial health of the General Fund and reserves

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
N/A

Fiscal Impact

Cost: None
Budgeted (yes or no): Yes (FY13)
Where Budgeted (department/program): General Fund Revenue



Additional Fiscal Notes:
Based on 2011 PGE gross revenue, a 1.5% franchise fee increase is anticipated to provide an additional $710,000
per fiscal year in general fund revenues. Since the fee won't be implemented until after the fiscal year begins, the
amount to be received in FY13 is currently estimated to be no less than $174,000.

Attachments
Proposed Ordinance - Impose PGE 1.5% franchise fee increase



ORDINANCE NO. 12-___ 
Page 1 

CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 
ORDINANCE NO. 12-____ 

 
AN ORDINANCE IMPOSING A PRIVILEGE TAX ON PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC 
COMPANY FOR USE OF CITY RIGHTS OF WAY IN THE PROVISION OF ELECTRIC 
SERVICE. 
  
 
WHEREAS, the City Council enacted Ordinance No. 93-07, granting a renewal of the franchise of 
Portland General Electric Company (PGE)  in February 1993, until February 2013, and setting the  
franchise fee to be paid for use of City rights of way at 3.5% of gross revenues earned by PGE in the 
provision of electric service in the City; and  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Ordinance No. 93-07 Section 10(k), the City retains the right, as permitted by 
Oregon law, to charge a privilege tax in addition to the franchise fee set forth in the franchise Ordinance in 
an amount not to exceed 1.5% per annum based on the defined gross revenues of the company; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council deems it to be in the public interest to increase the annual fee paid by PGE 
for use of City rights of way to 5%, as provided by Oregon law. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF TIGARD ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION 1: There is hereby imposed a 1.5% per annum privilege tax to be paid by Portland General 

Electric Company in addition to the existing 3.5% franchise fee, in order to reach a 
combined annual fee total of 5% per annum of the gross revenues earned by PGE in the 
provision of electric service in the City of Tigard.   

 
SECTION 2: This ordinance is effective thirty days after its passage by the council, signature by the 

mayor, and posting by the city recorder. 
 
PASSED: By _________________ vote of all Council members present after being read by number 

and title only, this _____ day of _______________, 2012. 
 
 

_________________________________________ 
Catherine Wheatley, City Recorder 

 
APPROVED: By Tigard City Council this _____ day of ____________________, 2012. 
 
 

__________________________________________ 
Craig Dirksen, Mayor 

 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
_______________________________ ___________________________ 
City Attorney Date 



   

AIS-923       7.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 5 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Tigard Triangle Transportation and Growth Management Grant Application
Submitted By: Cheryl Caines, Community

Development
Item Type:  Resolution Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 

Should the City Council approve a resolution endorsing the submittal of a Transportation and Growth Management
(TGM) grant application for the development of a Tigard Triangle Area Plan?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST

It is recommended that council adopt the attached  resolution supporting the submittal of a TGM grant application
for the Tigard Triangle Area Plan.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY

The 400 acre Tigard Triangle area has been long considered an important employment and housing development
opportunity for Tigard. At least three local planning efforts have taken place over the past thirty years. However
none of these have lived up to the City’s expectations. Primary reasons have been market forces compounded by
the success of the Kruse Woods employment area in Lake Oswego, and capacity constraints of the adjoining state
highways and Interstate 5.  Recent changes to the State Transportation Planning Rule (TPR) and the Oregon
Highway Plan and the focus on the Tigard Triangle by the regional Southwest Corridor Plan may open new
opportunities for this area.

It was with this in mind that staff submitted a TGM grant pre-application to the Oregon Department of
Transportation (ODOT) indicating interest in applying for funds to do a detailed land use and transportation plan
for the Tigard Triangle. The result is that ODOT staff is encouraging Tigard to follow through with a full
application. ODOT planning staff indicated their enthusiasm for a developing an integrated land use and
transportation plan for this area with a strong emphasis on implementation. A Tigard application would be very
competitive statewide.

Key elements of the plan will include encouraging a greater mix of uses, (including residential), supporting
alternative modes of transportation to reduce vehicular travel and reduce external impacts on adjacent roadways,
increasing bike and pedestrian connectivity, and developing a financial strategies and other implementation
measures. Integration with the High Capacity Transit Land Use Plan; Southwest Corridor Plan and the Tigard
Downtown Redevelopment Plan are vital components.

This grant’s maximum award is $200,000. Funding from this source would build on work that staff and consultants
have already done in response to Council’s and Planning Commission’s goal of positioning the Tigard Triangle as a
future station community. TGM funds would also augment funding that has been proposed in the 2012-13 budget
for Triangle master planning.

###



 

OTHER ALTERNATIVES

Council has the option of directing staff not to submit a grant application and utilizing only local funds to develop a
Tigard Triangle Master Plan. The result would be a Tigard Triangle Master Plan much smaller in scope.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS

The recommended action implements Tigard City Council Goal #1 related to the Tigard Triangle as follows.

1. Take the Next Step on Major Projects

Contribute to the SW Corridor Plan by adopting Tigard's land use policies and designations and identifying
priorities for high-capacity transit (HCT) station location alternatives by mid-2012.
Determine the economic development opportunities, development plan, city policies and regulations needed
to position the Tigard Triangle as an HCT station location.

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION

None, however a memo informing city council about the grant application was included in the May 11, 2012
council newsletter.

Fiscal Impact

Cost: $ 70,000
Budgeted (yes or no): yes
Where budgeted?: Community Development - Community Planning

Additional Fiscal Notes:
This amount is from the proposed budget and has not been adopted by City Council.  It includes staff time,
professional/contract work and materials.

Attachments
Resolution - Tigard TGM Grant Submittal
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12- ___   
 
 
A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING A TRANSPORTATION AND GROWTH MANAGEMENT GRANT 
APPLICATION FOR THE TIGARD TRIANGLE AREA MASTER PLAN  
  
 
WHEREAS, the Tigard Triangle has been identified through the Tigard High Capacity Land Use Plan as a 
potential station community location along the SW Corridor (a transit corridor running from Portland to 
Sherwood in the vicinity of Barbur Boulevard/OR Highway 99/Pacific Highway); and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2012 City Council goal No. 1, Implement the Comprehensive Plan through code revisions 
including, contributing to the SW Corridor Plan by adopting Tigard's land use policies and designations and 
identifying priorities for high-capacity transit (HCT) station location alternatives by mid-2012 and determining 
the economic development opportunities, development plan, city policies and regulations needed to position 
the Tigard Triangle as an HCT station location, and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tigard Triangle has been identified through the Tigard HCT Land Use Plan as an area that can 
provide the mix of uses and redevelopment sites to support high capacity transit; 
 
WHEREAS, achievement of the above Council goal would be greatly furthered by the development of a 
detailed Tigard Triangle Area Master Plan that addresses a wide range of land use, financial, public facilities and 
transportation and economic/market factors ,  
 
WHEREAS preparation and adoption of the Tigard Triangle Area Plan is eligible for the State’s Transportation 
and Growth Management (TGM) grant program, which provides funding to local governments in Oregon to 
carry out transportation and land use planning activities; and 
 
WHEREAS the requested grant amount is up to $200,000 and the city is responsible for providing a minimum 
of 11 % of that amount as a local match which may include in-kind staff time, direct financial contribution or 
other forms of documentable support. 
   
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that:   
 
 
SECTION 1: The City Council hereby expresses its support of completing a Tigard Triangle Area master 

Plan and authorizes submission of a TGM grant application for state funding assistance  
 
SECTION 2: The City is prepared to provide 11 percent local match of the grant funds as described above  



RESOLUTION NO. 12 -       
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SECTION 3: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 
 
 
 
 
PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
 
 
 
    
  Mayor - City of Tigard 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 



   

AIS-864       8.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 5 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Resolution Certifying that the City of Tigard Provides Services Qualifying for State-Shared
Revenues

Prepared For: Liz Lutz Submitted By: Liz Lutz, Financial and
Information Services

Item Type:  Resolution Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Shall the City Council approve a resolution certifying that the City of Tigard provides certain services making the
city eligible to receive state shared revenues?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends approval of the attached resolution.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
The city has estimated the receipt of the following state shared revenues:

                                                   FY 2011-12                       FY 2012-13
Cigarette Tax                              $62,960                              $60,127                            
Liquor Tax                                   $684,332                            $736,341                                
State Gas Tax                             $2,766,107                         $2,826,073

The State of Oregon requires the city to certify its eligibility to receive these revenues by stating that it provides
more than four of the services listed in ORS 221.760. The city does provide six of the seven required services and is
therefore eligible for receiving the state shared revenues.  The services the city provides included police
services; street construction; maintenance, and lighting; sanitary sewer and storm water management; planning,
zoning and subdivision control; and water utility. Approval of the attached resolution will meet the State of Oregon
requirement of certification.  

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Do not accept the revenues from the State of Oregon.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
Acceptance of these revenues will assist in the funding of city goals and strategies.

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION

Fiscal Impact

Cost: NA
Budgeted (yes or no): Yes
Where Budgeted (department/program): General Fund & Gas Tax Fund

Additional Fiscal Notes:



Additional Fiscal Notes:
these are regularly budgetd, anticipated revenues.  The amounts for 2013 are forecasted based on information
from the League of Oregon Cities.  Cigarette and Liquor taxes are in the General Fund and the State Gas Tax is
primary revenue for the Gas Tax fund.

Attachments
Proposed Resolution
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-    
 
A RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THAT THE CITY OF TIGARD PROVIDES SERVICES 
QUALIFYING FOR STATE SHARED REVENUES. 
  
 
ORS 221.760 (1) provides as follows: 
 
The officer responsible for disbursing funds to cities under ORS 323.455, 366.785 to 366.82, and 471.805 shall, 
in the case of a city located within a county having more than 100,000 inhabitants according to the most recent 
federal decennial census, disburse such funds only if the city provides four or more of the following services: 

(1) Police protection 
(2) Fire protection 
(3) Street construction, maintenance and lighting 
(4) Sanitary sewers 
(5) Storm sewers 
(6) Planning, zoning and subdivision control 
(7) One or more utility services; and 

 
WHEREAS, City Officials recognize the desirability of assisting the state officer responsible for determining 
the eligibility of cities to receive such funds in accordance with ORS 221.760. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that:   
 
SECTION 1: The City of Tigard hereby certifies that it provides the following six services enumerated in 

Section 1, ORS 221.760: 
  

(1) Police protection 
(2) Street construction, maintenance and lighting 
(3) Sanitary sewers 
(4) Storm sewers 
(5) Planning, zoning and subdivision control 
(6) Water utility 

 
SECTION 2: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 
 
PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
 
 
    
  Mayor - City of Tigard 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 



   

AIS-865       9.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 5 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Resolution Declaring the City's Election to Receive State Revenue Sharing
Prepared For: Liz Lutz Submitted By: Liz Lutz, Financial and

Information Services
Item Type:  Resolution

Public Hearing - Informational
Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Should the City of Tigard elect to receive State Revenues as outlined in ORS 221.770, State Revenue Sharing Law?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends adopting this resolution.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
State Revenue Sharing Law, ORS 221.770, requires cities to annually pass an ordinance or resolution to request
state revenue sharing money.  The law also requires public hearings be held by the city and certification of these
hearings is also required.  In order to receive state revenue sharing in FY 2012-2013, the city must levy property
taxes in the preceding year, which the city has done.  The city estimates the receipt of $430,560 of state revenue
sharing funds in the FY 2012-13 budget.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Do not pass resolution.

COUNCIL GOALS, POLICIES, APPROVED MASTER PLANS
Acceptance of this revenue will assist in the funding of city goals and strategies.

DATES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
NA

Fiscal Impact

Fiscal Information:
Approval of this resolution would secure $430,560 of revenue for the General Fund

Attachments
Proposed Resolution - City's Election to Receive State Revenue Sharing
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-    
 
A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY’S ELECTION TO RECEIVE STATE REVENUE 
SHARING. 
  
 
WHEREAS, State Revenue Sharing Law, ORS 221.770, requires cities to annually pass an ordinance resolution 
requesting state revenue sharing money; and 
 
WHEREAS, the law mandates public hearings be held by the city and that certification of these hearings is 
required; and 
 
WHEREAS, in order to receive state revenue sharing in FY 2012-2013, the city must have levied property taxes 
the preceding year; and  
 
WHEREAS, the city did levy property taxes in FY 2011-2012. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that:   
 
SECTION 1: Pursuant to ORS 221.770, the city hereby elects to receive state revenue sharing for the fiscal 

year 2012-2013. 
 
SECTION 2: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 
 
 
 
PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
 
 
    
  Mayor - City of Tigard 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 



   

AIS-866       10.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 10 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Resolution Adopting the Citywide Master Fees and Charges Schedule Replacing Resolution
11-22 and All Subsequent Amendments to Date

Prepared For: Liz Lutz Submitted By: Liz Lutz, Financial and
Information Services

Item Type:  Resolution Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
As part of the annual budget process the City Council has the opportunity to adjust fees and charges related to city
services.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends that City Council adopt the resolution to adopt the Fees and Charges Schedule for FY 2012-2013.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
Every fiscal year, a revised Master Fees & Charges Schedule is submitted to the City Council for approval along
with the citywide operating budget. The attached schedule includes fee updates for the following departments:
Library, Police, Policy and Administration, Community Development and Public Works. Included in the schedule
are phased-in fees such as water. These phased in fees have already been approved by City Council and are
included in the FY 2013 Approved Budget.

Some of the proposed updates that are outlined and detailed in the attached Fee Change Summary include the
following:

1. Fees that are adjusted annually based on cost indices for labor and construction. One example is Planning Fees
with annual changes authorized in Resolution #03-59 based on the Seattle Construction Cost Index (CCI), which is
3.7% as of May 2012.

2. Fees established by Washington County or Clean Water Services (CWS) and fees administered by the city
including the Transportation Development Tax (TDT), or sanitary sewer and storm water charges.

3. Some of the Building fees have been reformatted to conform to standards mandated by the state’s Building Code
Division.

4. The elimination of some fees and charges because they were outdated and/or obsolete and the city no longer
charges for these services. An example would be the Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) which has been replaced by the
Transportation Development Tax (TDT).

Any fee change that is based on prior Council action, such as phase-in increases, or changes based on economic
indicies that have been approved by prior Council action, have been included in the Approved FY 2013 Budget.
Any new fee that has not come to Council for consideration has not been included in the Approved FY 2013 Budget.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Alter only those fees that are set by other agencies or are adjusted annually using an already approved formula.



COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
The fees and charges help fund council goals including: 

• The Parks System Development Charges (SDC's) along with the Park Bond Funds will help Tigard complete
plans for parkland acquisition.
• The Water fees, charges, and SDC's will enable our continued coordination with Lake Oswego on the Water
Partnership
• Several fees and charges, including franchise fees, land use fees and business license are key to the funding of the
General Fund and achieving the Council Goal of Financial Stability

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
NA

Fiscal Impact

Cost: N/A
Budgeted (yes or no): Yes
Where Budgeted (department/program): All Departments

Additional Fiscal Notes:
It is standard practice to include fee changes that are based on prior Council decision in the Approved Budget.
These fee increases and the additional revenues they will generate are included in the Approved Budget for Fiscal
Year 2013. On the attached Fee Changes Summary, these fees are denoted with a "Y" in the right column titled
"Included in Budget? (Y/N)". 

Similarly, fee changes that have not come before Council for prior decisions have not been included in the
revenues supporting the Approved Budget for FY 2013. On the attached Fee Changes Summary, these fees are
denoted with an "N" in the right column titled "Included in Budget? (Y/N)". The revenue impact for all fees and
charges that have not come to Council previously will generate less than $10,000 in revenue for the city and have
not been anticipated as part of the Approved FY 2013 Budget. 

Attachments
Resolution for Master Fees and Charges
Exhibit A to Resolution - Master Fees and Charges Schedule
Summary of Fee Changes



RESOLUTION NO. 11-       
Page 1 

CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-    
 
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE CITYWIDE MASTER FEES AND CHARGES SCHEDULE 
WHICH REPLACES RESOLUTION NO 11-22 AND ALL SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS TO DATE. 
 
  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Tigard has a Master Fees and Charges Schedule; and 
 
WHEREAS, city staff has reviewed fees and services provided; and 
 
WHEREAS, city staff has proposed a few new fees and changes to certain fees to recover costs or due to 
previously approved annual adjustment formulas; and 
 
WHEREAS, the city’s Master Fees and Charges Schedule includes fees set by other agencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, Tigard Municipal Code (TMC) 3.32.050 requires that the City Council review fees and charges 
annually. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that:   
 
SECTION 1: The fees and charges for the City of Tigard are enumerated and set as shown in the attached 

schedule (Exhibit A). 
  
SECTION 2: This resolution is effective July 1, 2012. 
 
 
 
PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
 
 
    
  Mayor - City of Tigard 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 
 
 



City of Tigard, Oregon

Master Fees & Charges Schedule

Fiscal Year 2012-2013

Revised 
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Text Box
Exhibit A



Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

CITY MANAGEMENT

Claims Application Fee (TMC 1.21.050 & 1.22; Ord. 08-09) $1,000.00 /deposit* 6/24/2008

*  Claim fee shall be actual cost incurred by the city to process claim.

    Any funds remaining from the deposit after the claim has been processed will be

    refunded to the claimant. Payment of any costs exceeding the amount of the deposit

    is required prior to issuance of a final decision by the city on the claim.

  

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

Municipal Court Fees

Civil Compromise $150.00 8/28/2008

Traffic School and Compliance Program Fee

Criminal $150.00 8/28/2008

Juvenile non-traffic $75.00 8/28/2008

Traffic School Equal to the relevant fine provided for the 8/28/2008

    violation in the Violations Bureau Fine Schedule

Traffic School Setover $20.00 8/28/2008

License Reinstatement $15.00 8/28/2008

Payment Agreement Administrative Fee $15.00 8/28/2008

Overdue Payment Letter $10.00 8/28/2008

Show Cause Hearings - Court Costs 8/28/2008

Non-compliance $25.00

Non-payment - fees paid prior

    to hearing No Fee

Warrant Fee $50.00 8/28/2008

CITY MANAGEMENT

Public Assembly 8/25/1970

Application Fee

Persons Reasonably Anticipated

1,000 to 2,499 $100.00

2,500 to 4,999 $150.00

5,000 to 9,999 $500.00

10,000 to 49,999 $1,000.00

50,000 and over $1,500.00

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES/RECORDS

Tigard Municipal Code (TMC) (Titles 1 - 17) or TMC/CDC (Titles 1-18)

Compact Disk (CD) $10.00 7/1/2009
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

CITYWIDE

Attorney Time Current attorney billing rate 1999

2GB Flash Drives $11.00 each 7/1/2011

Audio/Video Tapes $6.00 7/1/2003

Computer/Compact Disks $10.00 7/1/2006

DVD/VHS $12.00 7/1/2006

Faxes for Public $2.00 /first page 7/1/2007

$1.00 /each additional page

Microfiche Sheet Copies $1.00 /sheet up to 50 sheets plus 7/1/2007

    staff time

Microfilm/Microfiche & Photocopies

8-1/2 x 11 $0.25 /page 1999

11 x 14 $0.50 /page 1999

11 x 17 $1.00 /page 7/1/2005

17 x 24 $1.50 /page 7/1/2007

36 x 36 $2.50 /page 7/1/2007

Nomination Petition Fee $50.00 7/1/2008

Oversized Copies $2.50 /page 7/1/2011

Photographs Actual Cost 1999

Recording of Documents Actual Cost 1999

Research Fee Staff hourly rate + Citywide Overhead 2/7/2002

Fee + Materials

Staff Hourly Rate for Miscellaneous Billing Staff hourly rate + benefits + paid time off + 7/1/2012

and Reimbursement Agreements administrative time + department overhead + citywide overhead 

as determined by most recent A-87 Indirect Cost Study
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

FINANCIAL & INFORMATION SERVICES

Assessment Assumption $50.00 4/22/1985

Budget Document

Compact Disk (CD) $10.00 7/1/2007

Paper $50.00

Business License

Annual Fee*

0-2 employees $80.50 $82.50 /per year 7/1/2011  12

3-5 employees $107.00 $110.00 /per year 7/1/2011  12

6-10 employees $351.00 $361.00 /per year 7/1/2011  12

11-50 employees $578.00 $594.00 /per year 7/1/2011  12

51 or more employees $785.00 $807.00 /per year 7/1/2011  12

* Adjusted annually in conjunction with the Portland Consumer Price Index (CPI)

Pro-Rated Fee Schedule

Issued January 1 - June 30 See Fee Schedule above

Issued July 1 - December 31 1/2 the annual fee

Temporary License $25.00 1/1/2008

Duplicate License/Change of Ownership Fee

Change in ownership or name only $10.00 1/1/2008

Copy/replacement of license $10.00 1/1/2008

Delinquency Charge

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report $0.00 2/7/2002

Whenever the business license fee is not paid on or before the delinquent date, a delinquency charge equal to ten percent 

(10%) of the original business license fee due and payable shall be added for each calendar month or fraction thereof that 

the fee remains unpaid.  The total amount of the delinquency penalty for any business license year shall not exceed one 

hundred percent (100%) of the business license fee due and payable for such year.
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Franchise Fee (See TMC 15.06 & ROW Usage Fee Below)

Cable TV 5% of gross revenue 1/26/1999

Electricity 3.5%    5% of gross revenue 2/23/1993   07/01/2012

Natural Gas 5% of gross revenue 7/13/2004

Telecommunication 5% of gross revenue or $2.90/linear foot of installation 8/8/2006

(Includes telecommunication utilities, in right-of-way, whichever is greater

long distance providers, private networks

and competitive access providers)

Telecommunication Franchise Application Fee $2,000.00 1/23/2001

Solid Waste Disposal (See TMC 11.04) 4% of gross revenue 1/1/2006

Lien Search Fee $35.00 2/1/2004

Overhead Fee

Added to charges for property damage/repair 10% of total charge

Passport Execution Fee $25.00 2/1/2008

Passport Photographs Fee $10.00 4/1/2007

Returned Check Fee $20.00 10/9/2001

Right-of-Way Usage Fee (See TMC 15.06 and Franchise Fee Above) 9/8/2006

Electricity 3.5%    5% of gross revenue or

$2.90/linear foot of installation in right-of-way, whichever is greater

Natural Gas 5% of gross revenue or

$2.90/linear foot of installation in right-of-way, whichever is greater

Sanitary Sewer 5% of gross revenue or

$2.90/linear foot of installation in right-of-way, whichever is greater

Telecommunication 5% of gross revenue or

$2.90/linear foot of installation in right-of-way, whichever is greater

Water 5% of gross revenue or

$2.90/linear foot of installation in right-of-way, whichever is greater
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

LIBRARY

Collection Agency Fee $10.00 7/1/2007

Disk or CD (Blank) $1.00 2/7/2002

Headphones $2.00 7/1/2007

Lost Items Replacement cost + $5.00 processing fee 7/1/2003

Overdue Items

Daily Charge (All Items except DVDs & Blu-Rays) $0.15 /item 7/1/2003

Daily Charge (DVDs & Blu-Rays) $1.00 /item 7/1/2005

Maximum Charge $5.00 /item 7/1/2005

Public Copier and Printer Charges

$0.10 /page for black & white 2001

$0.50 / page for color 7/1/2011

Replacement Library Card Fee $1.00 7/1/2007
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Revised Fee Effective Date

POLICE

Alarm Permits

Burglary or Robbery   Security Alarm Permit $25.00 7/1/2009

Failure to Obtain or Renew Alarm Permit Fee $25.00 6/28/1982

Failure to Obtain or Renew Security Alarm Permit Fee

False Alarm Charge 7/1/2003

3rd false alarm $50.00

4th false alarm $75.00

5th false alarm $100.00

6 or more false alarms $150.00

Fingerprint Card new $15.00 per card 7/1/2012

Good Conduct Background/Letter new $10.00 7/1/2012

Law Enforcement Officers Safety Act Qualification Fee $25.00 7/1/2006

Liquor License $25.00 7/10/2001

Police Services Fees

DVD/Audio/ and VHS Evidence Copies Actual staff costs plus materials $20.00 7/1/2005  2012

Police Documents/Reports $10.00 /for the first 15 pages and 7/1/2008

$0.30 /page thereafter

Police Digital Photo CD Copies $10.00 /CD 7/1/2005

Police Photograph Copies $10.00 /roll 7/1/2003

Property Forfeiture for Criminal Activity Varies 5/25/1999

Second Hand Dealers and Transient Merchant License

Occasional $40.00 7/1/2010

Full-Time $100.00 7/1/2010

Reporting Forms $0.80 each 7/1/2010

Vehicle Release Fee $100.00 7/1/2007
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - BUILDING

Building Permit Fees 

(New Commercial) 10/1/2009

Total Valuation:

$0.00 to $500.00 $51.09 /minimum

$500.01 to $2,000.00 $51.09 /for the first $500 and

$2.69 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$2,000.01 to $25,000.00 $91.44 /for the first $2,000 and

$10.76 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$25,000.01 to $50,000.00 $338.92 /for the first $25,000 and

$8.06 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $540.42 /for the first $50,000 and

$5.38 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$100,000.01 and over $809.42 /for the first $100,000 and

$4.49 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

(New Single Family & Multi-Family) 10/1/2009

Total Valuation:

$0.00 to $2,000.00 $66.25 /minimum

$2,000.01 to $25,000.00 $66.25 /for the first $2,000 and

$11.48 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$25,000.01 to $50,000.00 $330.29 /for the first $25,000 and

$8.75 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $549.04 /for the first $50,000 and

$6.25 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$100,000.01 to $250,000.00 $861.54 /for the first $100,000 and

$4.46 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$250,000.01 to $500,000.00 $1,530.54 /for the first $250,000 and

$4.42 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$500,000.01 to $1,000,000.00 $2,635.54 /for the first $500,000 and

$4.10 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$1,000,000.01 to $2,000,000.00 $4,685.54 /for the first $1,000,000 and

$3.33 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$2,000,000.01 and over $8,015.54 /for the first $2,000,000 and

$3.18 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

(Site Work/Grading) 10/1/2009

Total Valuation:

$0.00 to $500.00 $51.09 /minimum

$500.01 to $2,000.00 $51.09 /for the first $500 and

$2.69 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$2,000.01 to $25,000.00 $91.44 /for the first $2,000 and

$10.76 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$25,000.01 to $50,000.00 $338.92 /for the first $25,000 and

$8.06 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $540.42 /for the first $50,000 and

$5.38 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$100,000.01 and over $809.42 /for the first $100,000 and

$4.49 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

(Single Family, Multi-Family, Commercial, & Industrial Building Permit Fee (Additions, Alterations, and Demolitions for

 for Additions, Alterations, and Demolitions) Single Family, Multi-Family, Commercial, & Industrial) 10/1/2009

Total Valuation:

$0.00 to $500.00 $53.27 /minimum

$500.01 to $2,000.00 $53.27 /for the first $500 and

$3.39 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$2,000.01 to $25,000.00 $104.12 /for the first $2,000 and

$15.21 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$25,000.01 to $50,000.00 $453.95 /for the first $25,000 and

$11.02 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $729.45 /for the first $50,000 and

$7.53 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$100,000.01 to $500,000.00 $1,105.95 /for the first $100,000 and

$6.04 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$500,000.01 to $1,000,000.00 $3,521.95 /for the first $500,000 and

$5.09 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$1,000,000.01 and over $6,066.95 /for the first $1,000,000 and

$3.39 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

Building Plan Review Fee 65% of base building permit fee 9/26/2000

Deferred Submittals $200.00 minimum fee 9/24/2002

Plan Review plus 65% of building permit fee based on valuation

     of the particular portion or portions of the project.
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Phased Permitting $200.00 9/24/2002

Plan Review plus 10% of building permit fee based on total project valuation

    not to exceed $1,500 for each phase

Photovoltaic Solar Panel System $180.00 (includes plan review and administrative fees) 1/1/2011

plus 12% state surcharge of permit fee

Electrical Fees 10/1/2009

New residential, single or multi-family per dwelling unit; service included:

1000 square feet or less $168.54

Each additional 500 square

  feet or portion thereof $33.92

Limited energy, residential or multi-family $75.00

   (with above sq ft)

Each manufactured home or

   modular dwelling service or feeder $67.84

Services or feeders; installation, alterations or relocation:

200 amps or less $100.70

201 amps to 400 amps $133.56

401 amps to 600 amps $200.34

601 amps to 1000 amps $301.04

Over 1000 amps or volts $552.26

Reconnect only $67.84

Temporary services or feeders; installation, alteration or relocation:

200 amps or less $59.36

201 amps to 400 amps $125.08

401 amps to 600 amps $168.54

Branch circuits; new, alteration or extension per panel:

With purchase of service or

   feeder - each branch circuit $7.42

Without purchase of service or feeder

   First Branch Circuit $56.18

   Each addit. Branch circuit $7.42

Miscellaneous (service or feeder not included):

Each pump or irrigation circuit $67.84

Each sign or outline lighting $67.84

Signal circuit(s) or a limited

   energy panel, alteration or extension $75.00

Each additional inspection over

    the allowable in any of the above

        Per Inspection $66.25 /hour (min 1 hour)

        Per Hour $66.25 /hour (min 1 hour)

Industrial Plant Inspection $78.18 /hour (min 1 hour)

Renewable Energy Electrical Fees: 7/1/2012

5 kva or less $100.70 7/1/2012

5.01 to 15 kva $133.56 7/1/2012

15.01 to 25 kva $200.34 7/1/2012
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Wind generation systems in excess of 25 kva: 7/1/2012

25.01 to 50 kva $301.04 7/1/2012

50.01 to 100 kva $552.26 7/1/2012

>100 kva the permit fee shall be calculated 7/1/2012

  in accordance with OAR 918-309-0040.

Solar generation systems in excess of 25 kva: 7/1/2012

Each additional kva over 25 $7.42 7/1/2012

>100 kva no additional charge 7/1/2012

Each additional inspection over allowable in any of the above: 7/1/2012

Each additional inspection will be charged $66.25/hr 7/1/2012

  at an hourly rate (1 hr minimum)

Misc. fees at an hourly rate (1 hr minimum) $90.00/hr 7/1/2012

Electrical permit plan review fee 25% of the electrical permit fee

Fire Protection Systems 10/1/2009

(Commercial Fire Suppression - Sprinkler, Alarm and Type I-Hood systems based on project valuation)

Total Valuation:

$0.00 to $500.00 $51.09 /minimum

$500.01 to $2,000.00 $51.09 /for the first $500 and

$2.69 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$2,000.01 to $25,000.00 $91.44 /for the first $2,000 and

$10.76 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$25,000.01 to $50,000.00 $338.92 /for the first $25,000 and

$8.06 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $509.42 /for the first $50,000 and

$5.38 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

$100,000.01 and over $809.42 /for the first $100,000 and

$4.49 /for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof

Fire Life Safety Plan Review 40% of base building permit fee 9/26/2000

(Commercial Only)

Fire Protection Systems 10/1/2009

(Residential Fire Suppression)

Stand Alone System

Square Footage:

1 to 2,000 $198.75

2,001 to 3,600 $246.45

3601 to 7,200 $310.05

7,201 and over $404.39

Multipurpose or Continuous Loop System

Square Footage:

0 to 2,000 $121.90

2,001 to 3,600 $169.60

3,601 to 7,200 $233.20

7,201 and over $327.54

Manufactured Dwelling Installation $305.50 9/24/2002

Manufactured Dwelling and Mobile Home Per OAR 9/24/2002

 Parks, Recreation Camps, and Organizational Camps
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Mechanical Fees 10/1/2009

(1 & 2 Family Dwellings for New, Additions, or Alterations)

Heating/Cooling:

 Air conditioning $46.75

Furnace 100,000 BTU (ducts/vents) $46.75

Furnace 100,000+ BTU (ducts/vents) $54.91

Heat pump $61.06

Duct work $23.32

Hydronic hot water system $23.32

Residential boiler (radiator or hydronic) $23.32

Unit heaters (fuel-type, not electric),

      in-wall, in duct, suspended, etc. $46.75

Flue/vent for any of above $23.32

Other $23.32

Other fuel appliances:

Water heater $23.32

Gas fireplace $33.39

Flue/vent for water heater or gas fireplace $23.32

Log lighter (gas) $23.32

Wood/pellet stove $33.39

Wood fireplace/insert $23.32

Chimney/liner/flue/vent $23.32

Other $23.32

Environmental exhaust and ventilation:

Range hood/other kitchen equipment $33.39

Clothes dryer exhaust $33.39

Single-duct exhaust (bathrooms,

     toilet compartments, utility rooms) $23.32

Attic/crawlspace fans $23.32

Other $23.32

Fuel piping:

First four $14.15

Each additional $4.03

Minimum permit fee $90.00

Mechanical plan review fee 25% of Permit Fee

Mechanical Permit Fees 10/1/2009

(Commercial and Multi-family)

Total Valuation:

$0.00 to $500.00 $69.06 /minimum

$500.01 to $5,000.00 $69.06 /for the first $500 and

$3.07 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$5,000.01 to $10,000.00 $207.21 /for the first $5,000 and

$2.81 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$10,000.01 to $50,000.00 $347.71 /for the first $10,000 and

$2.54 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$50,000.01 to $100,000.00 $1,363.71 /for the first $50,000 and

$2.49 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

$100,000.01 and over $2,608.71 /for the first $100,000 and

$2.92 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof

Plan Review 25% of permit fee 9/24/2002
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Plumbing Fees 10/1/2009

(Commercial, Industrial, Residential, & Multi-Family)

New One & Two Family Dwellings

1 bath $312.70

2 bath $437.78

3 bath $500.32

Each additional bath/kitchen fixture $25.02

Site Utilities

Catch basin or area drain $18.76

Drywell, leach line, or trench drain $18.76

Footing drain, first 100' $50.03

Each additional 100' or part thereof 

     (footing drain) $37.52

Manufactured home utilities $50.03

Manholes $18.76

Rain drain connector $18.76

Sanitary sewer, first 100' $62.54

Storm sewer, first 100' $62.54

Water service, first 100' $62.54

Each additional 100' or part thereof

      (sanitary, storm, water service) $37.52

Fixture or Item

Backflow preventer $31.27

 Backwater valve $12.51

Clothes washer $25.02

Dishwasher $25.02

Drinking fountain $25.02

Ejectors/sump $25.02

Expansion tank $12.51

Fixture/sewer cap $25.02

 Floor drain/floor sink/hub $25.02

Garbage disposal $25.02

Hose bib $25.02

Ice maker $12.51

Interceptor/grease trap $25.02

Medical gas (value: $            ) see table

Primer $12.51

Roof drain (commercial) $12.51

Sink/basin/lavatory $25.02

Solar units (potable water) $62.54

 Tub/shower/shower pan $12.51

Urinal $25.02

Water closet $25.02

Water heater $37.52

Water Piping/DWV $56.29

Other: $25.02

Minimum permit fee $72.50

Plumbing plan review 25% of permit fee
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Medical Gas Systems 9/24/2002

Total Valuation:

$1 - $5,000  $1.00 to $5,000.00 $72.50 /minimum

$5,001 - $10,000 $5,000.01 to $10,000.00 $72.50 /for the first $5,000 and

$1.52 /for each additional $100 or fraction

    thereof, to and including $10,000.

$10,001 - $25,000 $10,000.01 to $25,000.00 $148.50 /for the first $10,000 and

$1.54 /for each additional $100 or fraction

    thereof, to and including $25,000.

$25,001 - $50,000 $25,000.01 to $50,000.00 $379.50 /for the first $25,000 and

$1.45 /for each additional $100 or fraction

    thereof, to and including $50,000.

$50,001 and up $50,000.01 and over $742.00 /for the first $50,000 and

$1.20 /for each additional $100 or fraction thereof.

Restricted Energy 6/27/2000

Residential Energy Use, for all systems combined $75.00

Commercial Energy Use, for each system $75.00

Sanitary Sewer Inspection Fee 6/6/2000

Residential $35.00

Commercial $45.00

Industrial $75.00

Site Work/Grading Permit Fees 10/1/2009

Based on project valuation - See Building Permit Fees (New Commerical).

Miscellaneous Fees

Address Change for building permits $50.00 7/1/2007

Fee paid inspections for residential structures pursuant to Title 14, Chapter 16 6/27/2000

Single & Two Family Dwellings $100.00

Apartment Houses & Social

Care Facilities $160.00 /plus $7 for each dwelling unit in excess of 3

Hotels $160.00 /plus $5 for each dwelling unit in excess of 5

Information Processing & Archiving (IPA) Fee $2.00 /sheet larger than 11" X 17" 7/1/2010

$0.50 /sheet 11" X 17" and smaller

Investigation Fee Additional fee to equal to the amount of the permit 7/1/2007

Phased Occupancy $200.00 6/27/2000

Permit or Plan Review Extension $90.00

Temporary Occupancy $90.00

Other Inspections & Fees:

1.  Inspections outside of normal business hours 10/1/2009

     (minimum charge - 2 hours) $90.00 per hour

2   Reinspection fees $90.00 per hour 10/1/2009

3.  Inspections for which no fee is specifically 10/1/2009

     indicated (minimum charge: one-half hour) $90.00 per hour

4.  Additional plan review required by changes, 10/1/2009

     additions or revisions to plans (minimum

     charge: one-half hour) $90.00 per hour

**A 12% surcharge fee as mandated by the State Building Codes Division is applied to all Building, Mechanical, Plumbing, & Electrical permits.
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Authority Effective Date

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - DEVELOPMENT SERVICES ENGINEERING

Erosion Control Permit Fee 10/29/2003

(City receives none of this fee)

Less than $50,000.00 $26.00

$50,000.00 to $100,000.00 $40.00

More than $100,000.00 $40.00 /+$24.00 for each additional $100,000

    or fraction thereof

Erosion Control Inspection Fee

With a Building Permit

Construction Cost Estimate $0-$25,000 $75.00 7/1/2012

Construction Cost Estimate $25,001-$50,000 $100.00 7/1/2012

Construction Cost Estimate $50,001-$100,000 $150.00 7/1/2012

Construction Cost Estimate over $100,000 $150.00 plus $75 per $100,000 or fraction thereof 7/1/2012

exceeding the first $100,000

Without a Building Permit

0-0.99acres $300.00 7/1/2012

1acre of greater $300.00 plus $150 per acre or fraction thereof 7/1/2012

Reinspection Fee $90.00 per hour with a minimum of 1 hour 7/1/2012

Erosion Control Plan Check Fee 65% of inspection fee 10/29/2003

(City receives 50% of fee)

Plan Check included in inspection fee 7/1/2012

Plan Resubmittal Review $90.00 per hour with a minimum of 1/2 hour 7/1/2012

Fee In Lieu Of Bicycle Striping 7/1/2004

8-inch white stripe $2.50 /linear foot of frontage

Bike lane legends $175.00 /each

Directional mini-arrows $100.00 /each

Mono-directional reflective markers $4.00 /each

Fee In Lieu Of Undergrounding $35.00 /lineal feet of frontage CDC 18.180.120 10/29/2003

Public Facility Improvement Permit 2% plan review plus 7/1/2009

5% of estimated cost of public improvement with a 7/1/2005

    $300 minimum

Streetlight Energy & Maintenance Fee Based upon PGE Sch #91 Opt, "B" PGE 2000

    for the first two years costs

Traffic/Pedestrian Signs Cost of materials and labor Dept. Policy 2/7/2002

   with Council DirectionPage 15



Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - DEVELOPMENT SERVICES PLANNING

Accessory Residential Units 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Annexation 2775 $2,875.00 7/1/2012

(As of July 1, 2006 a moratorium on this fee was

    in effect, per Resolution 11-08, through

    February 2012)

Appeal

Director's Decision (Type II) to Hearings Officer 252 $300.00 7/1/2012

Expedited Review (Deposit) 303 $360.00 7/1/2012

Hearings Referee 505 $600.00 7/1/2012

Planning Commission/Hearing's Officer to

    City Council 2790 $2,890.00 7/1/2012

Approval Extension 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Colocation (of Wireless Communication Facilites) $52.00 7/1/2011

Conditional Use

Initial 5523 $5,722.00 7/1/2012

Major Modification 5523 $5,722.00 7/1/2012

Minor Modification 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Design Evaluation Team (DET)

Recommendation (deposit) 1542 $1,598.00 7/1/2012

Development Code Provision Review

Single-Family Building Plan 75 $77.00 7/1/2012

Commercial/Industrial/Institution 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Commercial/Industrial/Institution–

Tenant Improvements in Existing Development

Project Valuation up to $4,999 $0.00 7/1/2010

Project Valuation $5,000 - $74,999 75 $77.00 7/1/2012

Project Valuation $75,000 - $149,999 185 $192.00 7/1/2012

Project Valuation $150,000 and more 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Downtown Review

Downtown Review Compliance Letter 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Downtown Design Administrative Review

Under $1,000,000.00 1414 $1,464.00 + 0.004 x project valuation 7/1/2012

$1,000,000.00 and over (max fee $25,000.00) 5449 $5,645.00 +0.002 x project valuation 7/1/2012

Downtown Design Review - Design Review Board 2868 $2,971.00 + applicable Type II fee 7/1/2012

Hearing Postponement 337 $349.00 7/1/2012Page 16



Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Historic Overlay/Review District

Historic Overlay Designation 4320 $4,475.00 7/1/2012

Removal Historic Overlay Designation 4320 $4,475.00 7/1/2012

Exterior Alteration in Historic Overlay District 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

New Construction in Historic Overlay District 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Demolition in Historic Overlay District 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Home Occupation Permit 

Type I 102 $106.00 7/1/2012

Type II 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Interpretation of the Community Development Code

Director's Interpretation 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Appeal to City Council 2790 $2,890.00 7/1/2012

Land Partition

Residential and Non-Residential (3 Lots) 3997 $4,141.00 7/1/2012

Residential and Non-Residential (2 Lots) 3325 $3,444.00 7/1/2012

Expedited 4664 $4,832.00 7/1/2012

Final Plat 928 $962.00 7/1/2012

Lot Line Adjustment 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Minor Modification to an Approved Plan 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Non-Conforming Use Confirmation 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Planned Development

Conceptual Plan Review 7822 $8,103.00 7/1/2012

Detailed Plan Review (Concurrent Hearing) Applicable SDR Fee or Subdivision Fee +  $379.00 $392.00 7/1/2012

Detailed Plan Review (Separate Hearing) Applicable SDR Fee or Subdivision Fee +   $2,334.00 $2,418.00 7/1/2012
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Pre-Application Conference 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Sensitive Lands Review

With Excessive Slopes/Within Drainage Ways/ 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

    Within 100-Year Floodplain (Type I)

With Excessive Slopes/Within Drainage Ways/ 2653 $2,748.00 7/1/2012

    Within Wetlands (Type II)

With Excessive Slopes/Within Drainage Ways/ 2867 $2,970.00 7/1/2012

    Within Wetlands/Within the 100-Year 

Floodplain (Type III)

Sign Permit

Existing and Modification to an Existing Sign

    (No Size Differential) 165 $171.00 7/1/2012

Temporary Sign (Per Sign) 52 $54.00 7/1/2012

Site Development Review & Major Modification

Under $1,000,000.00 4687 $4,856.00 7/1/2012

$1,000,000.00/Over 6088 $6,307.00 7/1/2012

('+$6.00/per each $10,000.00 over $1,000,000.00)

Minor Modification 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Subdivision

Preliminary Plat without Planned Development $5,411.00 $5,606.00   /+ $93.00 per lot 7/1/2012

Preliminary Plat with Planned Development 7488 $7,758.00 7/1/2012

Expedited Preliminary Plat without

    Planned Development $6,203.00 $6,427.00  /+ $93.00 per lot 7/1/2012

Expedited Preliminary Plat with

    Planned Development 7488 $7,758.00 7/1/2012

Final Plat 1872 $1,938.00 7/1/2012

Plat Name Change 338 $350.00 7/1/2012
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Temporary Use

Director's Decision 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Special Exemption/Non-Profit $0.00 7/1/2003

Special Mixed Use-Central Business District Zone Rate

1st Temporary Use in a Calendar Year 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

2nd Through 5th Temporary Use With Substantially the 

Same Site Plan Within A Calendar Year 52 $54.00 7/1/2012

Tree Removal 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Variance/Adjustment

Administrative Variance 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Development Adjustment 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Special Adjustments

Adjustment to a Subdivision 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Reduction of Minimum

    Residential Density 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Access/Egress Standards

    Adjustment 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Landscaping Adjustments

    Existing/New Street Trees 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Parking Adjustments

Reduction in Minimum or Increase

    In Maximum Parking Ratio 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Reduction in New or Existing 

    Development/Transit Imprvmnt 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Reduction in Bicycle Parking 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Alternative Parking Garage

    Layout 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Reduction in Stacking Lane

    Length 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Sign Code Adjustment 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Street Improvement Adjustment 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Tree Removal Adjustment 296 $307.00 7/1/2012

Wireless Communication Facility Adjustments

Setback from Nearby Residence 647 $670.00 7/1/2012

Distance from Another Tower 296 $307.00 7/1/2012
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Zoning Map/Text Amendment

Legislative - Comprehensive Plan 9277 $9,611.00 7/1/2012

Legislative - Community Development Code 3787 $3,924.00 7/1/2012

Quasi-Judicial 3490 $3,616.00 7/1/2012

Zoning Analysis (Detailed) 605 $627.00 7/1/2012

Zoning Inquiry Letter (Simple) 89 $92.00 7/1/2012

**Planning Fees include 14.76% Long Range Planning  Surcharge per Ord 04-99 12/28/2004

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT -  MISCELLANEOUS FEES & CHARGES

Building Plan Copies $2.50 /copy page 7/1/2007

Community Development Code

CD Rom $10.00

Tigard Comprehensive Plan

$75.00 7/1/2011

GIS Maps*

8-1/2" x 11"

Non Aerial $2.50 7/1/2011

Aerial $4.00 7/1/2011

11" x 17"

Non Aerial $5.00 7/1/2011

Aerial $7.00 7/1/2011

17" x 22"

Non Aerial $11.00 7/1/2011

Aerial $15.00 7/1/2011

34" x 44"

Non Aerial $25.00 7/1/2011

Aerial $30.00 7/1/2011

Custom Maps Staff Hourly Rate

Information Processing & Archiving (IPA) Fee

Temporary Sign $5.00 7/1/2010

Type I Review $18.00 7/1/2010

Type II Review $175.00 7/1/2010

Type III Review $200.00 7/1/2010

Type IV Review $200.00 7/1/2010

Neighborhood Meeting Signs (Land Use) $2.00 1997
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Effective Date

Oversize Load Permit $200.00 7/1/2005

Planimetric Maps

Blueline print - quarter section $5.00

Mylar - quarter section $150.00 /+ reproduction cost

Retrieval of Materials Confiscated in ROW

Lawn and A-board signs $40.00 /sign 7/1/2010

Other signs and materials (based on size and value) City Manager's Discretion 7/1/2010

(per TMC 7.61.035 Ord 10-06)

Tigard Transportation System Plan $75.00 7/1/2011

Tigard Triangle

Master Plan (3/92) $10.00 Obsolete

Master Plan Color Map (Adopted 11/92) $2.50

Specific Area Plan (1/94) $7.50

Transportation & Traffic Evaluation

Visual Preference Survey $5.00 /for second copy Obsolete

Washington Square Regional Center 1999

Task Force Recommendations $10.00

Master Plan Map (Zoning/Plan) $2.50
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Authority Effective Date

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - MISCELLANEOUS DEVELOPMENT

Blasting Permit* $271 $325 7/1/2009  2012

Fee in Lieu of Sewer Based on actual cost of sewer connection, 1998

(Commercial Only) if sewer was available

Fee in Lieu of Shared Open Space Fee in lieu  is determined by multiplying TDC 18.610.030. F.2.b. (3) 7/1/2011

(MU-CBD zone only) the current Washington County Assessor-determined

real market value of the land (not improvements) by   

10%.

Sanitary Sewer Connection Fee $4,500.00 /dwelling unit 7/1/2011

(This fee is determined by Cleanwater Services.

The City of Tigard receives 3.99% of fees collected.)

Tree Replacement Fee $125.00 /caliber inch 9/1/2001

Water Quality Facility Fee (Fee set by Clean Water Services) 6/6/2000

(City receives 100% of fees collected)

Residential Single Family $225.00 /unit

Commercial & Multi-family $225.00 /2,640 sq. ft of additional

    impervious surface

Water Quantity Facility Fee (Fee set by Clean Water Services) 6/6/2000

(City receives 100% of fees collected)

Residential Single Family $275.00 /unit

Commercial & Multi-family $275.00 /2,640 sq. ft of additional

    impervious surface

Metro Construction Excise Tax 12% of building permits for projects 7/1/2006

(City will retain 4% for administrative expenses) with a total valuation of $100,001 or more;

(Tax set by Metro, but collected by cities) not to exceed $12,000.

School District Construction Excise Tax 10/1/2009

(City will retain 4% for administrative expenses)

(Tax set by school districts, but collected by cities)

Beaverton School District $1.07 /sq. ft. residential construction

$0.54 /sq. ft. commercial construction

Tigard-Tualatin School District $1.07 /sq. ft. residential construction

$0.54 /sq. ft. commercial construction

Vacation (Streets and Public Access) $2,209.00  $2,319.00 /deposit + actual costs 7/1/2009  2012

* Per Ord 03-59, fee is adjusted yearly based on the Construction Cost Index for the City of Seattle as published in the April issue of Engineering News Record

     and per Ord 04-99 includes the 14.76% Long Range Planning Surcharge. Page 22



Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Authority Effective Date

PUBLIC WORKS

Addressing Assignment Fee $50.00 Res. 99-08 10/29/2003

Community Garden Plot Rental

Large $40.00 /year 7/1/2010

Small $20.00 /year 7/1/2010

Encroachment Permit $300.00 Ord. 99-31 7/1/2011

Engineering Public Improvement Design Standards $5.00 For printed version only Dept. Policy 7/15/1998

Local Improvement District Assessments Actual Cost Ord. 96-26 7/24/1996

Park Reservation Fees

Application Fee

Resident $25.00 /per event 7/1/2010

Non-Resident $50.00 /per event 7/1/2010

Rental Change Fee $15.00 /per event 7/1/2011

Organized Group Event Processing Fee $50.00 /per event 7/1/2012

Event Monitor $15.00 /hour 7/1/2012

Special Use/Alcohol Permit Fee $25.00 /per event 7/1/2010

(Fee assessed at time of reservation)

Special Event Permit Fee (per event) $75.00 0 to 100 people 7/1/2010

$175.00 101 to 500 people  101 to 200 people 7/1/2010  2012

$275.00 501 to 2000 people  201 to 500 people 7/1/2010  2012

$475.00 More than 2000 people  501 to 2000 people 7/1/2010  2012

$1,000.00 More than 2001 people 7/1/2012

Shelter Rental Fees (2 hour minimum)

Shelter #2

Resident $33.00  $35.00 /hour 7/1/2010  2012

Non-Resident $66.00  $70.00 /hour 7/1/2010  2012

Shelter #1, #3, #4, Bishop/Scheckla Pavilion, & Summerlake

Resident $23.00  $25.00 /hour 7/1/2010  2012

Non-Resident $46.00  $50.00 /hour 7/1/2010  2012

Soccer/Ball Field Rental Fee (2 hour minimum)

Resident $10.00 /hour 7/1/2010

Non-Resident $20.00 /hour 7/1/2010

Deposit May be required for some events to mitigate Not to exceed $400 7/1/2010

possible cleanup and/or damages.

Reimbursement District Application Fee $300.00 1/27/1998
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Authority Effective Date

Reimbursement District Fee Not to Exceed $6,000.00 unless Res. 98-03 7/1/2001

    reimbursement fee exceeds $15,000.00

    Any amount over $15,000.00 shall be

    reimbursed by the owner.  $6,000.00 limit 

    valid for only 3 years from Council approval

    of district cost.

Right-of-Way (ROW) Permit Fee

ROW Permit Fee $300.00 Not required for Public Facility Improvements 7/1/2011

Street Maintenance Fee (TMC 15.20)

Monthly Residential Rate - 

Single and Multi-Family $4.13 $5.45 / unit 4/1/2011

Monthly Non-Residential Rate $1.06 $1.23 /per min required parking space 4/1/2011

Monthly Residential Rate - 

Single and Multi-Family $5.45 / unit 1/1/2012

Monthly Non-Residential Rate $1.23 /per min required parking space 1/1/2012

Single and Multi-Family $5.45 $5.56 / unit 1/1/2013

Monthly Non-Residential Rate $1.23 $1.25 /per min required parking space 1/1/2013

Staff Review No Charge

Solid Waste Compactor PermitCity Council Written Appeal Filing Fee $300.00

$100.00 Res. 91-76

Traffic Control Devices

Speed Hump Program

50% of cost Dept. Policy 5/1/1996
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge New Fee or Charge Effective Date

PUBLIC WORKS - UTILITIES

Booster Pump Charge

Meter Size (diameter inches)

5/8 x 3/4 $4.08 /monthly 1/1/2011

$4.32 /monthly 1/1/2012

$4.58 /monthly 1/1/2013

$4.86 /monthly 1/1/2014

$5.15 /monthly 1/1/2015

3/4 x 3/4 $5.88 /monthly 10/1/2011

$6.22 /monthly 1/1/2012

$6.60 /monthly 1/1/2013

$7.00 /monthly 1/1/2014

$7.42 /monthly 1/1/2015

1 $10.87 /monthly 1/1/2011

$11.52 /monthly 1/1/2012

$12.21 /monthly 1/1/2013

$12.95 /monthly 1/1/2014

$13.72 /monthly 1/1/2015

1.5 $32.60 /monthly 1/1/2011

$34.56 /monthly 1/1/2012

$36.63 /monthly 1/1/2013

$38.83 /monthly 1/1/2014

$41.16 /monthly 1/1/2015

2 $52.93 /monthly 1/1/2011

$56.11 /monthly 1/1/2012

$59.47 /monthly 1/1/2013

$63.04 /monthly 1/1/2014

$66.82 /monthly 1/1/2015

3 $93.33 /monthly 1/1/2011

$98.93 /monthly 1/1/2012

$104.87 /monthly 1/1/2013

$111.16 /monthly 1/1/2014

$117.83 /monthly 1/1/2015

4 $191.41 /monthly 1/1/2011

$202.89 /monthly 1/1/2012

$215.07 /monthly 1/1/2013

$227.97 /monthly 1/1/2014

$241.65 /monthly 1/1/2015

6 $203.75 /monthly 1/1/2011

$215.98 /monthly 1/1/2012

$228.93 /monthly 1/1/2013

$242.67 /monthly 1/1/2014

$257.23 /monthly 1/1/2015

8 $326.00 /monthly 1/1/2011

$345.56 /monthly 1/1/2012

$366.29 /monthly 1/1/2013

$388.27 /monthly 1/1/2014

$411.57 /monthly 1/1/2015

10 $636.93 /monthly 1/1/2011

$675.15 /monthly 1/1/2012

$715.65 /monthly 1/1/2013

$758.59 /monthly 1/1/2014

$804.11 /monthly 1/1/2015
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12 $917.17 /monthly 1/1/2011

$972.20 /monthly 1/1/2012

$1,030.53 /monthly 1/1/2013

$1,092.36 /monthly 1/1/2014

$1,157.91 /monthly 1/1/2015

Customer Charge

(Basic fee charged to customers to have the

    City deliver water.)

Meter Size (diameter inches)

5/8 x 3/4 $15.78 /monthly 1/1/2011

$17.99 /monthly 1/1/2012

$20.51 /monthly 1/1/2013

$23.38 /monthly 1/1/2014

$24.38 /monthly 1/1/2015

3/4 x 3/4 $22.72 /monthly 10/1/2011

$25.91 /monthly 1/1/2012

$29.53 /monthly 1/1/2013

$33.67 /monthly 1/1/2014

$35.11 /monthly 1/1/2015

1 $35.40 /monthly 1/1/2011

$40.36 /monthly 1/1/2012

$46.01 /monthly 1/1/2013

$52.45 /monthly 1/1/2014

$54.70 /monthly 1/1/2015

1.5 $93.49 /monthly 1/1/2011

$106.58 /monthly 1/1/2012

$121.50 /monthly 1/1/2013

$138.51 /monthly 1/1/2014

$144.47 /monthly 1/1/2015

2 $151.68 /monthly 1/1/2011

$172.92 /monthly 1/1/2012

$197.12 /monthly 1/1/2013

$224.72 /monthly 1/1/2014

$234.38 /monthly 1/1/2015

3 $298.56 /monthly 1/1/2011

$340.36 /monthly 1/1/2012

$388.01 /monthly 1/1/2013

$442.33 /monthly 1/1/2014

$461.35 /monthly 1/1/2015
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4 $567.12 /monthly 1/1/2011

$646.52 /monthly 1/1/2012

$737.03 /monthly 1/1/2013

$840.21 /monthly 1/1/2014

$876.34 /monthly 1/1/2015

6 $635.88 /monthly 1/1/2011

$724.90 /monthly 1/1/2012

$826.39 /monthly 1/1/2013

$942.08 /monthly 1/1/2014

$982.59 /monthly 1/1/2015

8 $993.12 /monthly 1/1/2011

$1,132.16 /monthly 1/1/2012

$1,290.66 /monthly 1/1/2013

$1,471.35 /monthly 1/1/2014

$1,534.62 /monthly 1/1/2015

10 $1,832.55 /monthly 1/1/2011

$2,089.11 /monthly 1/1/2012

$2,381.58 /monthly 1/1/2013

$2,715.00 /monthly 1/1/2014

$2,831.75 /monthly 1/1/2015

12 $2,592.94 /monthly 1/1/2011

$2,955.95 /monthly 1/1/2012

$3,369.78 /monthly 1/1/2013

$3,841.55 /monthly 1/1/2014

$4,006.74 /monthly 1/1/2015

Final Notification Process Fee $30.00 /per instance 7/1/2009

Fire Hydrant Flow Test $325.00 /test 12/9/2008

Fire Hydrant Usage - Temporary

3" hydrant meter deposit* $650.00 9/1/2002

    *Deposit is refundable if returned in good condition

Hook-up service $50.00 2/27/2001

Continued use $50.00 /month 2/27/2001

Consumption Current irrigation water usage rate 9/1/2002

    per 100 cubic feet of water used

Fire Rates (Sprinklers) 2/27/2001

6" or smaller $17.00 /month

8" or larger $22.50 /month

Fire Service Connection $1,400.00 /+ 12% fee based 2/27/2001

    on construction costs.

Meter Disconnection Actual labor and material costs + 10% 9/1/2002

Meter Installation Fees

5/8" x 3/4" Meter $350.00 9/1/2011

3/4" x 3/4" Meter n/a $400.00 10/1/2011

1" Meter $550.00 9/1/2011

1 1/2" Meter $850.00 9/1/2011

2" Meter $1,100.00 9/1/2011

3" or more Meter Actual labor & materials + 10% 9/1/2011

Meter Out-of-Order Test Meter calibration cost + actual labor 9/1/2002

    and material costs + 10%
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Sanitary Sewer Service (Fee set by Clean Water Services)

(City receives 16.306% of fees collected)

Base Charge $23.52 /dwelling unit/month 7/1/2011

Use Charge $1.56 /100 cubic feet/month for 7/1/2011

    individual customer winter average

Service Installation Fees

Single Trench - Single Residential Service $3,630.00 includes labor & materials 1/1/2011 10/1/2011

1 1/2" Meter and greater Actual labor and material costs + 10% 1/1/2011 10/1/2011

Storm and Surface Water (Fee set by Clean Water Services)

(City retains 75% of Service Charge fees collected)

(City retains 100% of its Surcharge fees collected)

Service Charge $5.25 /ESU/month 7/1/2011

Tigard Surcharge $2.00 /ESU/month 7/1/2009

Tigard Surface Water Management Surcharge $500.00 /ESU 7/1/2012

Water Bacteriological Quality Testing

Cost per test $60.00 7/1/2008

Water Disconnection Charge for Non-payment

During business hours $50.00 2/27/2001

Water Line Construction - New Development 12% of Actual Cost 2/27/2001

Water Main Extension

Designed and installed by others 12% of Actual Cost 9/1/2002

Water Meter Radio Read Device $156.80 7/1/2008

Water Usage Charges

Residential

Tier 1 $2.04 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 2 $2.98 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 3 $3.41 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 1 $2.33 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 2 $3.40 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 3 $3.89 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 1 $2.65 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 2 $3.87 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 3 $4.43 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 1 $3.02 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 2 $4.42 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 3 $5.05 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 1 $3.15 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tier 2 $4.60 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tier 3 $5.27 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Multi-Family

Tier 1 $1.70 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 2 $2.48 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 3 $2.84 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 1 $1.94 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 2 $2.83 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 3 $3.24 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012
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Tier 1 $2.21 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 2 $3.22 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 3 $3.69 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 1 $2.52 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 2 $3.67 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 3 $4.21 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 1 $2.63 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tier 2 $3.83 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tier 3 $4.39 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Commercial

Tier 1 $2.32 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 2 $3.38 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 3 $3.87 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

Tier 1 $2.64 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 2 $3.85 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 3 $4.41 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

Tier 1 $3.02 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 2 $4.39 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 3 $5.03 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

Tier 1 $3.44 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 2 $5.01 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 3 $5.73 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

Tier 1 $3.58 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tier 2 $5.22 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tier 3 $5.98 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Industrial Uniform Rate

$3.23 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

$3.68 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

$4.20 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

$4.79 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

$4.99 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Irrigation Uniform Rate

$4.59 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2011

$5.23 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2012

$5.97 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2013

$6.80 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2014

$7.09 /100 cubic feet of water 1/1/2015

Tiered Rate Structure Thresholds (100 cubic feet of water)

Meter Size

5/8 x 3/4 Tier 1 6 ccf

Tier 2 15 ccf

Tier 3 over 15 ccf

3/4 x 3/4 Tier 1 9 ccf

Tier 2 22 ccf

Tier 3 over 22 ccf

1 Tier 1 16 ccf

Tier 2 40 ccf

Tier 3 over 40 ccf

1.5 Tier 1 48 ccf

Tier 2 120 ccf

Tier 3 over 120 ccf
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2 Tier 1 78 ccf

Tier 2 195 ccf

Tier 3 over 195 ccf

3 Tier 1 137 ccf

Tier 2 344 ccf

Tier 3 over 344 ccf

4 Tier 1 282 ccf

Tier 2 705 ccf

Tier 3 over 705 ccf

6 Tier 1 300 ccf

Tier 2 750 ccf

Tier 3 over 750 ccf

8 Tier 1 480 ccf

Tier 2 1,200 ccf

Tier 3 over 1,200 ccf

10 Tier 1 938 ccf

Tier 2 2,345 ccf

Tier 3 over 2,345 ccf

12 Tier 1 1,350 ccf

Tier 2 3,376 ccf

Tier 3 over 3,376 ccf
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Department Revenue Source Effective Date

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - DEVELOPMENT SERVICES PLANNING

Park System Development Charge (SDC)*

Single Family Unit $4,048.34 7/1/2011

$4,871.95 7/1/2012

$5,695.57 7/1/2013

Multi-family Unit $3,254.20 7/1/2011

$3,903.21 7/1/2012

$4,552.23 7/1/2013

Spaces in a manufactured home park $3,209.17 7/1/2011

$3,330.19 7/1/2012

$3,451.22 7/1/2013

Commercial/industrial (per employee) $274.81 7/1/2011

$334.34 7/1/2012

$393.87 7/1/2013

*See Appendix for methodology used to calculate the charges.

Fee or Charge

For more detailed information on calculating Park SDCs see City of Tigard Resolution No. 04-97 and the 

accompanying report, “Parks and Recreation System Development Charges Methodology Update” by Don 

Ganer & Associates, Inc., November 10, 2004.

The Park System Development Charge (Park SDC) is a City of Tigard charge that is assessed on new 

development to support the acquisition and development of parks, greenways, and paved trails, all of which 

are used by residents of Tigard and by those who work here.  The Park SDC is a one-time fee charged to new 

development to help pay a portion of the costs associated with building additional parks and trails to meet the 

needs created by both residential and commercial/industrial growth.  The SDC revenues can only be used on 

capacity-increasing capital improvements and cannot be used to repair existing park facilities.

Park SDCs are assessed on new residential development on a per-unit basis and against commercial and 

industrial development on a per-employee basis.

The amount of the charge for each land use category is adjusted each year, effective July 

1st, in relation to two indices, one reflecting changes in development/construction costs 

and one reflecting changes in land acquisition costs.

For information about Park SDCs regarding a specific project contact the City’s Permits/Projects 

Coordinator at 503-718-2426.

For more detailed and updated information on calculating Park SDC's see "Report for Parks & 

Recreation System Development Charge Study," by FCS Group, March 23, 2012.
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Department Revenue Source Effective DateFee or Charge

Park SDC Annual Adjustment 4/10/2001

Park SDC Annual Adjustment (cont.)

Calculation Definitions:

SDC (2000  2012) = Current SDC fee

L (2000  2012) = Average cost of residential tract land 2000  2012

L (2001  2013) = Average cost of residential tract land 2001  2013

L (2xxx) = Average cost of residential tract land 2xxx

C (2000  2012) = Construction cost index of 2000  2012

C (2001  2013) = Construction cost index of 2001  2013

C (2xxx) = Construction cost index of 2xxx

LCI = Land Cost Index: change from the current year from previous year

CCI = Construction Cost Index: change from the current year from previous year

ACI = Average cost index change of LCI + CCI

Parks SDC fees shall be adjusted annually on July 1st of each year beginning in 2011.  The new fee will be 

determined by multiplying the existing fees by the average of two indices, one reflecting changes in 

development/construction costs and one reflecting changes in land acquisition costs.  The average of these 

two indices is a reasonable approach because the Parks SDC fee is roughly split 50% between land acquisition 

land development components.

The index for the Land Acquisition component will be the base cost for residential tract land in Tigard, as 

determined by the Washington County Appraiser.  The average cost for residential tract land was selected 

because it is readily identified and is the lowest priced of the buildable lands in Tigard.  Changes in this base 

cost can be calculated in terms of a percentage increase, to create the level of change to the original index, and 

projected to the overall acquisition cost.  In accordance with Measure 5, the Washington County Appraiser's 

office will determine appraised values on July 1 of each year.

The index for the Land Development component of the Parks SDC will be the Construction Cost Index for 

the City of Seattle as published in the December issue of the Engineering News Record (ENR).  The Seattle 

cost index will be used because the city is the geographically closest to Tigard of twenty metropolitan areas for 

which the ENR maintains cost data.  This index is adjusted monthly, quarterly, and annually.  The annual 

index for each year will be selected beginning with the index for December 2012. 

The revised Parks SDC fees were derived from the costs of land and projects provided in the 

Tigard Park System Master Plan Update, adopted July 2009 and the Tigard Greenway Trails 

Master Plan adopted in July 2011.  The costs for projects in both plans were adjusted using 

both the Land Acquisition and Land Development indices for the appropriate years.
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Department Revenue Source Effective DateFee or Charge

Formula:

L (2001  2013) / L (2000  2012) = LCI

and

C (2001  2013) / C (2000  2012) = CCI

therefore

LCI + CCI / 2 = ACI

then

SDC (2001  2013) X ACI = SDC (2002  2014)

Each year subsequent to 2002, the costs shall be revised using the current year and previous year's data.  Not 

withstanding the foregoing, all calculations shall be carried out to the thousandth place.  A final product 

ending in .49 or less shall be rounded down to the nearest dollar, .50 or more up to the next dollar.  

Community Development staff will perform the adjustment calculation and prepare the resolution each year.
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Department Revenue Source Effective Date

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - DEVELOPMENT SERVICES ENGINEERING

Traffic Impact Fee *

Trip Rate

Residential Use $404.00 /average weekday trip 7/1/2011

Business & Commercial Use $102.00 /average weekday trip 7/1/2011

Office Use $371.00 /average weekday trip 7/1/2011

Industrial Use $389.00 /average weekday trip 7/1/2011

Institutional Use $168.00 /average weekday trip 7/1/2011

Transit Rate $30.00 /average daily trip 7/1/2011

Fee or Charge

The TIF rate for each land use category is adjusted each year, effective July 1st, to account for inflation. 

For information about the TIF regarding a specific project contact the City’s Permits/Projects Coordinator at (503) 718-

2426.

The Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) is a Washington County charge, approved by the voters in November, 1990, that is 

administered and collected by the City of Tigard.  It went into effect in 1991.  On July 1, 2009 it was replaced with the 

Transportation Development Tax (TDT) regarding new development projects.  All projects that received Land Use 

Approval and submitted building permit applications prior to July 1, 2009 remain under TIF as do most non-residential 

projects that received Land Use Approval prior to July 1, 2009 even if building permit applications were submitted after that 

date.  Residential, change-of-use, and minor addition projects for which building permit applications are submitted on or 

after July 1, 2009 are subject to TDT.

TIF charges are assessed on new development to help provide funds for the increased capacity transportation 

improvements needed to accommodate the additional vehicle traffic and demand for transit facilities generated by that 

development.  TIF provides funds for these capacity improvements to county and city arterials, certain collectors, and 

certain state and transit facilities as listed in the County’s Base Report list of projects.  TIF is categorized as an Improvement 

Fee: revenue must be dedicated to capital improvements that expand capacity and may not be used for maintenance, repair, 

or other non-capital improvements.

TIF is assessed on new development on the basis of the number of trips that development is projected to generate.  The 

bases for these trip projections are the statistical analyses and findings about trip generation found in the Institute of 

Transportation Engineers (ITE) Manual.  Table II.1 of the Washington County Traffic Impact Fee Procedures Manual 

provides figures for the weekday average trips generated per unit by different Land Uses.  For residential uses the units are 

dwelling or occupancy units.   For commercial and industrial uses the units are the square footage of the use or units unique 

to the use such as lanes, fueling positions, etc.
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*See Appendix for methodology used to calculate the charges.

The Traffic Impact Fee program is governed by Washington County.  All fees and procedures are set by the County.

Countywide Transportation Development Tax (TDT) - (Example Land Uses and Charges* )
Single Family Detached $6,665.00 /per unit 7/1/2011

Apartment $4,325.00 /per unit 7/1/2011

Residential Condominium/Townhouse $3,976.00 /per unit 7/1/2011

General Office Building $6,869.00 (per TSFGFA**) 7/1/2011

Medical Office Building $23,370.00 (per TSFGFA**) 7/1/2011

Fast Food Restaurant (no drive thru) $21,133.00 (per TSFGFA**) 7/1/2011

Shopping Center $8,968.00  (per TSFGLA**) 7/1/2011

The TDT rate for each land use category is adjusted each year, effective July 1st, and the rates for each year from July 1, 

2009 through June 30, 2013 were established in Appendix B to Washington County Engrossed Ordinance 691, August 29, 

2008. The TDT rates effective 71/2010 include a 10% Temporary Discount implemented October 2009 by Washington 

county.  If the Temporary Discount program is terminated the effective rates will revert to the original calculated rates.

**  TSFGFA = thousand square feet gross floor area; TSFGLA = thousand square feet gross leasable area.

For more detailed information on calculating TIF charges and a detailed list of Land Uses and their associated average trip 

rates see the Washington County Countywide Transportation Development Tax Manual.

*  For more detailed information on calculating TDT charges and a detailed list of Land Uses and TDT charges through 

6/30/2013 see Appendix B to Washington County Engrossed Ordinance 691, August 29, 2008 and the Washington County 

Countywide Transportation Development Tax Manual.

For information about the TDT regarding a specific project contact the City’s Permits/Projects Coordinator at (503) 718-

TDTs are assessed on new development on a per-unit basis.  For residential uses the units are dwelling units, bedrooms, etc.  

For commercial and industrial uses the units are the square footage of the use or units unique to the use such as lanes, 

fueling positions, etc.

The Countywide Transportation Development Tax (TDT) is a Washington County Tax approved by the voters in 

November, 2008, that is administered and collected by the City of Tigard.  It went into effect on July 1, 2009, replacing the 

Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) program.

Like TIF, TDT is assessed on new development to help provide funds for the increased capacity transportation 

improvements needed to accommodate the additional vehicle traffic and demand for transit facilities generated by that 

development.  It provides funds for these capacity improvements to county and city arterials, certain collectors, and certain 

state and transit facilities as listed in the County’s Capital Improvements Project List.  The TDT is categorized as an 

Improvement Fee: revenue must be dedicated to capital improvements that expand capacity and may not be used for 

maintenance, repair, or other non-capital improvements.
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Department Revenue Source Fee or Charge Authority Revised Fees Effective Date

PUBLIC WORKS - WATER

Water System Development Charge (SDC)*

5/8" x 3/4" Meter $3,821.00 ORS 223.304(8) 2/1/2011

$4,747.00 Res. 10-76 2/1/2012

$5,640.00 $5,843.00 2/1/2013

$6,532.00 $6,767.00 2/1/2014

3/4" x 3/4" Meter $5,501.00 10/1/2011

$6,835.00 2/1/2012

$8,120.00 $8,412.00 2/1/2013

$9,405.00 $9,744.00 2/1/2014

1" Meter $10,191.00 2/1/2011

$12,664.00 2/1/2012

$15,044.00 $15,586.00 2/1/2013

$17,424.00 $18,051.00 2/1/2014

1 1/2" Meter $30,555.00 2/1/2011

$37,968.00 2/1/2012

$45,105.00 $46,729.00 2/1/2013

$52,243.00 $54,124.00 2/1/2014

2" Meter $49,616.00 2/1/2011

$61,653.00 2/1/2012

$73,242.00 $75,879.00 2/1/2013

$84,833.00 $87,887.00 2/1/2014

3" Meters and larger diameter

The number of EDUs associated with the demands will be determined by the following:

*See Appendix for methodology used to calculate the charges.

Where:

ADD is the projected average-day demand of the new user in gallons per day, and

PDD is the projected peak-day demand of the new user in gallons per day, and

PHD is the projected peak hour demand of the new user in gallons per day, and

The constants used in the above formula are:

0.004 equals the proportion of the City's water facilities allocated to the average-day function

For connections to the water system with meters larger than 2-inches, the City 

will forecast the demands on an average-day, peak-day, and peak-hour basis.
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226.4 equals the estimated gallons per day on an average-day basis demanded by an EDU

0.343 equals the proportion of the City's water facilities allocated to the max-day extra-capacity function

249.1 equals the estimated gallons per day on an max-day extra capacity demanded by an EDU

0.257 equals the proportion of the City's water facilities allocated to the max-hour extra capacity function

90.6 equals the estimated gallons per day of max-hour extra-capacity demanded by an EDU

*As per ORS 223.304(8) Res. 10-76, the City will use ENR Seattle CCI for the month

 of April prior to the budget year imposed.

The ENR Seattle CCI for April 2012 is 3.6%  based on a 12-month average.  

The multiplier 1.036 is used for all Water SDCs effective 2/1/2013

The City may update the values in the formula above as the system changes to recognize the changing costs 

imposed by large customers
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FY 2013 Proposed Master Fees & Charges Summary of Changes Report

Exhibit B

Department Fee Description

Schedule 

Page(s) Authority

Included in 

Budget? 

(Y/N)

Citywide Staff Hourly Rate for Miscellaneous Billing 3 New fees charged to recover actual staff costs based on the federally Staff Rec. based N

 approved Indirect Cost Study developed by FCS Group. on OMB A-87

Study

Financial & Information 

Services Business License (Annual Fee) 4 Fee adopted by council and adjusted annually  Ord. 88-13 Y
in conjunction with the Portland Consumer
Price Index (CPI) at 2.84%.

Electrical Franchise Fee 4 Increase of electrical franchise fee from 3.5% to 5% per TMC 15.06 Y
Budget Committee.

Right-of-Way Usage Fee (Electricity) 5 Fee adjusted by 1.5% per Budget Committee. TMC 15.06 Y

Police

Fingerprint Card 7 New fee to recover costs including staff time and materials. Dept. Policy N

Good Conduct Background/Letter 7 New fee to recover costs for staff to provide background Dept. Policy N

history and compile a letter.

DVD/Audio/ and VHS Evidence Copies 7 Fee adjusted to recover costs for staff time to complete task. Dept. Policy N

Community Development Building Fees 8-14 Fees remain the same but have been reformatted per mandate OAR 918-309-0410 Y

of State Building Codes Division. OAR 918-050-0110

Planning Fees/Charges 16-20 Adjustment tied to Seattle Construction Cost Index (CCI) Res. 03-59 Y

which is 3.7% as of May 2012. Planning fees include a

 14.76% long range planning surcharge.

School District Construction Excise Tax 22 An intergovernmental agreement between the  city and Res. 09-60 Y
the school districts in Tigard and Beaverton that allows
the city to increase its administrative fee from 1% to 4% 
based on actual costs to administer program.

Blasting Permit 22 Fee adjusted annually based on Construction Cost Index for Ord. 03-59 Y

Seattle as published in the Engineering News Record. Fee also

includes 14.76% Long Range Planning Surcharge per Ord. 04-99.

Erosion Control Inspection Fee 15 New fee implemented per Clean Water Services mandate. Clean Water Services Y

Erosion Control Plan Check Fee 15 New fee implemented per Clean Water Services mandate. Clean Water Services Y

Basis of Change
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FY 2013 Proposed Master Fees & Charges Summary of Changes Report

Exhibit B

Department Fee Description

Schedule 

Page(s) Authority

Included in 

Budget? 

(Y/N)Basis of Change

Tigard Triangle Master Plan (1992) 21 A new master plan is in development. Dept. Policy N

Visual Preference Survey 21 This survey is obsolete and is no longer available. Dept. Policy N

Park System Development Charges (SDC) 31-33 Charges based on new methodology developed by FCS Group. Hearing on 6/12/12 N
Park SDC Update is scheduled for council on June 12, 2012.

Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) 34-35 Fee was replaced by the Transportation Development Tax. Washington County Y

Public Works

Organized Group Event Procession Fee 23 Fee adjusted to recover cost of staff time to process applications. Dept. Policy N

Event Monitor 23 Fee adjusted to recover cost for staff to monitor events. Dept. Policy N

Special Event Permit Fee (per event) 23 Fees adjusted to recover staffing costs. Dept. Policy N

Shelter Rental Fees 23 Fees increased by 6% to recover costs for maintenance. Dept. Policy N

Street Maintenance Fee 24 Fee adjusted by 2% based on TMC. TMC 18.765 Y

Traffic Control Devices 24 Fee removed based on lack of requests for traffic devices in 5 years. Dept. Policy N

Booster Pump Charges 25-27 Delete expired fees. Res. 10-59 Y

Tigard Surface Water Management Surcharge 28 Fee set by Clean Water Services. Clean Water Services Y

Water Meter Radio Road Device 28 Fee has been removed and is now included in the Water Usage Res. 10-59 Y

 Rates.

Water Usage Charges 28-29 Delete expired fees. Res. 10-59 Y

Water System Development Charge 36-37 Fees adjusted based on Water Financing Plan. Res. 10-59 Y
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AIS-933       11.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 5 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Amend City Manager Employment Agreement
Submitted By: Marty Wine, City Management
Item Type:  Motion Requested Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Should the City Council amend the employment agreement of the City Manager to reflect salary changes to
implement the 2012-13 budget?

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
In keeping with the various staffing reductions proposed for the 2012-13 budget, the City Manager's proposed
2012-13 budget included a salary reduction for the City Manager. This recommendation would amend the City
Manager's employment agreement to reflect this salary change via contract addendum.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
Council approved the City Manager's original employment agreement in October, 2011, with a negotiated salary
level of $140,000. The employment agreement addendum would reduce the City Manager's base salary by $10,000
to $130,000.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
This recommendation is one of many that provide for a balanced budget proposal for FY 2012-13. The City
Council could:

1. Choose not to amend the City Manager's salary, meaning that $10,000 from another General Fund source would
need to be identified to make up the full amount of $2.5M to be reduced from the General Fund on a budgetary
basis.
2. Propose another source of program or funding reduction to the General Fund that would replace this proposal.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION

Attachments
City Manager Agreement Amendment



            Amendment #1 

TO EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT  

Effective Date:  July 1, 2012 

Between:  The City of Tigard (the “City”) 

And:   Marty Wine (“Employee”) 

 

Section 3 of the Employment Agreement between the City of Tigard and Marty Wine is hereby 
amended and replaced.to read as follows:  All other terms and conditions of the Employment 
Agreement shall remain in effect. 

Section 3:  Compensation 

A.  Base Salary:  The City agrees to pay the Employee an annual base salary of $130,000.00 
payable in installments at the same time and in the same manner that the other management 
employees of the City are paid.  This reflects a voluntary $10,000 reduction in salary, due to 
FY 12-13 budget constraints.     

B. Employee’s annual base salary shall be automatically amended to reflect any cost of living 
adjustments that are provided by Council to management employees of the City. 

C. December 1, 2012, and on an annual basis thereafter, consideration shall be given to 
increased compensation based upon Employee’s satisfactory performance of Employee’s 
duties and functions, and satisfaction of the goals and priorities established by the Council.  
Such increased compensation may come in the form of cost of living and/or performance 
adjustments to Employee’s base salary, performance bonuses, or both. 

D. The employer will look to the following cities for guidance in determining appropriate 
compensation provided to employee:  Albany, Beaverton, Gresham, Hillsboro, Lake 
Oswego, Milwaukie, Oregon City, Salem, Tualatin, West Linn and Wilsonville, Oregon. 

E. Employee’s compensation includes a one-time rent subsidy of $4,800 payable over six equal 
monthly payments each due on the 15th day of the month from November 2011 to April 
2012. 

F. Employer shall pay a lump-sum payment of $3,500 for the direct expenses of moving 
Employee and her personal property from Newcastle, WA to Tigard, OR.  Said moving 
expenses include packing, moving, storage costs, unpacking and insurance charges. 

G. The Employee shall be reimbursed for the direct costs associated with the sale of 
Employee’s existing personal residence within the first year of this agreement, said 
reimbursement being limited to real estate agent’s fees, and other direct closing costs 
associated with the sale of the house, not to exceed $10,000.  
 
_______________________________  __________________________ 
 
____________________________________ _____________________________ 
Marty Wine, City Employee  Date  Craig Dirksen, Mayor  Date 
(print name)      (print name) 



   

AIS-867       12.             
Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 15 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Public Hearing - Adopting the Budget, Making Appropriations, Declaring the Ad Valorem
Tax Levy, and Classifying the Levy As Provided

Prepared For: Liz Lutz Submitted By: Liz Lutz, Financial and
Information Services

Item Type:  Resolution
Public Hearing - Informational

Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Oregon local budget law requires that a budget for the following fiscal year (FY) be adopted by the City Council
prior to July 1, after approval by the Budget Committee and after a public hearing has been held before the City
Council.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends adoption of the Approved FY 2012-2013 budget, with any adjustments approved by City
Council.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
The Tigard Budget Committee (comprised of the City Council and five citizens) held 4 meetings on the City
Manager's Proposed FY 2012-2013 budget in April and May, 2012.  On May 14, 2012, the Budget Committee
approved the Proposed Budget, with adjustments and forwarded the Approved Budget to the City Council for
adoption.

Oregon Budget Law gives the governing body of the jurisdiction authority to make certain changes in the Approved
Budget prior to adoption. The City Council may adjust expenditures up or down as long as the increase in a fund
does not exceed 10% of that fund. The individual funds are shown on the Schedule of Appropriations attached to the
Resolution.

The total FY 2012-2013 City of Tigard Approved Budget is $219,326,796, including appropriations of
$113,922,019.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Alternatives are limited by Oregon Law. Council can change the Approved Budget by up to 10% in any fund;
however, by Oregon Law, the FY 2012-2013 budget must be adopted by the City Council no later than July 1, 2012.



COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
The Approved Budget includes funding necessary to implement all five of the 2012 Tigard City Council goals. 
Those goals are:
1. Take the Next Step on Major Projects
2. Financial Stability
3. Downtown 
4. Annexation 
5. Recreation 

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
Budget Committee dates: April 23, 30, May 7, 14, 2012 as part of the Budget Committee meetings.

Attachments
Resolution - Adopt City Budget
Schedule of Appropriations



RESOLUTION NO. 12-       
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CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
TIGARD CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-    
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF TIGARD ADOPTING THE APPROVED BUDGET, WITH 
ADJUSTMENTS, MAKING APPROPRIATIONS, DECLARING THE AD VALOREM TAX LEVY, 
AND CLASSIFYING THE LEVY AS PROVIDED BY ORS 310.060(2) FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013. 
  
WHEREAS, four hearings by the Tigard Budget Committee on the budget document, as proposed by the City 
Manager, were duly called and held on April 23, 2012 and April 30, 2012, May 7, 2012, and May 14, 2012, where 
all interested persons were afforded an opportunity to appear and be heard with respect to the budget ; and 
 
WHEREAS, the budget for the City of Tigard for the year beginning July 1, 2012 was duly approved and 
recommended to the City Council by the regularly constituted Budget Committee at its meeting on May 14, 
2012, after proceedings in accordance with Chapter 294, Oregon Revised Statutes; and 
 
WHEREAS, a summary of the budget as required by Chapter 294.438 was duly published in the Tigard Times, 
a newspaper of general circulation in the city in accordance with Chapter 294.448; and 
 
WHEREAS, a hearing by the Tigard City Council on the budget document as approved by the Budget 
Committee, was duly called and held on June 12, 2012, where all interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to appear and be heard with respect to the budget; and 
 
WHEREAS, Interfund loans are subject to ORS 294.468 and are designed to provide financing resources to 
address cash flow needs in operations or capital; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Street Maintenance Fee is collected monthly; however, the Pavement Management Program 
that the fee supports is mostly conducted during the first three months of the year. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tigard City Council that:   
 
SECTION 1: The Council adopts the budget for FY 2012-13 in the approved amount of $219,326,796, 

with adjustments made during the hearing. 
 
SECTION 2 : Of the total approved budget amount of $219,326,796, the city is appropriating $113,922,019 

for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2012 as shown in Attachment A-Schedule of 
Appropriations. 

 
SECTION 3: The City of Tigard City Council hereby imposes the taxes provided for in the adopted budget 

at the rate of $2.5131 per $1,000 of assessed value for general operations; and in the amount 
of $2,331,383 for bonds; and that these taxes are hereby imposed and categorized for tax year 
2012-13 upon the assessed value of all taxable property in the city. 

       General Government Limit 
 General Fund    $2.5131/$1,000 
 
        Excluded from Limit 
 General Obligation Debt Fund  $2,331,383 
 



RESOLUTION NO. 12-       
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SECTION 4: The Council approves a capital inter-fund loan of up to $1,470,000 from the Gas Tax Fund 
to the Street Maintenance Fee Fund for the purpose of financing the Pavement Management 
Program.  The loan will be repaid prior to the end of Fiscal Year 2012-2013 with no interest. 

 
 
SECTION 5: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 
 
  
PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
    
  Mayor - City of Tigard 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

General Fund

Policy and Administration 748,857 748,8570

Community Development 2,921,115 2,921,1150

Community Services 19,608,151 19,922,675314,524

Public Works 4,999,096 5,059,09660,000

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 280,000 80,000-200,000

Transfer 623,264 623,2640

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 1,000,000 1,000,0000

General Government 0 00

30,180,483 30,355,007174,524

Gas Tax Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 2,191,334 2,191,3340

Debt Service 615,928 615,9280

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 2,232,133 2,232,1330

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 300,000 300,0000

5,339,395 5,339,3950

City Gas Tax Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 324,420 324,4200

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 3,271 3,2710

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 50,000 50,0000

377,691 377,6910



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Electrical Inspection Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 202,827 202,8270

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 50,000 50,0000

252,827 252,8270

Building Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 1,254,424 1,254,4240

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 200,000 200,0000

1,454,424 1,454,4240

Criminal Forfeiture Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 15,000 70,00055,000

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

15,000 70,00055,000



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Urban Forestry Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 152,710 152,7100

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

152,710 152,7100

Bancroft Debt Service Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 118,621 118,6210

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 852 8520

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

119,473 119,4730

General Obligation Debt Service Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 2,191,504 2,191,5040

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

2,191,504 2,191,5040



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Facilities Capital Projects Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 8,299 8,2990

Capital Improvements 424,598 424,5980

Contingency 50,000 50,0000

482,897 482,8970

Transportation Development Tax

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 244,818 244,8180

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 40,000 40,0000

284,818 284,8180

Traffic Impact Fee Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 636,861 636,8610

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 20,000 20,0000

656,861 656,8610



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Underground Utility Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 162 1620

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

162 1620

Street Maintenance Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 193,645 193,6450

Capital Improvements 1,470,000 1,470,0000

Contingency 150,000 150,0000

1,813,645 1,813,6450

Parks Capital Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 4,673,172 5,673,1721,000,000

Contingency 0 00

4,673,172 5,673,1721,000,000



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Parks Bond Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 4,177,172 4,177,1720

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

4,177,172 4,177,1720

Parks SDC Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 172,325 1,172,3251,000,000

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 100,000 100,0000

272,325 1,272,3251,000,000

Transportation CIP Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 3,313,719 3,313,7190

Contingency 0 00

3,313,719 3,313,7190



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Sanitary Sewer Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 1,423,428 1,423,4280

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 200,000200,000

Transfer 67,149 67,1490

Capital Improvements 3,209,388 3,009,388-200,000

Contingency 400,000 400,0000

5,099,965 5,099,9650

Stormwater Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 1,652,460 1,652,4600

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 173,356 173,3560

Capital Improvements 331,807 331,8070

Contingency 100,000 100,0000

2,257,623 2,257,6230

Water Quality/Quantity Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 347,616 347,6160

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

347,616 347,6160



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Water Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 7,950,086 7,950,0860

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 4,499,491 4,499,4910

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 500,000 500,0000

12,949,577 12,949,5770

Water SDC Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 272,306 272,3060

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

272,306 272,3060

Water CIP Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 132,452 132,4520

Capital Improvements 22,706,500 22,706,5000

Contingency 0 00

22,838,952 22,838,9520



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Water Debt Service Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 3,800,000 3,800,0000

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

3,800,000 3,800,0000

Central Services Fund

Policy and Administration 6,292,137 6,292,1370

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 300,000 300,0000

General Government 0 00

6,592,137 6,592,1370

Fleet/Property Management Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 1,575,171 1,575,1710

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 0 00

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 40,000 40,0000

1,615,171 1,615,1710



SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS

Program ProposedFund

Budget 
Committee 
Changes Approved

Council 
Changes Adopted

Insurance Fund

Policy and Administration 50,000 50,0000

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 870 8700

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 10,000 10,0000

60,870 60,8700

Library Donations and Bequests Fund

Policy and Administration 0 00

Community Development 0 00

Community Services 0 00

Public Works 0 00

Debt Service 0 00

Loan to CCDA 0 00

Transfer 100,000 100,0000

Capital Improvements 0 00

Contingency 0 00

100,000 100,0000

All Funds

Policy and Administration 7,090,994 7,090,9940

Community Development 4,175,539 4,175,5390

Community Services 19,608,151 19,922,675314,524

Public Works 19,791,575 19,851,57560,000

Debt Service 7,050,473 7,050,4730

Loan to CCDA 280,000 280,0000

Transfer 14,256,579 15,311,5791,055,000

Capital Improvements 36,129,184 36,929,184800,000

Contingency 3,310,000 3,310,0000

General Government 0 00

111,692,495 113,922,0192,229,524
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Business Meeting
Meeting Date: 06/12/2012
Length (in minutes): 5 Minutes  

Agenda Title: Public Hearing - Adopting the City Center Development Agency Fiscal Year 2012-2013
Budget, Making Appropriations, and Imposing and Categorizing Taxes

Prepared For: Liz Lutz Submitted By: Liz Lutz, Financial and
Information Services

Item Type:  Resolution
Budget Committee

Meeting Type:  Council Business Meeting - Main

Information
ISSUE 
Oregon local budget law requires that a budget for the following fiscal year (FY) be adopted by the City Center
Development Agency Board of Directors prior to July 1, after approval by the Budget Committee and after a public
hearing has been held before the City Center Development Agency Board of Directors.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION / ACTION REQUEST
Staff recommends adoption of the FY 2012-2013 budget, with any adjustments made during the hearing.

KEY FACTS AND INFORMATION SUMMARY
The City Center Development Agency Budget Committee (comprised of the City Center Development Agency
board of Directors and five citizens) reviewed the Executive Director's Proposed FY 2012-2013 budget on April
23, 2012 and May 14,  2012.  The Budget Committee subsequently approved the Proposed Budget and forwarded
the budget to the City Center Development Agency Board of Directors for adoption.

Oregon Budget Law gives the governing body of the jurisdiction authority to make  certain changes in the
Approved Budget prior to adoption.  The City Center Development Agency Board of Directors may adjust
expenditures up or down as long as the increase in a fund does not exceed 10% of the fund total.

The total FY 2012-2013 City Center Development Agency Budget will be $1,192,000, including appropriations of
$990,000. 

OTHER ALTERNATIVES
Due to no amendments being proposed, no other alternatives are being considered.  By Oregon law, the FY 2012-13
budget must be adopted by the City Center Development Agency Board of Directors prior to July 1, 2012.

COUNCIL OR CCDA GOALS, POLICIES, MASTER PLANS
N/A

DATES OF PREVIOUS CONSIDERATION
April 23 and May 14, 2012, as part of the Budget Committee meetings.

Attachments
Resolution-Adopt CCDA Budget



RESOLUTION NO. 12-       
Page 1 

CITY OF TIGARD, OREGON 
CITY CENTER DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-    
 
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 BUDGET, WITH ADJUSTMENTS, 
MAKING APPROPRIATIONS, AND IMPOSING AND CATEGORIZING TAXES. 
 
  
 
WHEREAS, a hearing by the City Center Development Agency Budget Committee on the budget document, 
as proposed by the Executive Director, was held on April 23, 2012 and May 14, 2012, where all interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to appear and be heard with respect to the budget; and 
 
WHEREAS, the budget for the City Center Development Agency for the year beginning July 1, 2012 was duly 
approved and recommended to the City Center Development Agency Board of Directors by the regularly 
constituted Budget Committee at its meeting on May 14, 2012, after proceedings in accordance with Chapter 
294, Oregon Revised Statutes; and 
 
WHEREAS, a summary of the budget as required by Chapter 294.438 was duly published in the Tigard Times, 
a newspaper of general circulation in the City in accordance with Chapter 294.448; and 
 
WHEREAS, a hearing by the City Center Development Agency Board of Directors on the budget document as 
approved by the Budget Committee, was duly called and held on June 12, 2012, where all interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to appear and be heard with respect to the budget. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Center Development Agency that:   
 
SECTION 1: The City Center Development Agency Board of Directors adopts the budget for FY 2012-13 

in the total approved budget amount of $1,192,000, with adjustments. 
 
SECTION 2 : Of the total budget amount of, the City Center Development Agency is appropriating 

$990,000 as established as follows: 
 
    Urban Renewal    Urban Renewal 
    Capital Project Fund   Debt Service Fund 
 Operating Expenditures $ 0    $ 0 
 Capital Improvements $540,000    $ 0 
 Debt Service   $ 0    $450,000 
 Total    $540,000    $450,000 
 
SECTION 3: The City Center Development Agency Board of Directors certifies to the county assessor of 

the County of Washington, Oregon a request for the maximum amount of revenue that may 
be raised by dividing the taxes under Section 1c, Articles IX of the Oregon Constitution and 
ORS Chapter 457.  

 
SECTION 4: This resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 
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PASSED: This   day of   2012. 
 
 
 
 
    

City Center Development Agency Chair - City of 
Tigard 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
  
City Recorder - City of Tigard 
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